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ANALYSIS ASSUMPTIONS GENERALLY USED TO EVALUATE THE IMPACTS OF THE PROJECT 

BASELINE ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS ASSUMED IN THE DRAFT EIR 

Section 15125(a) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines requires that an 

environmental impact report (EIR) include a description of the physical environmental conditions 

in the vicinity of the project, as they exist at the time the Notice of Preparation (NOP) is published. 

The CEQA Guidelines also specify that this description of the physical environmental conditions is 

to serve as the baseline physical conditions by which a lead agency determines whether impacts 

of a project are considered significant. For the proposed project, the physical environment as it 

existed at the time the NOP was published serves as the baseline. 

The environmental setting conditions of the project area and the surrounding area are described 

in detail in the technical sections of this Draft EIR (see Sections 3.1 through 3.9). In general, these 

discussions describe the setting conditions as they existed when the NOP for the project was 

released on September 16, 2015.  

APPROACH TO THE PROJECT ANALYSIS 

Sections 3.1 through 3.9 of this Draft EIR contain a description of current setting conditions 

(including the applicable regulatory setting), an evaluation of the direct and indirect 

environmental effects resulting from implementation of the proposed project, identification of 

measures that mitigate the identified significant environmental effects, and, if applicable, 

identification of whether significant environmental effects of the proposed project would remain 

after application of the proposed mitigation measures. The individual technical sections of the 

Draft EIR adhere to the following format. 

Environmental Setting 

This subsection includes a description of the physical conditions associated with the technical 

area of discussion, consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15125. As identified above, the 

existing setting is based on conditions as they existed when the NOP for the project was released.  

Regulatory Setting 

This subsection describes applicable federal, state, regional, and local plans, policies, laws, and 

regulations that apply to the technical area of discussion. 

Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

The Impacts and Mitigation Measures subsection of each technical section identifies direct and 

indirect environmental effects associated with implementation of the proposed project and 

identifies proposed measures to mitigate environmental effects, where applicable. Environmental 

effects are determined by comparing the existing environmental setting with buildout of the 

proposed project. A statement is included in each impact discussion identifying the level of 

significance the impact will have before and after mitigation. Standards of significance are 

identified and used to determine whether identified environmental effects are considered 

significant and require the application of mitigation measures. Each environmental impact 

analysis is supported by substantial evidence included in the discussion.  

Feasible mitigation measures that could minimize significant adverse impacts are discussed, after 

which the impact discussion notes whether the impact has been mitigated to a less than 
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significant level or remains significant and unavoidable. CEQA requires that mitigation to lessen 

the environmental impact be feasible. CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(1) states, “An EIR shall 

describe feasible measures which could minimize significant adverse impacts…” Feasible is 

defined as “capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period 

of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social, and technological factors” (Public 

Resources Code Section 21061.1).  

Before mitigation measures are recommended, the EIR first evaluates whether existing federal, 

state, or local regulations or permits would reduce the identified impact to a less than significant 

level. If an existing regulatory process will reduce the environmental impact, the process will be 

discussed in the relevant EIR section and no mitigation will be required. Only if there is no existing 

process, or if there is a need to modify an existing process to address project impacts, will a 

project-specific mitigation measure be incorporated.   

Timing for mitigation will generally follow one of the following time periods: 

 Prior to Approval: Generally this refers to a feature or requirement that must appear on 

building or construction plans that would be reviewed and approved prior to taking action 

on any phase of the project. 

 Prior to Construction or Earth Disturbance: Generally this refers to measures that must be 

taken or followed prior to physically altering the project area in conformance with the 

approved plans.  

 During Construction or Earth Disturbance: Generally this refers to actions that must occur 

during the construction process. 

 Operation of the Project: Generally measures with this timeline would extend beyond 

completion of construction. 

In all of the above, City will use judgment to determine when a measure would be applied. For 

phased projects, it is possible that one or more mitigation measure may apply to different phases 

of the project yet occur simultaneously. In all instances, the timing of the mitigation measure will 

be indicated in the EIR and in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). Timing 

may be altered as needed to meet the intent of the measure and as documented in the MMRP. 

APPROACH TO THE CUMULATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Definition of Cumulative Setting 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a) requires that an EIR “discuss cumulative impacts of a project 

when the project’s incremental effect is cumulatively considerable.” CEQA Guidelines Section 

15130(b) states, “The discussion of cumulative impacts shall reflect the severity of the impacts and 

their likelihood of occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as great detail as is provided 

for the effects attributable to the project alone. The discussion should be guided by standards of 

practicality and reasonableness, and should focus on the cumulative impact to which the 

identified other projects contribute rather than the attributes of other projects which do not 

contribute to the cumulative impact.” 

For this project, the cumulative setting conditions considered in this Draft EIR generally encompass 

the future projects of the Greenway Master Plan as shown in Table 2.0-1 of this EIR. However, the 

cumulative setting varies for each environmental issue area, depending on the resources affected 
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and any relevant boundaries, such as the Northeast Plateau Air Basin for air quality resources or 

the areas in and directly adjacent to the project area for cultural resources. Each technical 

section of the Draft EIR includes a description of the geographic extent of the cumulative setting 

for that resource based on the characteristics of the environmental issues under consideration as 

set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b). 

Consideration of Cumulative Impacts 

Each technical section in the Draft EIR considers whether the project’s effect on anticipated 

cumulative setting conditions is cumulatively considerable (i.e., a significant effect). The 

determination of whether the project’s impact on cumulative conditions is considerable is based 

on applicable public agency standards, consultation with public agencies, and/or expert opinion.  
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http://hank.baaqmd.gov/pln/air_quality/ambient_air_quality.htm#ten




















http://www.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/aaqs2.pdf
http://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/index.html
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http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/data/data.htm
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http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/rghm/ap/Pages/chp_7_5.aspx
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/shzp/Pages/shmpact.aspx
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