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Background
City of Pleasanton. Pleasanton is a city of approximately 83,000 residents located at the
intersection of I-580 and I-680 in eastern Alameda County. The City is bordered on the
north by the City of Dublin and on the east by the City of Livermore. Land to the west and
south of the City includes open space, agriculture, and permanently-protected ridge
lands. In the Economic and Fiscal Element of the 2005-2025 General Plan, the City states
its intent to retain its strong economic position while sustaining itself fiscally through
programs that enhance the community’s economic base. In accomplishing this, the City
promotes a varied mix of land uses to ensure a broad revenue base through proactive
land use planning and zoning.

Project Site. The subject site is located at the southwest quadrant of Foothill Road and
Longview Drive with a situs address of 2188 Foothill Road. An unimproved driveway off
Foothill Road provides existing access to the site. The undeveloped 12-acre site is
rectangular shaped and slopes upward to the west. The elevation ranges from
approximately 350 feet (above mean sea level) at the eastern boundary of the site to
approximately 550 feet at the western boundary of the site. A seasonal creek is located
along the northerly property line. Ephemeral streams are located in the middle portion of
the project site. Grassland and low-scrub plants are on the site’s lower elevations
adjacent to Foothill Road. Trees, mostly oaks and bay trees, cover the mid- and upper-
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portions of the site. The Calaveras Fault is located in the western portion of the project
site. A small water pump enclosure and a stormwater culvert are located near Foothill
Road and Longview Drive.
The site is bordered on the east by Foothill Road and Golden Eagle Farm single-family
homes; on the south and west by Golden Eagle Farm single-family homes and Golden
Eagle-owned open space, and on the north by Longview Drive and single-family homes.
The subject lot is zoned Agriculture (A) District, located within West Foothill Road Corridor
Overlay (WFRCO) District, and has a General Plan Land Use designation of Low Density
Residential (LDR) which allows for a density of less than two dwelling units per acre (<2
du/ac). The General Plan also indicates that residential projects proposed for land
designated as LDR should have maximum densities generally consistent with those
assumed for buildout of the General Plan. For the LDR land use designation, the average
density is one dwelling unit per acre (1.0 du/ac). The project site is approximately 12
acres. The proposed six-lot PUD development plan would have a density of 0.5 du/ac
and would conform to the maximum allowable General Plan density requirements.

Project Description. The proposal consists of the following:
1) Rezone the existing 12-acre site from Agriculture (A) District and West Foothill Road
Corridor Overlay District (WFRCOD) to Planned Unit Development – Low Density
Residential (PUD-LDR) District, while maintaining the WFRCOD;
2) Construct six single-family homes and related improvements
3) Construct a public trail from the project site that could ultimately connect to
Augustine-Bernal Park.
The applicant has provided a number of documents (referenced in Attachment 1)
including a Biological Resources Assessment prepared by WRA, Environmental Noise
Assessment prepared by Charles M. Salter Associates, Inc., Geotechnical Update
prepared by GFK & Associates, and Site Plan with bridge designs and conceptual trail
alignment prepared by BKF Engineering.

Scope of Work
The City is inviting qualified consultants to submit proposals to prepare and complete
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review of the proposed project noted
above. The selected consultant is expected to provide the following services:
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Based on the nature of the project and project site, staff believes that the environmental
document will be an Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) or Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) and has outlined the scope of work accordingly. If, during the course
of project review, more extensive CEQA documentation, such as an EIR, revisions to the
scope of work and budget would be required.
1. Review Relevant Background Documents
Review the Reference Documents attached as relevant to understand the
project background.
2. Prepare Draft Project Description
Based on the project application materials, the consultant will work with staff and
the applicant to develop a draft project description for inclusion in the
environmental document.
3. Prepare Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative
Declaration
The consultant will prepare an initial study, addressing the various environmental
topics in the most recent version of CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. Due to the
nature of the site, which has been subject to prior development, a number of the
issues listed in the checklist, such as agricultural resources, mineral resources, and
population and housing are expected to require minimal analysis. The consultant
should peer review the applicant’s submitted Transportation Impact Analysis as
part of the review. If any significant impacts are determined, the consultant will
develop mitigation measures, as needed, to address those impacts.
The consultant will develop an Administrative Draft IS/ND or MND for staff review,
and incorporate any necessary revisions based on staff comments into the Draft
IS/ND or MND for public review.
4. Prepare Draft Notice of Intent
Prior to the start of the public review period, the consultant will prepare a draft
Notice of Intent for circulation in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15072. This scope assumes that the Consultant will address any required
noticing/distribution to the State Clearinghouse. The City will be responsible for
printing and distribution of the NOI to agencies and other interested parties, as
well as posting of the notice to the newspaper if needed.
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5. Adoption Hearings/MMRP/Notice of Determination
Following the close of the public review period, the consultant shall provide
assistance to staff as needed to prepare documents for adoption of the IS/ND or
MND, (e.g., draft responses to comments received on the Draft IS for inclusion in
the staff report). This shall include, if required, a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP). The consultant shall also prepare a draft Notice of
Determination for filing by City Staff following project approval.
Attendance at the adoption hearing by the consultant is not expected to be
necessary. However, the cost to attend a hearing, if needed, should be indicated
as an optional cost.

6. Perform all required CEQA postings and noticing
The consultant is expected to perform all required postings and noticing as
required.

Project Deliverables
1. All CEQA notices including the Notice of Intent and Notice of Determination. This
should be provided to staff electronically.
2. Produce an administrative draft and final copies of the Initial Study. Both the draft
and the final version should be provided:
a. electronically; and
b. in printed form. Please provide ten (10) copies.
3. Produce an administrative draft and final copies of the required environmental
document (e.g., MND) and all appendices. Both the draft and the final version
should be provided:
a. electronically; and
b. in printed form. Please provide ten (10) copies. (Note, if appendices are
voluminous, they may be provided on a CD-ROM to be attached to the
IS/ND documents.)
Where requested in electronic format, the documents should be provided to staff on a
CD, flash drive, FTP site, or other mutually agreed upon alternative. Where requested in
printed form, it should be provided in both Microsoft Word format and searchable PDF
format (the PDF document should be provided as a single document, optimized and
compressed).
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Submittal Requirements
Please note, proposals should be limited to 20 pages maximum (excluding resumes, table
of contents, and tabbed dividers). Interested consultants should submit qualifications
that address the following:
1. Project Description. A brief description of your understanding of the overall project.
2. Approach to Project. Describe the manner and methods you will use to manage
and facilitate the work.
3. Scope of Work. Provide a scope of work that responds to the scope identified
above.
4. Consultant Description of Qualifications. For your firm (and any sub-consultants)
provide firm qualifications and résumé(s) of participating individual(s).
5. Cost. Provide a cost proposal for the overall effort. Include the basis and
assumptions made for estimated costs. Include hourly rates for each task and
each staff person assigned to that task, your hourly rates for this project, and total
number of hours. Clearly indicate the subtotaled cost for each task to be
performed by your firm and by any sub-consultants, and total cost for your work
effort. The City will be billed for services by sub-consultants at cost plus an
administrative charge. Indicate that administrative charge on a percentage
basis.
6. Schedule. Provide a proposed schedule for the project. Include a full description
of the work elements, coordination, quality control, and key or potential issues you
may deem critical to this project.
7. Conflict of Interest. Identify any recent, present, or proposed work undertaken by
the consultant, any subcontractor or subsidiary, or any other type of business or
other relationship that could represent a potential, real, or perceived conflict of
interest with respect to this project. A conflict of interest could potentially, for
instance, include current work under contract to a landowner or developer within
the Pleasanton sphere of influence.
8. References. Please provide a list of at least three references for projects of similar
scope completed by your firm.
9. Professional Services Contract and Insurance Requirements. Attached is a copy
of the City’s standard contract, including insurance requirements. The selected
consultant must provide a certificate of insurance in a form acceptable to the
City prior to entering into the agreement. Please indicate what professional and
business insurance you maintain and whether the standard requirements can be
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met. Please review the City’s standard contract and to ensure that your firm would
be able to sign this agreement.
10. Business License. The City requires a City of Pleasanton Business License of the
selected consultant before the contract is awarded.

Submittal Deadline
Submit three sets of printed qualifications, along with one electronic file on a CD or flash
drive in searchable PDF format as a single document (optimized and compressed) to the
City of Pleasanton. Proposals must be plainly marked with your company name, address,
and telephone number, with “Proposal for 2188 Foothill Road CEQA” clearly visible on the
exterior. All proposals must be submitted to the City of Pleasanton, City Clerk’s Office, 123
Main Street, P.O. Box 520, Pleasanton, CA 94566 no later than Friday, February 7, 2020 at
2:00 p.m.

Selection Criteria
The consultant will be selected based on criteria including, but not limited to:
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

Understanding of the required scope of services demonstrated through
consultant’s Approach to Project and Scope of Work.
Consultant’s expertise and ability demonstrated in completion of similar
assignments
Qualifications and relevant experience of the consultant
The specific personnel to be assigned by the consultant to this project, and their
experience and abilities
The quality, amount and type of service proposed
Creativity
The results of reference checks
Costs associated with the consultant’s proposal

As a result of this solicitation, the City intends to award a contract to the responsive bidder
whose response conforms to the solicitation and whose bid presents the greatest value
to the City, all evaluation criteria considered. The combined weight of the evaluation
criteria is greater in importance than cost in determining the greatest value to the City.
The goal is to award a contract to the bidder that proposes the best quality as
determined by the combined weight of the evaluation criteria. The City may award a
contract of higher qualitative competence over the lowest priced response.
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The City reserves the right to reject any or all responses that materially differ from any
terms contained in this solicitation or from any Attachments hereto, to waive informalities
and minor irregularities in responses received, and to provide an opportunity for bidders
to correct minor and immaterial errors contained in their submissions. The decision as to
what constitutes a minor irregularity shall be made solely at the discretion of the City.
The City has the right to decline to award this contract or any part thereof for any reason.

Schedule for RFP Process
•
•
•

January 13, 2020
February 7, 2020
April 21, 2020

Publish Request for Proposals
Deadline to submit Proposals
Consulting Services Agreement tentatively scheduled for
approval by the Pleasanton City Council

The City desires that a contract be awarded by April 21, 2020. However, all dates listed
above are tentative and subject to change. Staff and the consultant will meet shortly
thereafter to finalize the ultimate scope of work and timeline.

Staff Contact Information
Jenny Soo, Associate Planner, can be reached at 925-931-5615, or
jsoo@cityofpleasantonca.gov.
Thank you for your interest, please do not hesitate to email or call if you have any
questions or comments.

Attachments
1. Reference Documents
2. Sample Professional Services Agreement
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The purpose of this report is to provide an analysis of natural community and special-status
species issues at the 2188 Foothill Road Project Area in Pleasanton, California.
On October 14, 2015, WRA, Inc. (WRA) conducted a field inspection for biological resources
within the 2188 Foothill Road Project Area. WRA observed eight biological communities, 59
plant species and 23 wildlife species within the Project Area. Two sensitive biological
communities were identified within the Project Area: Riparian Coast Live Oak Woodland and
Ephemeral Streams. Additionally, the site contains Heritage Trees which are protected by the
City of Pleasanton. Impacts to sensitive biological communities will be mitigated through the
implementation of best management practices, pursuit of a tree removal permit, and adherence
to state and federal permits, if required.
No special-status plant species were observed or have the potential to occur on the site and
therefore no impacts to such species is expected. The Project does have the potential to affect
eight special-status wildlife species including pallid bat, fringed myotis, hoary bat, white-tailed
kite, loggerhead shrike, yellow-billed magpie, Nuttall’s woodpecker, and oak titmouse, as well as
non-special-status native birds, should those species be present during construction. California
red-legged frog, California tiger salamander, and Alameda whipsnake are not likely to occur
within the Project Area; however, because of Critical Habitat designation for Alameda
whipsnake within a portion of the Project Area that will remain undeveloped, appropriate
avoidance measures are recommended during construction. Potential impacts to wildlife will be
less than significant with the implementation of suitable mitigation measures, such as work
windows, pre-construction surveys, exclusion fencing, and worker education.

iii

1.0 INTRODUCTION
On October 14, 2015, WRA, Inc. (WRA) performed a field assessment of biological resources
within the approximately 12-acre 2188 Foothill Road Project site (Project Area) in the City of
Pleasanton, Alameda County, California (Figure 1). The Project Area is situated between lowdensity residential neighborhoods to the north and south, and a high density residential
neighborhood to the east. West of the Project Area is undeveloped open space. The Project
Area is undeveloped, zoned as agriculture (City of Pleasanton, 2014) and as low density
residential land use (City of Pleasanton, 2012).
The purpose of the field work and this report is to provide information on biological resources
necessary to complete a review of the Project under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). The proposed Project is a residential development. This report describes the results
of the site visit and literature review, which assessed the Project Area for the (1) potential to
support special-status species; and (2) presence of other sensitive biological resources
protected by local, state, and federal laws and regulations. If special-status species were
observed during the site visit, they were recorded. This report also contains an evaluation of
potential impacts to special-status species and sensitive biological resources that may occur as
a result of the proposed Project and potential mitigation measures to compensate for those
impacts.
A biological resources assessment provides general information on the potential presence of
sensitive species and habitats. The biological assessment is not an official protocol-level survey
for listed species that may be required for project approval by local, state, or federal agencies.
This assessment is based on information available at the time of the study and on site
conditions that were observed on the date of the site visit.
2.0 REGULATORY BACKGROUND
The following sections explain the regulatory context of the biological assessment, including
applicable laws and regulations that were applied to the field investigations and analysis of
potential project impacts.
2.1 Sensitive Biological Communities
Sensitive biological communities include certain habitats that fulfill special functions or have
special values, such as wetlands, streams, or riparian habitat. These habitats are protected
under federal regulations such as the Clean Water Act; state regulations such as the PorterCologne Act, the CDFW Streambed Alteration Program, and CEQA; or local ordinances or
policies such as city or county tree ordinances, Special Habitat Management Areas, and
General Plan Elements.
Waters of the United States
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) regulates “Waters of the United States” under
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Waters of the U.S. are defined in the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) as waters susceptible to use in commerce, including interstate waters and
wetlands, all other waters (intrastate waterbodies, including wetlands), and their tributaries (33
CFR 328.3). Potential wetland areas, according to the three criteria used to delineate wetlands
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as defined in the Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratory
1987), are identified by the presence of (1) hydrophytic vegetation, (2) hydric soils, and (3) wetland hydrology. Areas that are inundated at a sufficient depth and for a sufficient duration to
exclude growth of hydrophytic vegetation are subject to Section 404 jurisdiction as “other
waters” and are often characterized by an ordinary high water mark (OHWM). Other waters, for
example, generally include lakes, rivers, and streams. The placement of fill material into Waters
of the U.S. generally requires an individual or nationwide permit from the Corps under Section
404 of the Clean Water Act.
Waters of the State
The term “Waters of the State” is defined by the Porter-Cologne Act as “any surface water or
groundwater, including saline waters, within the boundaries of the state.” The Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) protects all waters in its regulatory scope and has special
responsibility for wetlands, riparian areas, and headwaters. These waterbodies have high
resource value, are vulnerable to filling, and are not systematically protected by other programs.
RWQCB jurisdiction includes “isolated” wetlands and waters that may not be regulated by the
Corps under Section 404. Waters of the State are regulated by the RWQCB under the State
Water Quality Certification Program which regulates discharges of fill and dredged material
under Section 401 of the Clean Water Act and the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act.
Projects that require a Corps permit, or fall under other federal jurisdiction, and have the
potential to impact Waters of the State, are required to comply with the terms of the Water
Quality Certification determination. If a proposed project does not require a federal permit, but
does involve dredge or fill activities that may result in a discharge to Waters of the State, the
RWQCB has the option to regulate the dredge and fill activities under its state authority in the
form of Waste Discharge Requirements.
Streams, Lakes, and Riparian Habitat
Streams and lakes, as habitat for fish and wildlife species, are subject to jurisdiction by CDFW
under Sections 1600-1616 of California Fish and Game Code (CFGC). Alterations to or work
within or adjacent to streambeds or lakes generally require a 1602 Lake and Streambed
Alteration Agreement. The term “stream”, which includes streams and rivers, is defined in the
California Code of Regulations (CCR) as “a body of water that flows at least periodically or
intermittently through a bed or channel having banks and supports fish or other aquatic life
[including] watercourses having a surface or subsurface flow that supports or has supported
riparian vegetation” (14 CCR 1.72). In addition, the term “stream” can include ephemeral
streams, dry washes, watercourses with subsurface flows, canals, aqueducts, irrigation ditches,
and other means of water conveyance if they support aquatic life, riparian vegetation, or streamdependent terrestrial wildlife (CDFG 1994). “Riparian” is defined as “on, or pertaining to, the
banks of a stream.” Riparian vegetation is defined as “vegetation which occurs in and/or
adjacent to a stream and is dependent on, and occurs because of, the stream itself” (CDFG
1994). Removal of riparian vegetation also requires a Section 1602 Lake and Streambed
Alteration Agreement from CDFW.
Other Sensitive Biological Communities
Other sensitive biological communities not discussed above include habitats that fulfill special
functions or have special values. Natural communities considered sensitive are those identified
in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the CDFW. CDFW ranks sensitive
communities as "threatened" or "very threatened" and keeps records of their occurrences in its
3

California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB; CDFW 2015). Sensitive plant communities are
also identified by CDFW (CDFG 2010). CNDDB vegetation alliances are ranked 1 through 5
based on NatureServe's (2010) methodology, with those alliances ranked globally (G) or
statewide (S) as 1 through 3 considered sensitive. Impacts to sensitive natural communities
identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or those identified by the CDFW or
USFWS must be considered and evaluated under CEQA (CCR Title 14, Div. 6, Chap. 3,
Appendix G). Specific habitats may also be identified as sensitive in city or county general
plans or ordinances.
Relevant Local Policies, Ordinances, Regulations
The Project Area is regulated by the City of Pleasanton General Plan (City of Pleasanton 2009)
which outlines conservation goals and policies for the City of Pleasanton. These policies outline
land use, zoning, housing and conservation among additional policies. The Project Area is
zoned as agriculture (City of Pleasanton, 2014) and as low density residential land use (City of
Pleasanton 2012, 2015). The Project Area also lies within the East Alameda County
Conservation Strategy (EACCS) boundaries (ICF International 2010). These policies provide a
framework to protect natural resources while improving and streamlining the environmental
permitting process. Relevant sections include 3.2 (Project-level Use of the Strategy), 3.5
(Conservation Goals and Objectives) 4.8 (Conservation Zone 8) and 5.5 (Project by Project
Regulatory Compliance).
The City of Pleasanton Municipal Code contains the City’s tree ordinance (Chapter 17.16) which
outlines the requirements to protect and replace trees within the city limits. Section 17.16.006
protects “Heritage Trees” which are:
•
•
•
•
•

any single-trunked tree, regardless of species, with circumference of 55 inches (17-inch
diameter) or more at 4.5 feet above ground level,
any multi-trunked tree of which the two largest trunks have a circumference of 55 inches
(17-inch diameter) or more at 4.5 feet above ground level,
any tree 35 feet or more in height,
a tree of historical significance or
a stand of trees, the nature of which makes each dependent upon the other for survival.

Removal of any heritage trees requires an application which will be reviewed by the director.
Section 17.16.050 requires new property development in which any trees are to be removed or
affected to include an application to the City for review. If any trees are removed without review
the developer shall pay a fine. Prior to issuance of any permit, the applicant shall post money in
the sum of $5,000 for each tree required to be preserved or $25,000, whichever is less. The
money shall be retained for one year and be forfeited in an amount equal to $5,000 per tree in
the event that a tree or trees required to be preserved are removed, destroyed or disfigured.
Additionally the Alameda County Watercourse Protection Ordinance requires a setback for any
new grading or development adjacent to an open channel water feature. The director of Public
Works makes the setback limit determination (Alameda County 2015).
2.2 Sensitive Special-Status Species
Special-status species include those plants and wildlife species that have been formally listed,
are proposed as endangered or threatened, or are candidates for such listing under the Federal
Endangered Species Act (ESA) or California Endangered Species Act (CESA). These acts
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afford protection to both listed species and those that are formal candidates for listing. In
addition, CDFW Species of Special Concern, which are species that face extirpation in
California if current population and habitat trends continue, CDFW California Fully Protected
species, USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern, and CDFW special-status invertebrates, are
all considered special-status species. Although these aforementioned species generally have
no defined legal status, they are given special consideration under CEQA. Bat species are also
evaluated for conservation status by the Western Bat Working Group (WBWG), a nongovernmental entity; bats named as a “High Priority” or “Medium Priority” species for
conservation by the WBWG are typically considered special-status and are considered under
CEQA. In addition to regulations for special-status species, most birds in the United States,
including non-special-status native species, are protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of
1918 (MBTA) and the CFGC, i.e., sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513. Under these laws,
destroying active bird nests, eggs, and/or young is illegal.
Plant species on the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Rare and Endangered Plant
Inventory (Inventory) with California Rare Plant Ranks (Rank) of 1 and 2 are also considered
special-status plant species and must be considered under CEQA. Rank 3 and Rank 4 species
are afforded little or no protection under CEQA, but are included in this analysis for
completeness. A description of the CNPS Ranks is provided below in Table 1.
Table 1. Description of CNPS Ranks and Threat Codes
California Rare Plant Ranks (formerly known as CNPS Lists)
Rank 1A

Presumed extirpated in California and either rare or extinct elsewhere

Rank 1B

Rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere

Rank 2A

Presumed extirpated in California, but more common elsewhere

Rank 2B

Rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere

Rank 3

Plants about which more information is needed - A review list

Rank 4

Plants of limited distribution - A watch list

Threat Ranks
0.1

Seriously threatened in California

0.2

Moderately threatened in California

0.3

Not very threatened in California

Critical Habitat
Critical habitat is a term defined in the ESA as a specific geographic area that contains features
essential for the conservation of a threatened or endangered species and that may require
special management and protection. The ESA requires federal agencies to consult with the
USFWS to conserve listed species on their lands and to ensure that any activities or projects
they fund, authorize, or carry out will not jeopardize the survival of a threatened or endangered
species. In consultation for those species with critical habitat, federal agencies must also
ensure that their activities or projects do not adversely modify critical habitat to the point that it
will no longer aid in the species’ recovery. In many cases, this level of protection is similar to
that already provided to species by the ESA jeopardy standard. However, areas that are
currently unoccupied by the species but which are needed for the species’ recovery are
protected by the prohibition against adverse modification of critical habitat.
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3.0 METHODS
On October 14, 2015 WRA Inc. (WRA) conducted a site visit to the Project Area. Prior to the
site visit, background literature was reviewed to assess the potential presence of sensitive
vegetation types, aquatic communities, and special-status plant and wildlife species. The site
was traversed on foot by a biologist familiar with the vegetation, aquatic communities, and
special-status species known from Alameda County. All plant and wildlife species observed onsite were recorded. Site conditions were documented to assess the potential for special-status
plant and wildlife to occur within the Project Area. This assessment was based on the quality,
presence, and/or absence of habitat elements necessary to support special-status species.
3.1 Biological Communities
Prior to the site visit, the soil survey for Alameda County, California, U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA 2015) was examined to determine if any unique soil types that could support
sensitive plant communities and/or aquatic features were present in the Project Area. Biological
communities present in the Project Area were classified based on existing plant community
descriptions described in the Preliminary Descriptions of the Terrestrial Natural Communities of
California (Holland 1986). However, in some cases it is necessary to identify variants of
community types or to describe non-vegetated areas that are not described in the literature.
Biological communities were classified as sensitive or non-sensitive as defined by CEQA and
other applicable laws and regulations.
3.1.1 Non-sensitive Biological Communities
Non-sensitive biological communities are those communities that are not afforded special
protection under CEQA, and other state, federal, and local laws, regulations and ordinances.
However, these communities may still provide suitable habitat for some special-status plant or
wildlife species and are identified or described in Section 4.1.1 below.
3.1.2 Sensitive Biological Communities
Sensitive biological communities are defined as those communities that are given special
protection under CEQA and other applicable federal, state, and local laws, regulations and
ordinances. Applicable laws and ordinances are discussed above in Section 2.0. Special
methods used to identify sensitive biological communities are discussed below.
Wetlands and Waters
The Project Area was surveyed to determine if any wetlands and waters potentially subject to
jurisdiction by the Corps, RWQCB, or CDFW were present. The assessment was based
primarily on the presence of wetland plant indicators, but may also include any observed
indicators of wetland hydrology or wetland soils. Any potential wetland areas were identified as
areas dominated by plant species with a wetland indicator status 1 of OBL, FACW, or FAC as
given on the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers National Wetlands Plant List (Lichvar et al. 2014).
Evidence of wetland hydrology can include direct evidence (primary indicators), such as visible
1

OBL = Obligate, always found in wetlands (> 99% frequency of occurrence); FACW = Facultative wetland, usually
found in wetlands (67-99% frequency of occurrence); FAC = Facultative, equal occurrence in wetland or nonwetlands (34-66% frequency of occurrence).
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inundation or saturation, algal mats, and oxidized root channels, or indirect (secondary)
indicators, such as a water table within 2 feet of the soil surface during the dry season. Some
indicators of wetland soils include dark colored soils, soils with a sulfidic odor, and soils that
contain redoximorphic features as defined by the Corps Manual (Environmental Laboratory
1987) and Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in the United States (NRCS 2010).
Other Sensitive Biological Communities
The Project Area was evaluated for the presence of other sensitive biological communities,
including riparian areas, sensitive plant communities recognized by CDFW. Prior to the site
visit, aerial photographs, local soil maps, the List of Vegetation Alliances (CDFG 2010), and A
Manual of California Vegetation (Sawyer et al. 2009) were reviewed to assess the potential for
sensitive biological communities to occur in the Project Area. All alliances within the Project
Area with a ranking of 1 through 3 were considered sensitive biological communities and
mapped. These communities are described in Section 4.1.2 below.
3.2 Special-Status Species
3.2.1 Literature Review
Potential occurrences of special-status species were evaluated by first determining which
special-status species occur in the vicinity of the Project Area through a literature and database
search. Database searches for known occurrences of special-status species focused on the
Livermore, La Costa Valley, Niles, and Dublin 7.5 minute USGS quadrangles which covered a
radius of 5 miles from the Project Area. The following sources were reviewed to determine
which special-status plant and wildlife species have been documented to occur in the vicinity of
the Project Area:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

CNDDB records (CDFW 2015)
USFWS IpaC search (USFWS 2015a)
USFWS Critical Habitat Portal (USFWS 2015b)
CNPS Inventory records (CNPS 2015)
CDFG publication “California’s Wildlife, Volumes I-III” (Zeiner et al. 1990)
CDFG publication “California Bird Species of Special Concern” (Shuford and Gardali
2008)
The Alameda County Breeding Bird Atlas, California (Richmond et al. 2011)
eBird records (eBird 2015)
Updated California Amphibian and Reptile Species of Special Concern in California
(UC Davis 2015)
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Distribution Maps for California Salmonid
Species (2015)
Historical Distribution of Salmonids in the Bay Area (Leidy et al. 2005)
Fairy Shrimps of California’s Puddles, Pools and Playas (Eriksen and Belk 1999)
The East Alameda County Conservation Strategy (ICF 2010)
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3.2.2 Site Assessment
A site visit was made to the Project Area to search for suitable habitats that may support
special-status species. Habitat conditions observed at the site were used to evaluate the
potential for presence of special-status species based on these searches and the professional
expertise of the investigating biologists. The potential for each special-status species to occur
in the Project Area was then evaluated according to the following criteria:
•
•
•
•
•

No Potential. Habitat on and adjacent to the site is clearly unsuitable for the species
requirements (foraging, breeding, cover, substrate, elevation, hydrology, plant
community, site history, disturbance regime).
Unlikely. Few of the habitat components meeting the species requirements are
present, and/or the majority of habitat on and adjacent to the site is unsuitable or of
very poor quality. The species is not likely to be found on the site.
Moderate Potential.
Some of the habitat components meeting the species
requirements are present, and/or only some of the habitat on or adjacent to the site
is unsuitable. The species has a moderate probability of being found on the site.
High Potential. All of the habitat components meeting the species requirements are
present and/or most of the habitat on or adjacent to the site is highly suitable. The
species has a high probability of being found on the site.
Present. Species is observed on the site or has been recorded (i.e. CNDDB, other
reports) on the site recently.

The site assessment is intended to identify the presence or absence of suitable habitat for each
special-status species known to occur in the vicinity in order to determine its potential to occur in
the Project Area. The site visit does not constitute a protocol-level survey and is not intended to
determine the actual presence or absence of a species; however, if a special-status species is
observed during the site visit, its presence will be recorded and discussed.
In cases where little information is known about species occurrences and habitat requirements,
the species evaluation was based on best professional judgment of WRA biologists with
experience working with the species and habitats. If necessary, recognized experts in individual
species biology were contacted to obtain the most up to date information regarding species
biology and ecology.
If a special-status species was observed during the site visit, its presence is recorded and
discussed below in Section 4.2. For some species, a site assessment visit at the level
conducted for this report may not be sufficient to determine presence or absence of a species to
the specifications of regulatory agencies. In these cases, a species may be assumed to be
present or further protocol-level special-status species surveys may be necessary. Specialstatus species for which further protocol-level surveys may be necessary are described in
Section 5.0.
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4.0 RESULTS
The Project Area covers approximately 12 acres, is situated between low-density residential
neighborhoods to the north and south, a high-density residential area to the east, and
undeveloped open space to the west. It is currently zoned as agriculture (City of Pleasanton,
2014) and as low density residential land use (City of Pleasanton, 2012). The Project Area is
largely undeveloped with the exception of a dirt road which is centrally located beginning at
Foothill Road, and transects the Project Area. Structures which were seen on historical aerial
imagery are no longer present. Overall the Project Area is characterized by rolling hills
moderately sloped towards the east and north with the steepest areas along the north side. The
eastern portion, where the development is proposed, is relatively flat. The Calaveras Fault line
has been identified near the middle of the Project Area, running north-south, splitting the Project
Area into two sections: the development area (east of the fault line) and the western Project
Area (west of the fault line). Development is restricted in the immediate vicinity of the fault line.
The western Project Area is not planned for development.
Vegetation onsite is predominantly oak woodland and non-native grassland with fragmented
areas of scrub. Oak woodland is predominantly within the western Project Area, and non-native
grassland is dominant within the development area. Two ephemeral streams are also present:
the larger is located along the northern boundary running roughly west to east, and the smaller
is located within the central portion, running south to north. Both steams support riparian
vegetation. Analysis of historical aerial imagery shows that the grassland areas of the Project
Area have been disced as required by the fire department for fuel management and fire control
annually since at least 2007 (Google Earth 2015). Some of the steeper slopes have been
disced in the past, although not as consistently as the flatter areas.
The Project Area contains four soil series composed of three soil types: Los Osos and Millsholm
soils, 7 to 30 percent slope, Positas gravelly loam 2 to 20 percent slops, eroded, and
Pleasanton gravelly loam 3 to 12 percent slopes (USDA 2015). Los Osos loam and Millsholm
clay-loam are well-drained residuum derived from shale and sandstone. Vegetation typical on
these soils are annual grasslands, native shrub scrub and live oaks, and the land use is typically
grazing. Positas loam and Pleasanton loam are moderately to well-drained alluviums derived
from sandstone and other mixed rocks. Primary land use with these soil types are range or
dryland farming, and typical vegetation consists of annual grasses and forbs with scattered
oaks. None of the soils within the Project Area are considered hydric (NRCS 2010).
The following sections present the results and discussion of the biological assessment within
the Project Area.
4.1 Biological Communities
The Project Area has five non-sensitive biological communities and two sensitive communities.
The non-sensitive communities include: Landscaped, Developed, Coast Live Oak Woodland,
Eucalyptus Groves, Coyote Brush Scrub and Wild Oats Grassland. Coast Live Oak Woodlands
associated with the drainages are considered riparian habitat and are therefore sensitive
communities. Although the Eucalyptus Grove associated with the northern drainage borders the
northern side of the ephemeral stream, it is a non-native, planted community and therefore is
not considered a sensitive biological community in this evaluation. A description of the
biological communities observed is contained within the following sections.
Biological
communities within the Project Area are shown in Figure 2.
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Table 2. Biological communities within the Project Area.
Biological Community
(CNPS 2015)

Plant Community
(Holland 1986)

Vegetation Alliance
(Sawyer et al. 2009)

Acreage

Broadleafed Upland Forest
(riparian)

Coast Live Oak
Forest

Coast Live Oak Woodland (Quercus
agrifolia Woodland Alliance)

1.22

Rivers, Stream and Pond
(Ephemeral Streams)

N/A

N/A

0.19 acre (1,547
linear feet)

Developed

N/A

N/A

1.00

Landscaped

N/A

N/A

0.49

Broadleafed Upland Forest

Coast Live Oak
Forest

Coast Live Oak Woodland (Quercus
agrifolia Woodland Alliance)

4.02

Cismontane Woodland

Eucalyptus
Woodland

Eucalyptus Groves (Eucalyptus globulus
Semi-Natural Woodland Stands)

0.30

Coastal Scrub

Northern Coyote
Brush Scrub

Coyote Brush Scrub (Baccharis pilularis
Shrubland Alliance)

0.54

Non-Native
Grassland

Slender Wild Oat Grassland (Avena
barbata Semi-Natural Herbaceous Stand)

4.22

Sensitive

Non-Sensitive

Valley
and
Grassland

Foothill

4.1.1 Non-Sensitive Biological Communities
Developed. There is no described Holland alliance for Developed Areas. A developed gravel
road beginning at Foothill Road runs west through the central portion of the Project Area,
terminating within the Coast Live Oak Woodlands. Several large pieces of debris are located
along the road and at the road terminus in the woodlands.
Landscaped. There is no described Holland alliance for landscaped vegetation. These areas
are comprised of native or non-native plants which are planted and maintained through
irrigation, pruning and/or fertilizing. In the Project Area, the landscaped vegetation is comprised
of many coast redwoods (Sequoia sempervirens) which are planted along the south and
western edges.
Coast Live Oak Woodland (Quercus agrifolia Woodland Alliance). Coast Live Oak Woodlands
are known from the outer and inner Coast Ranges, Transverse Ranges, and southern coast
from northern Mendocino County south to San Diego County. This vegetation community is
typically located on terraces, canyon bottoms, slopes, and flats underlain by deep, well-drained
sandy or loam substrates with high organic content (Sawyer et al. 2009). The Project Area
contains 4.02 acres of Coast Live Oak Woodland occurring on the north slopes in the central
and western portions. These woodlands are the eastern edge of a larger forest that occupies
most of the eastern slopes of the hills between Pleasanton Ridge and the town of Pleasanton.
Dominant species in the tree layer include coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia), California bay
(Umbellularia californica), and valley oak (Quercus lobata) with coast live oak comprising
greater than 50 percent of the relative cover in this stratum, with less than 30 percent relative
cover of California bay. Most stands contain a relatively dense and well-developed tree canopy
reducing the density of a shrub and herb layer to scattered individuals of Italian thistle (Carduus
pycnocephalus), barley (Hordeum murinum) and slender wild oat grass (Avena barbata).
Openings in the woodland consist of non-native grasses with a composition similar to the Wild
Oats Grassland.
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Eucalyptus Grove (Eucalyptus globulus Semi-Natural Woodland Stand; non-native). A grove of
Eucalyptus trees has been planted between Longview Drive and the northern stream. The trees
occur outside the stream banks and provide little shade to the stream. They do not appear to
be dependent on the stream hydrology, and they do not occur in this area because of the
stream; they were planted in uplands outside of it. This community is dominated by non-native,
invasive planted trees which produce water-soluble toxins that have been known to harm
wildlife, and thus it is not considered a sensitive biological community. The understory is
extremely sparse, and the few associated species include sharp leaf cancer wort (Kickxia
elatine), petty spurge (Euphorbia peplus) and scarlet pimpernel (Anagallis arvensis). There is
0.30 acre of this vegetation type within the Project Area.
Coyote Brush Scrub (Baccharis pilularis Shrubland Alliance). Coyote Brush Scrub is known
from the outer Coast Ranges and Sierra Nevada Foothills from Del Norte County south to San
Diego County. This vegetation community is typically located on river mouths, riparian areas,
terraces, stabilized dunes, coastal bluffs, open hillsides, and ridgelines on all aspects underlain
by variable substrate of sand to clay (Sawyer et al. 2009). In the Project Area, Coytoe Brush
Scrub occupies 0.54acres and intergrades with the Coast Live Oak Woodland and the Wild
Oats Grasslands. These scrubs are located primarily on the eastern half on the slopes and toe
slopes of the hill on the south central portion. Due to annual discing of the Project Area, many
of the shrubs seen are resprouts, except on the slope where discing is less consistent. In this
location the shrubs are large and native species diversity is seemingly higher. Plant species
associated with Coyote Brush Scrub in the Project Area include California poppy (Eschscholzia
californica), common soap plant (Chlorogalum pomeridianum var. pomeridianum), blue eyed
grass (Sisyrinchium bellum), vetch (Vicia sativa) and non-native grasses.
Wild Oats Grassland (Avena barbata Semi-Natural Herbaceous Stands). Wild Oats Grasslands
are present throughout the state in many environments. The non-native Wild Oats have a
relative cover of over 50 percent and native plants have less than 10 percent. In the Project
Area, Wild Oat Grasslands are dominated by slender oat grass (Avena barbata) with significant
co-dominance of soft chess (Bromus hordeaceus). Other non-native species include yellow star
thistle (Centaurea solstitialis), stinkwort (Dittrichia graveolens) and a small representation of
native herbaceous associates, such as common soap plant, Vinegar weed (Trichostema
lanceolatum) and blue wild rye (Elymus glaucus ssp. glaucus)
4.1.2 Sensitive Biological Communities
The Project Area contains native riparian habitat and two ephemeral streams which are
considered sensitive. There is a drainage that runs along the northern boundary and a much
smaller drainage that occurs in the central portion, running south to north across the Project
Area, and connected as a tributary to the northern drainage. The trees and shrubs of riparian
communities attenuate erosion, provide bank stability, support riparian-dependent wildlife
species, and buffer solar radiation on the associated waterbody. The riparian community and
streams to the top of bank are potentially within the jurisdiction of CDFW, while the streams, up
to the OHWM, are potentially within the jurisdiction of the Corps and RWQCB.
Riparian Coast Live Oak Woodland (Quercus agrifolia Woodland Alliance). Riparian Coast Live
Oak Woodland is present along the upper three-quarters of the northern drainage and the entire
length of the central stream. In the upper three-quarters of the northern drainage, the plant
composition and structure of the riparian Coast Live Oak Woodland associated with the northern
drainage is identical to the upland woodlands. No hydrophytic plant species were present within
the channel of this stream. However, the smaller drainage that runs south to north in the central
12

portion of the Project Area had a scattering of hydrophytic species occurring in the channel,
including flatsedge (Cyperus eragrostis) and rush (Juncus sp.), with Harding’s grass (Phalaris
aquatica), bull thistle (Cirsium vulgaris), and bistley ox-tongue (Helminthotheca echioides) being
the dominant species. The tress associated with these drainages does not appear to be
dependent on the stream hydrology. Riparian vegetation was distinguished from upland
vegetation based on canopy cover and proximity to the stream; if a trees’ canopy covered the
channel of the drainage, and it was observed to or likely had roots in the stream, it was
considered riparian. There are 1.22 acres of this vegetation within the Project Area.
Ephemeral Streams. Two ephemeral streams are present within the Project Area. One runs
along the northern border of the Project Area. It is bound by steep slopes, and its bed shows
signs of obvious scouring with exposed rocks and debris accumulation, along with stepping of
the bed due to buried woody debris. The OHWM ranged from 5 feet high at the western (upper
section) to 2 feet high at the eastern (lower) section and was nearly straight up from the bed of
the steep, narrow channel. The width of the channel was from approximately 6 feet at the upper
section, down to 2 feet at the lower section, and the width of the OHWM and top of bank were
considered the same. No hydrophytes were observed within the stream bed or bank. No
obvious shift in vegetation was observed at the OHWM. The channel was largely unvegetated
in the understory.
The second ephemeral stream is a tributary to the main stream and is located in the central
portion of the Project Area. The channel runs through a culvert, exiting on the north side of the
gravel road into a wide, shallow channel which quickly blends with the surrounding topography,
where the only indication of water flow is a small accumulation of dirt and leaves in a pattern of
water flow. Within the channel of the stream, Harding grass (Phalaris aquatica) was dominant.
At the widest, the drainage was 4 feet wide with the OHWM at 5 feet high; the width of the
OHWM and top of bank were considered the same due to the steep walls of the channel.
Refer to Riparian Coast Live Oak Woodlands for a description of the vegetation associated with
ephemeral streams in the Study Area. The Project Area contains 0.19 acre (1,547 linear feet) of
ephemeral streams.
4.1.3 Other Biological Communities
The City of Pleasanton Municipal Code affords protection to “Heritage Trees”, which include any
tree species which has a trunk circumference of at least 55 inches or is greater than 34 feet tall.
Due to the protection granted by City Code, trees of this type are subject to evaluation under
CEQA. An arborist survey and report was conducted in the portion of the Project Area slated for
development, and the report provides a list of Heritage Trees (Traverso 2015). A substantial
number of these trees occur within the Project Area, though they largely occur along the
periphery or outside of the development footprint.
4.2 Special-Status Species
4.2.1 Plants
Of the 23 special-status plant species documented to occur in the vicinity of the Project Area
(CNPS 2015, CDFW 2015, USFWS 2015a), none have potential to occur within the Project
Area due to one or more of the following:
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Specific edaphic conditions, such as soils derived from serpentine or volcanics, are
absent;
Specific hydrologic conditions, such as brackish tidal action, are absent;
The Project Area is below the documented elevation range of the species;
Lack of a viable seed bank due to historic and contemporary soil alterations;
Non-native species competition; and
Regular disturbance, such as mowing or discing, of the Project Area.

Special-status plants which have been recorded within 5 miles of the Project Area are shown in
Figure 3. None of the special-status plants recorded in CNDDB occur within the Project Area.
Appendix B summarizes the potential occurrence for each special-status plant species
documented in the vicinity of the Project Area.
4.2.2 Wildlife
Fifty-four species of special-status wildlife have been documented within the vicinity of the
Project Area (CDFW 2015, USFWS 2015a). Two special-status wildlife species were observed
in the Project Area during the site assessment: Nuttall’s woodpecker (Picoides nuttallii) and oak
titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus). Special-status wildlife that have been recorded within 5 miles
of the Project Area are shown in Figure 4. Based on the literature review and the site
assessment, eight of the 54 wildlife species documented in the vicinity of the Project Area have
a high or moderate potential to occur, or have been recorded as present within the Project Area.
Those species include: pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), fringed myotis (Myotis thysanodes),
hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus), white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), loggerhead shrike (Lanius
ludovicianus), yellow-billed magpie (Pica nuttalli), oak titmouse, and Nuttall’s woodpecker.
These species are discussed below.
Pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), CDFW Species of Special Concern, WBWG High Priority.
High Potential. Pallid bats are distributed from southern British Columbia and Montana to
central Mexico, and east to Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas. This species occurs in a number of
habitats ranging from rocky arid deserts to grasslands, and into higher elevation coniferous
forests. They are most abundant in the arid Sonoran life zones below 6,000 feet, but have been
found up to 10,000 feet in the Sierra Nevada. Pallid bats often roost in colonies of between 20
and several hundred individuals. Roosts are typically in rock crevices, tree hollows, mines,
caves, and a variety of man-made structures, including vacant and occupied buildings. Tree
roosting has been documented in large conifer snags (e.g., ponderosa pine), inside basal
hollows of redwoods and giant sequoias, and within bole cavities in oak trees. They have also
been reported roosting in stacks of burlap sacks and stone piles. Pallid bats are primarily
insectivorous, feeding on large prey that is usually taken on the ground but sometimes in flight
(WBWG 2015).
The Project Area contains open areas that provide foraging habitat for pallid bats. Additionally,
many of the oak trees within the Project Area contain cavities and exfoliating bark that provide
suitable roosting habitat. The Project Area is also adjacent to a large extent of undeveloped
suitable oak woodland and grassland habitats with a high potential to support this species in the
East Bay Hills. Given the presence of both foraging and roosting habitat, this species has a
high potential to occur within the Project Area.
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Fringed myotis (Myotis thysanodes), WBWG High Priority. High Potential. The fringed
myotis ranges through much of western North America from southern British Columbia, Canada,
south to Chiapas, Mexico and from Santa Cruz Island in California, east to the Black Hills of
South Dakota. This species is found in desert scrubland, grassland, sage-grass steppe, oldgrowth forest, and subalpine coniferous and mixed deciduous forest. Oak and pinyon-juniper
woodlands are most commonly used. The fringed myotis roosts in colonies from 10 to 2,000
individuals, although large colonies are rare. Caves, buildings, underground mines, rock
crevices in cliff faces, and bridges are used for maternity and night roosts, while hibernation has
only been documented in buildings and underground mines. Tree-roosting has also been
documented in Oregon, New Mexico, and California (WBWG 2015).
The Project Area contains open areas that provide foraging habitat for fringed myotis.
Additionally, many of the oak trees within the Project Area contain cavities and exfoliating bark
that provide suitable roosting habitat. The Project Area is also adjacent to a large extent of
undeveloped suitable oak woodland and grassland habitats with a high potential to support this
species in the East Bay Hills. Given the presence of both foraging and roosting habitat, this
species has a high potential to occur within the Project Area.
Hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus), WBWG Medium Priority. High Potential. Hoary bats are
highly associated with forested habitats in the western United States, particularly in the Pacific
Northwest. They are a solitary species and roost primarily in foliage of both coniferous and
deciduous trees, near the ends of branches, usually at the edge of a clearing. Roosts are
typically 10 to 30 feet above the ground. They have also been documented roosting in caves,
beneath rock ledges, in woodpecker holes, in grey squirrel nests, under driftwood, and clinging
to the side of buildings, though this behavior is not typical. Hoary bats are thought to be highly
migratory; however, wintering sites and migratory routes have not been well documented. This
species tolerates a wide range of temperatures and has been captured at air temperatures
between 0 and 22 degrees Celsius. Hoary bats probably mate in the fall, with delayed
implantation leading to birth in May through July. They usually emerge late in the evening to
forage, typically from just over one hour after sunset to after midnight, and forage on insects
(WBWG 2015).
The Project Area contains open areas that provide foraging habitat for hoary bats. Additionally,
many of the oak trees within the Project Area contain cavities and exfoliating bark that provide
suitable roosting habitat. The Project Area is also adjacent to a large extent of undeveloped
suitable oak woodland and grassland habitats with a high potential to support this species in the
East Bay Hills. Given the presence of both foraging and roosting habitat, this species has a
high potential to occur within the Project Area.
White-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), CDFW Fully Protected Species. High Potential.
White-tailed kites occur in low elevation grassland, agricultural, wetland, oak woodland, and
savannah habitats. Riparian zones adjacent to open areas are also used. Vegetative structure
and prey availability seem to be more important than specific associations with plant species or
vegetative communities. Lightly grazed or ungrazed fields generally support large prey
populations and are often preferred to other habitats. Kites primarily feed on small mammals,
although, birds, reptiles, amphibians, and insects are also taken. Nest trees range from single
isolated trees to trees within large contiguous forests. Preferred nest trees are extremely
variable, ranging from small shrubs (less than 10 feet tall), to large trees (greater than 150 feet
tall) (Dunk 1995).
The Project Area contains open grassland foraging habitat for this species, and large trees
provide suitable nesting habitat. This species is also relatively common in the area (eBird
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2015). Given the presence of suitable foraging and nesting habitat and the species’ presence in
the area, white-tailed kite has a high potential to occur within the Project Area.
Loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), CDFW Species of Special Concern, USFWS
Bird of Conservation Concern. Moderate Potential. A common resident of lowlands and
foothills throughout California, this species prefers open habitats with scattered trees, shrubs,
posts, fences, utility lines, or other perches. Nests are usually built on a stable branch in a
densely-foliaged shrub or small tree. This species is found most often in open-canopied valley
foothill hardwood, conifer, pinyon-juniper, or desert riparian habitats. Although this species eats
mostly arthropods, it also takes amphibians, small reptiles, small mammals or birds, and is also
known to scavenge on carrion (Yosef 1996).
The Project Area contains open grassland foraging habitat for this species, and large trees
provide suitable nesting habitat. Although this species is known from the vicinity, it generally
inhabits and has mostly been documented in lowland areas (eBird 2015), and the Project Area
is on a slope at the base of the East Bay Hills. With the presence of suitable foraging and
nesting habitat and the species’ presence in the area, loggerhead shrike has a moderate
potential of occur within the Project Area.
Yellow-billed magpie (Pica nuttalli), USFWS Bird of Conservation Concern. Moderate
Potential. The yellow-billed magpie is endemic to California, occurring year-round in the
Central Valley and associated foothills, and the central-southern Coast Ranges. This species
inhabits oak savanna, open oak woodland and similar park-like areas including the margins of
stream courses and some agricultural areas. Breeding typically occurs in loose colonies. The
large, dome-shaped nests are placed high in trees, usually oaks, and often in clumps of
mistletoe (Koenig and Reynolds 2009). This species is an omnivore and an opportunistic
feeder.
The Project Area contains suitable oak woodland to support nesting and foraging yellow-billed
magpies. Although this species is known from the vicinity, it generally inhabits and has mostly
been documented in lowland areas (eBird 2015), and the Project Area is on a slope at the base
of the East Bay Hills. With the presence of suitable foraging and nesting habitat and the
species’ presence in the area, yellow-billed magpie has a moderate potential to occur within the
Project Area.
Nuttall’s woodpecker (Picoides nuttallii). USFWS Bird of Conservation Concern, CDFW
Species of Special Concern. Present. Nuttall’s Woodpecker, common in much of its range,
is a year-round resident throughout most of California west of the Sierra Nevada. Typical
habitat is oak or mixed woodland, and riparian areas (Lowther 2000). Nesting occurs in tree
cavities, principally those of oaks and larger riparian trees. This species forages on a variety of
arboreal invertebrates.
This species was observed foraging in oak trees within the Project Area during the site visit.
Many of the oak trees within the Project Area provide cavities suitable for nesting. Additionally,
this species is relatively common within this portion of its range.
Oak titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus), USFWS Bird of Conservation Concern. Present.
This relatively common species is a year-round resident throughout much of California including
most of the coastal slope, the Central Valley and the western Sierra Nevada foothills. Its
primary habitat is woodland dominated by oaks. Local populations have adapted to woodlands
of pines and/or junipers in some areas (Cicero 2000). Oak titmouse nests in tree cavities,
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usually natural cavities or those excavated by woodpeckers, though they may partially excavate
their own (Cicero 2000). Seeds and arboreal invertebrates comprise the birds’ diet.
This species was observed foraging in oak trees within the Project Area during the site visit.
Many of the oak trees within the Project Area provide cavities suitable for nesting. Additionally,
this species is relatively common within this portion of its range.
Listed Herptile Species Unlikely to Inhabit the Project Area but may Rarely Occur
Three species, the California red-legged frog (CRLF; Rana draytonii), California tiger
salamander (CTS; Ambystoma californiense), and Alameda whipsnake (AWS; Masticophis
lateralis euryxanthus), are unlikely to inhabit the Project Area, but may rarely occur there during
dispersal events. Each species’ ecological requirements and an assessment of why they are
unlikely to inhabit the Project Area are described below.
California red-legged frog (CRLF; Rana draytonii). Federal Threatened, CDFW Species of
Special Concern, EACCS Focal Species. The current distribution of this species includes
only isolated localities in the Sierra Nevada, northern Coast and Northern Traverse Ranges. It
is still common in the San Francisco Bay Area and along the central coast (USFWS 2002). This
species requires four habitat components: aquatic breeding, upland, aquatic non-breeding, and
dispersal habitats. Aquatic breeding habitat consists of low-gradient fresh water bodies,
including natural and manmade (e.g., stock) ponds, backwaters within streams and streams,
and marshes. Upland habitats include areas within 300 feet of aquatic and riparian habitat and
are comprised of grasslands, woodlands, and/or vegetation that provide shelter, forage, and
predator avoidance. These upland features provide feeding, and sheltering habitat for juvenile
and adult frogs (e.g., shelter, shade, moisture, cooler temperatures, a prey base, foraging
opportunities, and areas for predator avoidance). Upland habitat can include structural features
such as boulders, rocks, and organic debris (e.g., downed trees, logs), as well as small mammal
burrows and moist leaf litter (USFWS 2010). Aquatic non-breeding habitat may or may not hold
water long enough for this species to hatch and complete its aquatic life cycle, but it provides
shelter, foraging, predator avoidance, and aquatic dispersal for juvenile and adult CRLF.
Dispersal habitat includes upland or riparian habitats within 2 miles of breeding habitat that
allow for movement between these sites. Dispersal habitat includes various natural and altered
habitats, such as agricultural fields, which do not contain barriers to dispersal. Moderate to high
density urban or industrial developments, large reservoirs and heavily traveled roads without
bridges or culverts are considered barriers to dispersal (USFWS 2010).
The Project Area does not provide aquatic breeding, upland, aquatic non-breeding, or dispersal
habitat for CRLF, as defined in the federal register (USFWS 2010). The ephemeral drainages
do not contain pools where water could collect to support breeding or non-breeding aquatic
habitat. The nearest potential breeding habitat is a stock pond 0.6 mile west of the Project
Area, along a ridgeline of the East Bay Hills. The upland habitat for this pond is located within
the surrounding 300 feet, all of which is well outside the Project Area. Additionally, the Project
Area does not lie within a logical movement or dispersal corridor between potential breeding
sites; it is surrounded by suburban development to the north, east, and south. These
development areas do not provide suitable habitat for CRLF, and they constitute a barrier to
dispersal both into and out of the Project Area from the north, east and south. The only way
CRLF could move into the site is from the west, and a CRLF moving outside a dispersal corridor
that far from breeding habitat would happen rarely, and if it did, would most likely be a lost
dispersing juvenile. Based on the lack of suitable habitat present in and adjacent to the Project
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Area, there is no potential for CRLF to breed on or inhabit the site, and there is a low likelihood
for CRLF dispersing juveniles to move through the site.
California Tiger Salamander (CTS; Ambystoma californiense), Federal Threatened, State
Threatened, EACCS Focal Species. California tiger salamander is a California endemic
species that historically occurred in grassland habitats throughout much of the state. This
species inhabits valley and foothill grasslands and the grassy understory of open woodlands,
usually within 1 mile of water (Jennings and Hayes 1994). CTS requires two primary habitat
components: aquatic breeding sites and upland terrestrial refuge sites. Adult CTS spend most
of their time underground in upland subterranean refugia. Underground retreats usually consist
of ground-squirrel burrows, but also under logs and piles of lumber (Holland et al. 1990,
Trenham 2001). CTS emerges from underground to breed and lay eggs primarily in vernal
pools and other ephemeral water bodies. These sites must remain inundated for at least 10
weeks, the minimum time needed for larvae to complete metamorphosis. Adults migrate from
upland habitats to aquatic breeding sites during the first major rainfall events, between
November and February (Shaffer and Fisher 1991, Barry and Shaffer 1994), and return to
upland habitats after breeding. This species has been known to disperse up to 1.3 miles from a
breeding site (Orloff 2007).
CTS is unlikely to inhabit the Project Area. Firstly, CTS appears to be rare in the East Bay Hills
between interstates 580 and 680; there is only one documented occurrence of CTS in this
region, and it is 3.4 miles to the northeast of the Project Area (CDFW 2015). Also, the Project
Area does not contain vernal pools or other pooling water bodies to support breeding CTS. The
nearest such pool is a stock pond 0.6 mile west of the Project Area along a ridgeline of the East
Bay Hills. Due to regular and consistent history of discing for fuel management, the Project
Area contains few burrows to support estivating CTS. Furthermore, the majority of CTS using
the potential breeding pond to the west would estivate in burrows closer to the pond; 95 percent
of non-dispersing CTS have been found within 640 meters (0.4 mile) of breeding pools
(Trenham and Shaffer 2005). If CTS is present at this stock pond, it is first unlikely that resident
individuals of the pond would venture into the Project Area because the Project Area is over 0.6
mile from the pond. Additionally, the Project Area is not a movement or dispersal corridor
between potential breeding sites, as it is surrounded by suburban development to the north,
east, and south. This existing development is not suitable habitat for CTS and is a barrier to
dispersal both into and out of the Project Area. . Based on the lack of suitable habitat present
in and adjacent to the Project Area, there is no potential for CTS to breed on or inhabit the site,
and there is a low likelihood for CTS dispersing juveniles to move through the site.
Alameda Whipsnake (AWS; Masticophis lateralis euryxanthus), Federal Threatened, State
Threatened, EACCS Focal Species. The range of the AWS is restricted to the inner Coast
Range in western and central Contra Costa and Alameda counties (USFWS 2006). The
historical range of AWS has been fragmented into five disjunct populations: Tilden-Briones,
Oakland-Las Trampas, Hayward-Pleasanton Ridge, Sunol-Cedar Mountain, and the Mount
Diablo-Black Hills (USFWS 2006). The AWS is associated with scrub communities with a
mosaic of open and closed canopy; woodland or annual grassland plant communities including
mixed chaparral, chamise-redshank chaparral, coastal scrub; and annual grassland and oak
woodlands that lie adjacent to scrub habitats that contain areas of rock outcroppings. Rock
outcroppings are important as they are a favored location for lizard prey. Whipsnakes
frequently venture into adjacent habitats, including grassland, oak savanna, and occasionally
oak-bay woodland.
Although the southwestern portion of the Project Area is located within the designated Critical
Habitat for this species, the site lacks rocky outcrops and woodland/scrub mosaic (i.e., primary
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constituent habitat elements for AWS). Additionally, the Project Area is surrounded on three
sides by suburban development, precluding its use as a movement or dispersal corridor
between areas of suitable habitat. Given the Project Area’s lack of primary constituent habitat
elements and the barriers to dispersal present to the north, east and south of the site, it is
unlikely that AWS would inhabit the Project Area.
Despite the low likelihood of CRLF, CTS, and AWS inhabiting the Project Area, the Project Area
lies adjacent to the East Bay Hills, where all of these species are known to occur (CDFW 2015).
A stock pond 0.6 mile west of the Project Area along the ridgeline is potential breeding habitat
for CRLF and CTS, and scrub/mosaic habitats suitable for AWS are present within 0.2 mile west
of the Project Area. Although the Project Area itself does not provide permanent habitat for
these species and is surrounded on three sides by barriers to dispersal, there are no
development barriers between the Project Area and suitable habitat in the East Bay Hills. Out
of an abundance of caution, some avoidance measures are recommended below to avoid
impacting these species during construction. .
Appendix B summarizes the potential for occurrence of each special-status wildlife species
documented in the vicinity of the Project Area. The remaining 43 species of wildlife which have
been documented in vicinity of the Project Area were determined to have no potential, or are
unlikely to occur within the Project Area due to one or more of the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Perennial aquatic habitats including open water, rivers, creeks, canals, or ponds are
absent;
Tidal marsh or other wetlands adjacent to tidally influenced areas are absent;
Grassland habitats are regularly disced, eliminating grassland cover;
Proximity of the Project Area to development;
Necessary habitat elements, such as burrows, were not present or of poor quality; and
The Project Area is outside of the species’ known range.

Due to the absence of such features, species which occur elsewhere in the vicinity of the
Project Area, such as western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) and American peregrine
falcon (Falco peregrinus anatum) are excluded from the Project Area. A primary habitat
component for burrowing owl is the presence of suitable small mammal burrows in open, flat
areas. The few suitably-sized burrows observed during the site visit were underneath
landscape trees along the east perimeter of the Project Area, adjacent to Foothill Road. There
did not appear to be a presence of California ground squirrels (Otospermophilus beecheyi)
within the Project Area, reducing the potential of the creation of new burrows. Additionally,
much of the Project Area is sloped, which provides poor habitat for burrowing owl. Consistent
discing for fuel management of the grassland portions of the site also reduces the availability of
suitable burrows. The peregrine falcon requires cliffs or tall, artificial structures such as bridge
or crane towers in which to nest, and open expanses of water with water birds on which to feed,
neither of which is found in or adjacent to the Project Area. Therefore, there is little or no
potential for these species to occur within the Project Area.
Appendix A documents the observations of other wildlife species which were encountered
during the site visit. Among the species observed were non-special-status native bird species.
The nests of native bird species are protected by the MTBA, as well as State CFGC, and
destroying active bird nests, eggs, and/or young is illegal. Many of these species are adapted
to living in urban environments and may nest within or on buildings, trees and other vegetation
throughout the Project Area during the nesting season, which generally extends from February
1 through August 31.
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4.3 Critical Habitat
The eastern edge of USFWS-designated Critical Habitat Unit 3 for this species overlaps with a
portion of the Project Area, specifically in the southern portion of the western Project Area (west
of the Calaveras Fault line), and in a very small portion of the southern corner of the
development area where no grading or construction are proposed. However, Critical Habitat
mapping in general is not fine-tuned and suitable habitat must still be evaluated. Within the
Project Area, no rocky outcrops or woodland/scrub mosaic (i.e., primary constituent habitat
elements for AWS) were observed; thus, although Critical Habitat has been mapped in the
Project Area, these areas do not actually meet criteria for AWS Critical Habitat, as defined by
the USFWS (2006).
5.0 POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION
5.1 Project Description
The Project involves development of the eastern section of the Project Area for a new
residential community consisting of seven lots. The site will be accessed from Longview Drive
where a bridge or culvert will be placed over or within the northern drainage. There is a 20-foot
setback from the drainage to the building footprints. The building footprints in the western-most
lots (Lots 4 and 5) will be 50 feet from the active fault line which runs through the center of the
Project Area, and the developed areas of those lots would be approximately 170 feet from the
fault line. Grading is proposed in the area where all the building pads and road will be built and
will come within 5 feet of the drainage. No impacts or development will occur west of the fault
line, or within at least 50 feet of it. The property west of the fault line which is not slated for
development will be part of the property labeled Lot 5 on the design plans (Appendix D).
5.2 Significance Threshold Criteria
Pursuant to Appendix G, Section IV of the State CEQA Guidelines, a project would have a
significant impact on biological resources if it would:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS;
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the CDFW or
USFWS;
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section
404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means;
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites;
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance; and/or,
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f)

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

This report utilizes these thresholds in the analysis of impacts and determination of the
significance of those impacts. The assessment of impacts under CEQA is based on the change
caused by the Project relative to the existing conditions at the proposed Project Site. The
existing conditions at the Project Site are described above, based on surveys conducted in
2015. In applying CEQA Appendix G, the terms “substantial” and “substantially” are used as the
basis for significance determinations in many of the thresholds, but are not defined qualitatively
or quantitatively in CEQA or in technical literature. In some cases, such as direct impacts to
special-status species listed under the CESA or ESA, the determination of a substantial impact
may be relatively straightforward. In other cases, the determination is less clear, and requires
application of best professional judgment based on knowledge of site conditions as well as the
ecology and physiology of biological resources present in a given area. Determinations of
whether or not Project activities will result in a substantial adverse effect to biological resources
are discussed in the following sections for sensitive biological communities, special-status plant
species, and special-status wildlife species.
5.3 Discussion of Impacts
The vast majority of grading and development impacts are slated to occur within non-sensitive
biological communities, including Developed, non-native Wild Oats Grassland, Coyote Brush
Scrub, Eucalyptus Grove, and potentially Coast Live Oak Woodland. Impacts related to the
construction of an access route from Longview Drive onto the property may also occur in limited
areas of a sensitive biological community: the northern Ephemeral Stream community. To
provide this access route, removal of Heritage Trees may be necessary, and if the stream
cannot be spanned with a bridge, installation of a culvert would constitute fill in a potentially
jurisdictional water feature.
No special-status plant species have the potential to occur within the Project Area; thus, there is
no potential for the Project to impact special-status plants. Special-status wildlife species,
including pallid bat, fringed myotis, hoary bat, white-tailed kite, loggerhead shrike, yellow-billed
magpie, Nuttall’s woodpecker and oak titmouse may nest, roost, or forage within the Project
Area. Three herptile species, CRLF, CTS, and AWS, are unlikely to inhabit any portion of the
Project Area, and may very rarely wander into the Project Area during dispersal events. In
addition, non-special-status native bird species may nest within the Project Area. Project
activities have the potential to impact individuals, roosts or nests of the above-listed wildlife
species.
No significant impacts are expected to occur with the implementation of suitable mitigation
measures. Potentially significant Project-related impacts and the associated mitigation
measures are discussed below.
Impact BIO-1: Sensitive Biological Communities
The proposed Project includes the installation of a bridge over or culvert within the northern
ephemeral stream to provide access to the proposed development. Building a bridge which
spans the bed and banks of the ephemeral stream would eliminate permanent impacts to the
stream, whereas installation of a culvert would constitute permanent fill in a potentially
jurisdictional water feature. Additionally, development of an access route via Longview Drive
may require the removal of one or more Heritage Trees. Heritage Trees are also slated for
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removal in along the periphery of the development footprint. Removal of Heritage Trees and
installing a culvert in the northern ephemeral stream would all be considered potentially
significant impacts.
Additionally, earth work and equipment use may result in erosion, siltation, or discharge of fuels
or other construction equipment-related substances into the northern ephemeral creek.
Discharge of sediment or hazardous materials may impact potentially jurisdictional waters within
the Project Area and aquatic resources downstream of the Project Area. In the absence of
suitable mitigation measures, these impacts would be potentially significant.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially Significant
Impact BIO-2: Impacts to Roosting Bats
The Project has the potential to impact three special-status bat species: pallid bat, fringed
myotis, and hoary bat. Project activities including tree removal and ground disturbance may
affect these species by modifying roost habitat, causing direct mortality of roosting adults or
young, or by causing auditory or vibratory disturbance of a sufficient level to result in the
abandonment of young. Although these impacts at the scale of the Project footprint are unlikely
to have a substantially adverse effect on any special-status bat species, direct mortality of a
large number of individuals through roost removal would be considered a potentially significant
impact under CEQA.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially Significant
Impact BIO-3: Impacts to Special-Status Birds and Other Avian Species
The Project has the potential to impact five special-status bird species: white-tailed kite,
loggerhead shrike, yellow-billed magpie, Nuttall’s woodpecker and oak titmouse. The Project
may also affect non-special-status native nesting birds which are protected by the MTBA and
CFCG. Project activities including vegetation removal and ground disturbance may affect these
species by causing direct mortality of eggs or young, or by causing auditory, vibratory, and/ or
visual disturbance of a sufficient level to cause abandonment of an active nest. Although these
impacts at the scale of the Project footprint are unlikely to have a substantially adverse effect on
any special-status or common avian species, active nests are protected by the USFWS and
CDFW, and therefore impacts to these nests would be considered potentially significant under
CEQA.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially Significant
Impact BIO-4: Impacts to CRLF, CTS, and AWS
The Project has a limited potential to impact CRLF, CTS, and AWS which wander into the
Project Area from suitable habitat to the west. Although unlikely, Project activities including
vegetation removal and ground disturbance could affect these species by causing direct
mortality of individuals. Direct mortality of listed species would be considered a potentially
significant impact under CEQA and require federal and/or state permits.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially Significant
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Impact BIO-5: Impacts to AWS Critical Habitat
Critical Habitat will not be impacted by the Project. All Critical habitat lies outside of the
Project’s grading limits, and thus will be completely avoided and unaffected by Project activities.
Additionally, portions of the Project Area which overlap with mapped Critical Habitat do not
contain AWS primary constituent habitat elements, and therefore would not be protected by the
USFWS as Critical Habitat.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Less than Significant
5.4 Mitigation Measures
MM BIO-1: Sensitive Biological Communities
Removal of Heritage Trees shall be avoided to the extent feasible. The Project proponent shall
obtain a Streambed Alteration Agreement from CDFW, if required, for any stream crossing. If fill
is necessary within the streambed itself, the Project proponent shall obtain a Corps of Engineers
Nationwide Permit and a RWQCB 401 Water Quality Certification. Additionally, to satisfy
Alameda County requirements, a 20-foot setback between the limit of grading and top of bank
shall be maintained. To install the bridge or culvert, or grade for other purposes, within the
setback zone, the Project proponent shall consult with the Alameda County Department of
Public Works and apply for an encroachment permit, if required. If avoidance of Heritage Trees
is not feasible, the Project proponent shall apply to the City for a tree removal permit.
Best Management Practices (BMPs) shall be devised and implemented to prevent discharge of
any Project-related materials such as fuel, engine lubricants or sediment into potentially
jurisdictional water features. If wattles are used, only natural fiber or biodegradable wattles shall
be installed. Silt fencing is recommended for erosion control as it would double as a wildlife
exclusion fence. All erosion control products shall be removed at the completion of construction
activities. With the incorporation of these avoidance measures, impacts to features potentially
within the jurisdiction of the Corps, RWQCB and/or CDFW will be reduced to less than
significant.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant
MM BIO-2: Roosting Bats
Trees within the Project Area have cavities and exfoliating bark that have the potential to
support roosting bats. These trees may be impacted by proposed Project Activities. To avoid
impacts to roosting bats, trees and snags slated for removal shall be removed between October
1 and March 31, which is outside of the maternity roosting season, when female bats aggregate
to give birth and raise their young.
If tree removal must occur in the maternity roosting season between April 1 and September 30,
a bat roost habitat assessment shall be conducted by a qualified biologist. The bat roost habitat
assessment would determine the likelihood of the Project Area to support roosting bats at the
time of tree or snag removal. If the bat roost habitat assessment identifies suitable or potentially
occupied roosts within the Project Area, a pre-construction bat survey shall be performed no
more than 14 days prior to removal, should it be conducted during the maternity roosting
season, using site-appropriate survey methods to determine if potential roost structures are
occupied.
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If special-status bat species or maternity roosts are detected during these surveys, the roost
trees will be avoided until the end of the maternity roosting season. If this is not feasible,
appropriate species- and roost-specific mitigation measures shall be developed in consultation
with CDFW. Irrespective of time of year, all felled trees shall remain on the ground for at least
24 hours prior to chipping, off-site removal, or other processing to allow any bats to escape.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant
MM BIO-3: Nesting Birds
Nests of both special-status and non-special-status native birds] may be impacted by
construction if construction occurs during the nesting season, which generally extends from
February 1 through August 31. To avoid impacts to both special-status and non-special-status
bird species, Project Activities shall be conducted outside of the nesting season to the extent
feasible (September 1 - January 31). However, if vegetation removal, grading, or initial grounddisturbing activities must be conducted during the nesting season, a pre-construction nesting
bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist no more than 14 days prior to vegetation
removal or initial ground disturbance. Nesting habitat may include grasslands, shrubs, trees,
snags and open ground. The survey shall be conducted in a sufficient area around the work
site to identify the location and status of any nests that could potentially be affected by Project
activities.
If active nests of protected species are found within Project impact areas or close enough to
these areas to affect breeding success, a work exclusion zone shall be established around each
nest by a qualified biologist. Established exclusion zones shall remain in place until all young in
the nest have fledged or the nest otherwise becomes inactive (e.g., due to predation).
Appropriate exclusion zone sizes vary dependent upon bird species, nest location, existing
visual buffers and ambient sound levels, and other factors; an exclusion zone radius may be as
small as 50 feet (for common, disturbance-adapted species) or as large as 250 feet or more for
raptors. Exclusion zone size may also be reduced from established levels if supported with nest
monitoring by a qualified biologist indicating that work activities outside the reduced radius are
not adversely impacting the nest.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant
MM BIO-4: CRLF, CTS, and AWS
Although unlikely, three listed species of herptile may rarely wander into the Project Area during
a dispersal event. To reduce or eliminate the potential for take of any CRLF, CTS, and AWS
which may occasionally enter the Project Area, the following avoidance and minimization
measures shall be implemented:
•

A qualified biologist shall provide an environmental sensitivity training program to all
personnel involved in project construction. The program shall include: photographs of
CRLF, CTS, and AWS, a description of their habitat needs, potential habitat on-site, the
legal status of each, protection under state and federal regulations, an explanation of
measures being taken to avoid impacts to this species during work, and actions
employees should take if these species are encountered.

•

Silt fencing (or other herptile-proof fencing) shall be installed around the perimeter of the
grading limits to prevent incursion by CRLF, CTS, and AWS. A qualified biologist shall
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be present during installation to guide fencing placement. If feasible, the fence shall be
installed during the dry season from April 15 to October 14. If installation during the dry
season is not possible and is to occur from October 15 to April 14, a qualified biologist
shall conduct a pre-construction survey of the Project Area within 24 hours of fence
installation to ensure these species are not within the Project Area prior to fence
installation.
•

Fencing shall be maintained throughout the duration of construction. A qualified
biologist shall conduct twice-monthly fence checks to assess the quality and function of
the fence.

•

Following a significant rain event (>0.5 inch in 24 hours), a qualified biologist shall check
the perimeter fence for integrity as well stranded animals. If fence integrity has been
compromised by the rain event, the biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey of
the work area for CRLF, CTS, and AWS.

•

If any CRLF, CTS, or AWS are found within the Project Area at any time, all work
occurring shall immediately cease. Consultation with USFWS and/or CDFW shall be
conducted before work would be able to proceed.

Level of Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant
6.0 CONCLUSION
Based on the results of the site assessment, the Project is not anticipated to result in significant
impacts to sensitive biological communities, special-status plant species, special-status wildlife
species, non-special-status species protected by the MBTA or CFCG, or to designated Critical
Habitat. Two sensitive biological communities were identified within the Project Area. Any
potential impacts to sensitive biological communities shall be avoided or mitigated through the
implementation BMP’s and consultation with the resource agencies, if impact avoidance is not
feasible.
No special-status plants were observed during the site visit, and none are expected to occur
within the Project Area; accordingly, no avoidance or mitigation measures are required.
Two special-status bird species were observed during the site visit, and six other special-status
wildlife species have potential to occur within the Project Area. Additionally, non-special-status
native bird species protected by the MBTA and CFGC have the potential to nest within the
Project Area. Three listed wildlife species are unlikely to occur but may rarely wander into the
Project Area from suitable habitat to the west. Avoidance measures including work windows,
pre-construction surveys, exclusion buffers, a worker education program, and exclusion fencing
shall be utilized to avoid impacts to wildlife species. No Critical Habitat will be impacted by
Project activities.
With the implementation of the mitigation measures described above, all potential Projectrelated impacts to sensitive biological resources shall be avoided or reduced to less-thansignificant levels.
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APPENDIX A
LIST OF OBSERVED PLANT AND WILDLIFE SPECIES

Appendix A. Species observed in the 2188 Foothill Road Study Area on October 14, 2015.
Family

Scientific Name

Common Name

Origin

Adoxaceae

Sambucus nigra ssp.
caerulea

blue elderberry

native

Agavaceae

Chlorogalum pomeridianum
var. pomeridianum

common soap plant

native

Apiaceae

Torilis arvensis

hedge parsley

non-native

Apocynaceae

Asclepias fascicularis

Mexican milkweed

native

Asteraceae

Baccharis pilularis ssp.
pilularis

coyote brush

native

Asteraceae

Carduus pycnocephalus

Italian thistle

non-native

Asteraceae

Centaurea solstitialis

yellow star thistle

non-native

Asteraceae

Centromadia fitchii

Fitch's tarweed

native

Asteraceae

Cirsium vulgare

bull thistle

non-native

Asteraceae

Dittrichia graveolens

stinkwort

non-native

Asteraceae

Helminthotheca echioides

bristly ox-tongue

non-native

Asteraceae

Lactuca serriola

prickly lettuce

non-native

Asteraceae

Silybum marianum

milk thistle

non-native

Asteraceae

Xanthium strumarium

rough cocklebur

native

Boraginaceae

Amsinckia intermedia

common fiddleneck

native

Brassicaceae

Hirschfeldia incana

short podded mustard

non-native

Caryophyllaceae

Spergularia rubra

red sandspurry

non-native

Convolvulaceae

Convolvulus arvensis

field bindweed

non-native

Plants
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Family

Scientific Name

Common Name

Origin

Cupressaceae

Sequoia sempervirens

coast redwood

native

Dennstaedtiaceae

Pteridium aquilinum var.
pubescens

hairy brackenfern

native

Elaeagnaceae

Elaeagnus angustifolia

Russian olive

non-native

Euphorbiaceae

Croton setiger

turkey mullein

native

Euphorbiaceae

Euphorbia peplus

petty spurge

non-native

Fabaceae

Trifolium hirtum

rose clover

non-native

Fagaceae

Quercus agrifolia var.
agrifolia

coast live oak

native

Fagaceae

Quercus lobata

valley oak

native

Geraniaceae

Erodium botrys

longbeak stork's bill

non-native

Iridaceae

Sisyrinchium bellum

blue-eyed grass

native

Juncaceae

Juncus effusus ssp.
pacificus

Pacific rush

native

Juncaceae

Juncus occidentalis

western rush

native

Juncaceae

Juncus xiphioides

iris-leaf rush

native

Lamiaceae

Marrubium vulgare

horehound

non-native

Lamiaceae

Trichostema laxum

turpentine weed

native

Lauraceae

Umbellularia californica

California bay

native

Myrsinaceae

Anagallis arvensis

scarlet pimpernel

non-native

Onagraceae

Epilobium foliosum

California willowherb

native

Papaveraceae

Eschscholzia californica

California poppy

native
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Family

Scientific Name

Common Name

Origin

Plantaginaceae

Kickxia elatine

sharpleaf cancerwort

non-native

Plantaginaceae

Plantago lanceolata

English plantain

non-native

Poaceae

Aira caryophyllea

silver hairgrass

non-native

Poaceae

Avena barbata

slender oat

non-native

Poaceae

Briza minor

little quakinggrass

non-native

Poaceae

Bromus catharticus var.
elatus

Chilean brome

non-native

Poaceae

Bromus diandrus

ripgut brome

non-native

Poaceae

Bromus hordeaceus

soft chess

non-native

Poaceae

Ehrharta erecta

panic veldtgrass

non-native

Poaceae

Elymus glaucus ssp.
glaucus

blue wildrye

native

Poaceae

Festuca perennis

Italian rye grass

non-native

Poaceae

Hordeum murinum ssp.
murinum

wall barley

non-native

Poaceae

Phalaris aquatica

harding grass

non-native

Poaceae

Stipa pulchra

purple needlegrass

native

Polygonaceae

Polygonum aviculare ssp.
aviculare

dooryard knotweed

non-native

Polygonaceae

Rumex acetosella

common sheep sorrel

non-native

Polygonaceae

Rumex crispus

curly dock

non-native

Polygonaceae

Rumex pulcher

fiddle dock

non-native

Rosaceae

Rubus armeniacus

Himalayan blackberry

non-native
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Family

Scientific Name

Common Name

Origin

Rubiaceae

Galium aparine

common bedstraw

native

Solanaceae

Solanum furcatum

forked nightshade

non-native

Viscaceae

Arceuthobium
campylopodum

western dwarf mistletoe

native

Animals
Scientific Name

Common Name

Odocoileus hemonius

black-tailed deer

Meleagris gallopavo

wild turkey

Callipepla californica

California quail

Buteo jamaicensis

red-tailed hawk

Accipiter cooperii

Cooper’s hawk

Accipiter striatus

sharp-shinned hawk

Cathartes aura

turkey vulture

Charadrius vociferus

killdeer

Sayornis nigricans

black phoebe

Colaptes auratus

northern flicker

Melanerpes formicivorus

acorn woodpecker

Picoides nuttallii

Nuttall’s woodpecker

Mimus polyglottos

northern mockingbird

Aphelocoma californica

western scrub-jay

Turdus migratorius

American robin

Baeolophus inornatus

oak titmouse

Junco hyemalis

dark-eyed junco

Zonotrichia leucophrys

white-crowned sparrow

A-4

Scientific Name

Common Name

Pipilo crissalis

California towhee

Carpodacus mexicanus

house finch

Sturnus vulgaris

European starling

Calypte anna

Anna’s hummingbird

Sceloporus occidentalis

western fence lizard
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APPENDIX B
POTENTIAL FOR SPECIAL-STATUS SPECIES
TO OCCUR IN THE PROJECT AREA

Appendix B. Potential for special-status plant and wildlife species to occur in the Project Area. List compiled from the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Conservation and Planning Database a search of the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife Natural Diversity Database (CDFW 2015) and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered
Plants (CNPS 2015) for the Dublin, Livermore, Niles and La Costa Valley USGS 7.5' quadrangles, a review of historical and current
satellite imagery via Google Earth (2015) and a review of the East Alameda County Conservation Strategy (EACCS 2010), the
Alameda County Breeding Bird Atlas (Richmond et al. 2011), eBird occurrence data (eBird 2015), California amphibian and reptile
species of special concern (UC Davis 2015), vernal pool crustacean distribution (Erikson and Belk 1999) and other CDFW lists and
publications (Zeiner et al. 1990.).
SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Annual grasslands or grassy open
stages with scattered shrubby
vegetation. Need loose-textured
sandy soils for burrowing, and
suitable prey base.

Unlikely. The Project
Area contains some
grassland habitat to
support this species, but
no suitably-sized burrows
were found within the
Project Area, and the
closest documented
occurrence of this species
to the Project Area is over
5 miles north of the
Project Area from 1975
(CDFW 2015). This
species is generally
considered to be absent
west of the Altamont Hills
(Sproul and Flett 1993).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

Mammals
San Joaquin kit fox
Vulpes macrotis mutica

FE, ST, RP,
EACCS
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SPECIES
American badger
Taxidea taxus

Ringtail (ring-tailed cat)
Bassariscus astutus

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

SSC,
EACCS

Most abundant in drier open stages
of most shrub, forest, and
herbaceous habitats, with friable
soils. Requires friable soils and
open, uncultivated ground. Preys on
burrowing rodents.

Unlikely. Suitable
grassland habitat for this
species is located in
portions of the Project
Area. However, no signs
of badger or current
occupation by California
ground squirrels (a
primary prey source) were
observed during the
October 14, 2015 site visit.
Additionally, the Project
Area is surrounded on
three sides by suburban
development, rendering
the site unlikely to be
colonized, and the nearest
documented occurrences
of this species are at least
5.5 miles north of the City
of Dublin (CDFW 2015).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

CFP

Is widely distributed throughout most
of California, but absent from some
portions of the Central Valley and
northeastern California. The species
is nocturnal, primarily carnivorous
and is associated with a mixture of
dry forest and shrubland in close
association with rocky areas and
riparian habitat, using hollow trees
and cavities for shelter. Usually not
found more than 1 km (0.6 mi) from
permanent water.

Unlikely. While the
Project Area contains
suitable oak woodland
habitat, there is no nearby
perennial water source
unobstructed by
development to support
this species, reducing the
habitat quality of the
Project Area and making it
unlikely that this species
will occur there.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

salt-marsh harvest mouse
Reithrodontomys raviventris

FE, SE,
CFP, SSC

Found only in the saline emergent
wetlands of San Francisco Bay and
its tributaries. Pickleweed is primary
habitat, but may use other thick
wetland vegetation. Does not
burrow, builds loosely organized
nests. Requires higher areas for
flood escape.

No Potential. The Project
Area is outside of this
species’ known range
which is limited to wetland
habitats around San
Francisco Bay.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

San Francisco dusky-footed
woodrat
Neotoma fuscipes annectens

SSC

Found in both chaparral and forest
habitats with a moderate canopy and
moderate to dense understory.
Constructs nests of shredded grass,
leaves, and other material. May be
limited by availability of nest-building
materials.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

pallid bat
Antrozous pallidus

SSC,
WBWG:
High

Occupies a variety of habitats at low
elevation including grassland,
shrubland, woodland, and forest.
Most common in open, dry habitats
and commonly roosts in fissures in
cliffs, abandoned buildings, and
under bridges

hoary bat
Lasiurus cinereus

WBWG:
Medium

Prefers open habitats or habitat
mosaics, with access to trees for
cover and open areas or habitat
edges for feeding. Roosts in dense
foliage of medium to large trees.
Feeds primarily on moths. Requires
water.

Unlikely. The woodlands
within the Project Area do
not contain the moderate
to dense understory
typically associated with
this species. No woodrat
nests were observed
during the October 14,
2015 site visit.
High Potential. The
Project Area provides
suitable open foraging
habitat for this species,
and oak trees within the
Project Area contain
cavities and exfoliating
bark suitable for roosting.
High Potential. The
Project Area provides
suitable open foraging
habitat for this species,
and oak trees within the
Project Area contain
cavities and exfoliating
bark suitable for roosting.
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If trees are to be
removed between April
1 and September 30,
pre-construction bat
roost surveys are
recommended.
If trees are to be
removed between April
1 and September 30,
pre-construction bat
roost surveys are
recommended.

SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Townsend’s big-eared bat
Corynorhinus townsendii

SC, SSC,
WBWG:
High

Primarily found in rural settings in a
wide variety of habitats including oak
woodland and mixed coniferousdeciduous forest. Day roosts highly
associated with caves and mines.
Building roost sites must be cave
like. Very sensitive to human
disturbance.

Unlikely. Typical
undisturbed cavernous
roost sites are not present
in the Project Area;
however, the species may
occasionally forage over
the Project Area.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

western mastiff bat
Eumops perotis californicus

SSC,
WBWG:
High

Found in a wide variety of open, arid
and semi-arid habitats. Distribution
appears to be tied to large rock
structures which provide suitable
roosting sites, including cliff crevices
and cracks in boulders.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

western red bat
Lasiurus blossevillii

SSC,
WBWG
High

This species is highly migratory and
is typically solitary, roosting primarily
in the foliage of trees or shrubs. It is
associated with broad-leaved tree
species including cottonwoods,
sycamores, alders, and maples. Day
roosts are commonly in edge
habitats adjacent to streams or open
fields, in orchards, and sometimes in
urban areas.

Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain
rock structures typically
associated with this
species. This species
may occasionally forage
or pass through the
Project Area during
migration but it is unlikely
to roost there.
Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain the
broad-leaved tree species
typically associated with
this species. This species
may occasionally forage
or pass through the
Project Area during
migration but it is unlikely
to roost there.
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No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain the
coniferous forest this
species typically inhabits.
This species may
occasionally forage within
the open portions of the
Project Area, but it is
unlikely to roost there.
Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain the
coniferous forest habitat
typically associated with
this species. This species
may occasionally forage
or pass through the
Project Area during
migration but it is unlikely
to roost there.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

High Potential. The
Project Area provides
suitable open foraging
habitat for this species,
and oak trees within the
Project Area contain
cavities and exfoliating
bark suitable for roosting.

If trees are to be
removed, preconstruction bat roost
surveys are
recommended.

long-legged myotis
Myotis volans

WBWG
High

Primarily found in coniferous forests,
but also occurs seasonally in
riparian and desert habitats. Large
hollow trees, rock crevices and
buildings are important day roosts.
Other roosts include caves, mines
and buildings.

long-eared myotis
Myotis evotis

WBWG
medium

Occurs in semiarid shrublands,
sage, chaparral, and agricultural
areas, but is usually associated with
coniferous forests from seal level to
9000 feet. Individuals roost under
exfoliating tree bark, and in hollow
trees, caves, mines, cliff crevices,
and rocky outcrops on the ground.
They also sometimes roost in
buildings and under bridges.

fringed myotis
Myotis thysanodes

WBWG
High

Associated with a wide variety of
habitats including dry woodlands,
desert scrub, mesic coniferous
forest, grassland, and sage-grass
steppes. Buildings, mines and large
trees and snags are important day
and night roosts.
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No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

SPECIES
Birds
golden eagle
Aquila chrysaetos

bald eagle
Haliaeetus leucocephalus

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

CFP, EPA,
BCC,
EACCS

Resident in rolling foothills, mountain
areas, sage-juniper flats, and desert.
Cliff-walled canyons provide nesting
habitat in most parts of range; also
nests in large trees in open areas.

Unlikely. Although the
Project Area contains
large oaks, nesting is
unlikely due to the
proximity of suburban
development to the site,
and the availability of large
amounts of higher-quality
habitat nearby in the East
Bay Hills. The Project
Area does provide some
open foraging habitat;
therefore individuals may
occasionally fly over or
forage within the Project
Area. Also, the nearest
documented occurrence of
a golden eagle nest is 5.8
miles southeast of the
Project Area (CDFW
2015).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

FD, SE,
CFP, BCC

Occurs year-round in California, but
primarily a winter visitor. Nests in
large trees in the vicinity of larger
lakes, reservoirs and rivers.
Wintering habitat somewhat more
variable but usually features large
concentrations of waterfowl or fish.

Unlikely. The Project
Area is not near any lake
or reservoir habitat that
could support a nesting
pair. This species may
occasionally fly through
the Project Area by is
highly unlikely to nest
there.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES

STATUS*

ferruginous hawk
Buteo regalis

BCC

Swainson’s hawk
Buteo swainsonii

ST, BCC

northern harrier
Circus cyaneus

SSC

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Winter visitor. Frequents open
habitats including grasslands,
sagebrush flats, desert scrub, low
foothills surrounding valleys and
fringes of pinyon-juniper habitats.
Preys on rodents and other
vertebrates.

Unlikely. The Project
Area provides marginal
foraging habitat for
wintering birds; however
this species does not
breed in the region.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

Summer resident in the region.
Forages in grasslands and nests in
the immediate vicinity, often in
relatively isolated, trees or tree
groves. Most of the California
population breeds in the Central
Valley. Forages on insects and
rodents, also other vertebrates.

Unlikely. The Project
Area is not located within
large stretches of flat land
that this species typically
uses for breeding. The
Project Area is also west
of this species’ typical
breeding range in the
Central Valley. This
species may occasionally
pass through the Project
Area during migration.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

Nests and forages in grassland
habitats, usually in association with
coastal salt and freshwater marshes.
Nests on ground in shrubby
vegetation, usually at marsh edge;
nest built of a large mound of sticks
in wet areas. May also occur in
alkali desert sinks.

Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain
typical flat wetland
habitats associated with
nesting in the species.
However, the Project Area
provides foraging habitat,
therefore individuals may
occasionally fly over the
Project Area.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

white-tailed kite
Elanus leucurus

CFP

Year-round resident in coastal and
valley lowlands with scattered trees
and large shrubs, including
grasslands, marshes and agricultural
areas. Nests in trees, of which the
type and setting are highly variable.
Preys on small mammals and other
vertebrates.

High Potential. The
Project Area provides
open foraging habitat, and
the oak trees may support
nesting.

Work windows and/or
pre-construction surveys
are recommended.

prairie falcon
Falco mexicanus

BCC

Inhabits dry, open terrain, either
level or hilly. Breeding sites located
on cliffs. Forages far afield, even to
marshlands and ocean shores.

Unlikely. The Project
Area and surrounding
areas do not provide
typical cliff nesting habitat.
This species may forage
within the vicinity of the
Project Area, but has not
been found to nest in the
east bay hills, and nests
only in southern Alameda
County (Richmond et al.
2011).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

FD, SD,
CFP, BCC

Year-round resident and winter
visitor. Occurs in a wide variety of
habitats, though often associated
with coasts, bays, marshes and
other bodies of water. Nests on
protected cliffs and also on manmade structures including buildings
and bridges. Preys on birds,
especially waterbirds. Forages
widely.

Unlikely. The Project
Area and surrounding
areas do not provide tall
habitats near water to
support nesting. This
species may occasionally
fly over or forage in the
Project Area, but it is
unlikely to nest.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

American peregrine falcon
Falco peregrinus anatum

B-8

SPECIES
burrowing owl
Athene cunicularia

STATUS*
BCC, SSC,
EACCS

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Inhabits, dry annual or perennial
grassland, desert and scrubland
characterized by low-growing
vegetation. Subterranean nester,
dependent upon burrowing
mammals, most notably California
ground squirrel.

Unlikely. Much of the
grassland habitat within
the Project Area is sloped,
reducing its quality and
potential to support
burrowing owl. The few
ground squirrel burrows
observed within the
Project Area during the
October 14, 2015 site visit
were covered by trees or
shrubs and did not contain
burrowing owl sign
(feathers, pellets,
whitewash). Additionally,
all documented burrowing
owl occurrences in the
vicinity of the Project Area
are in flat, lowland areas
near Dublin and Fremont ;
none are in the East Bay
Hills where the Project
Area is located, indicating
that this species is not an
inhabitant of the region
(CDFW 2015, ebird 2015).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

SSC

Occurs year-round in California.
Nests in trees in a variety of
woodland habitats, including oak and
riparian, as well as tree groves.
Requires adjacent open land with
rodents for foraging, and the
presence of old nests of larger birds
(hawks, crows, magpies) for
breeding.

Unlikely. Although this
species was more
common historically in the
region, there are few
records of it in the region
and the majority of recent
nesting records are from
southeast Alameda
County in the Diablo hills
(eBird 2015, Richmond et
al. 2011).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

California Ridgway’s (clapper)
rail
Rallus obsoletus obsoletus

FE, SE,
CFP

Year-round resident in tidal marshes
of the San Francisco Bay estuary.
Requires tidal sloughs and intertidal
mud flats for foraging, and dense
marsh vegetation for nesting and
cover. Typical habitat features
abundant growth of cordgrass and
pickleweed. Feeds primarily on
molluscs and crustaceans.

No Potential. The Project
Area is outside of this
species’ known range and
does not contain tidal
wetland habitat.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

California black rail
Laterallus jamaicensis
coturniculus

ST, CFP

Year-round resident in marshes
(saline to freshwater) with dense
vegetation within four inches of the
ground. Prefers larger, undisturbed
marshes that have an extensive
upper zone and are close to a major
water source. Extremely secretive
and cryptic.

No Potential. The Project
Area is outside of this
species’ known range and
does not contain marsh
habitat.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

long-eared owl
Asio otus

STATUS*
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SPECIES

STATUS*

Allen’s hummingbird
Selasphorus sasin

BCC

olive-sided flycatcher
Contopus cooperi

SSC, BCC

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Summer resident along the
California coast, breeding in a
variety of woodland and forest
habitats, including parks and
gardens with abundant nectar
sources. Nest in shrubs and trees
with dense vegetation.

Unlikely. This species
may occasionally pass
through the Project Area
to migrate or forage but
the Project Area does not
contain the dense forest or
woodland vegetation this
species uses for nesting.
Additionally, this species is
less common in the
eastern portion of the East
Bay Hills (eBird 2015,
Richmond et al. 2011).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

Summer resident. Typical breeding
habitat is montane coniferous
forests. At lower elevations, also
occurs in wooded canyons and
mixed forests and woodlands. Often
associated with forest edges.
Arboreal nest sites located well off
the ground.

Unlikely. This species
may occasionally pass
through the Project Area
to migrate or forage but
the Project Area does not
contain the coniferous
forest habitats that
typically support this
species. Additionally, this
species has been rarely
recorded on the east side
of the East Bay Hills (eBird
2015).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Lewis’s woodpecker
Melanerpes lewis

BCC

Uncommon resident in California
occurring on open oak savannahs,
broken deciduous and coniferous
habitats. Breeds primarily in
ponderosa pine forests, riparian
woodlands and disturbed pine
forests but is also known to nest in
orchards and oak woodlands. Rare
nester in the San Francisco Bay
Area.

Unlikely. This species is
uncommon in the region
and is primarily a winter
visitor. It is not known to
nest in the east bay hills
near Pleasanton
(Richmond et al 2011).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

Nuttall’s woodpecker
Picoides nuttallii

BCC

Resident in lowland woodlands
throughout much of California west
of the Sierra Nevada. Typical
habitat is dominated by oaks.

Present. This species
was observed in the
Project Area during the
October 14, 2015 site visit.
The Project Area provides
extensive oak habitat with
cavities suitable for
nesting.

Work windows and/or
pre-construction surveys
are recommended.

loggerhead shrike
Lanius ludovicianus

BCC, SSC

Found in broken woodlands,
savannah, pinyon-juniper, Joshua
tree and riparian woodlands, and
desert oases, scrub, and washes.
Prefers open country for hunting,
with perches for scanning, and fairly
dense shrubs and brush for nesting.

Moderate Potential.
Open grassland foraging
habitat is available within
the Project Area and the
Project Area contains oaks
that may support nesting.

Work windows and/or
pre-construction surveys
are recommended.

tricolored blackbird
Agelaius tricolor

BCC, SSC,
RP, EACCS

Usually nests over or near
freshwater in dense cattails, tules, or
thickets of willow, blackberry, wild
rose or other tall herbs. Nesting
area must be large enough to
support about 50 pairs.

Unlikely. This species is
uncommon in the region,
and does not frequently
nest in Alameda County
(eBird 2015; Richmond et
al 2011, CDFW 2015).
Furthermore, the Project
Area does not contain the
emergent wetland habitat
to support this species.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

yellow-headed blackbird
Xanthocephalus
xanthocephalus

SSC

Summer resident. Breeds colonially
in freshwater emergent wetlands
with dense vegetation and deep
water, often along borders of lakes
or ponds. Requires abundant large
insects such as dragonflies; nesting
is timed for maximum emergence of
insect prey.

Unlikely. This species is
very uncommon in the
region, and is only known
to have nested once in
Alameda County in recent
times (eBird 2015;
Richmond et al 2011).
Furthermore, the Project
Area does not contain the
emergent wetland habitat
to support this species.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

grasshopper sparrow
Ammodramus savannarum

SSC

Summer resident in the region.
Breeds in open grassland habitats,
generally with low- to moderateheight grasses and scattered shrubs.

Unlikely. While the
Project Area contains
grasslands habitats to
support this species, the
site has been regularly
disced in the spring and
summer over the past
several years, precluding
nesting (Google Earth
2015)

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

black-chinned sparrow
Spizella atrogularis

BCC

Prefers sloping ground in mixed
chaparral, chamise-redshank
chaparral, sagebrush, and similar
brushy habitats. Often on arid,
south-facing slopes with ceanothus,
manzanita, sagebrush, and chamise.

Unlikely. This species is
uncommon in the region,
and is only known to nest
in southeastern Alameda
County (eBird 2015;
Richmond et al 2011).
Furthermore, the Project
Area does not contain the
scrub/chaparral habitats to
support this species.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Bryant’s savannah sparrow
Passerculus sandwichensis
alaudinus

SSC

Year-round resident associated with
the coastal fog belt, primarily
between Humboldt and northern
Monterey Counties. Occupies low
tidally influenced habitats and
adjacent areas; often found where
wetland communities merge into
grassland. May also occur in drier
grasslands. Nests near the ground
in taller vegetation, including along
roads, levees, and canals.

No Potential. The Project
Area is not within this
subspecies’ known range
in tidally influenced
portions of the California
coast.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

Alameda song sparrow
Melospiza melodia pusillula

BCC, SSC

Resident of salt marshes bordering
south arm of San Francisco Bay.
Inhabits Salicornia marshes; nests
low in Grindelia bushes (high
enough to escape high tides) and in
Salicornia.

No Potential. The Project
Area is outside of this
subspecies’ range in
wetlands in eastern San
Francisco Bay.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

SSC

Summer resident, occurring in
riparian areas with an open canopy,
very dense understory, and trees for
song perches. Nests in thickets of
willow, blackberry, and wild grape.

Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain
dense riparian habitat to
support nesting in this
species. Additionally, this
species is uncommon in
the region and has very
few documented nesting
occurrences (Richmond et
al, 2011; eBird 2015).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

BCC, SSC

Frequents riparian plant
associations. Prefers willows,
cottonwoods, aspens, sycamores
and alders for nesting and foraging.
Also nests in montane shrubbery in
open conifer forests.

Unlikely. This species
may occasionally fly
through the Project Area,
but there are no dense
riparian areas to support
nesting.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

yellow-breasted chat
Icteria virens

yellow warbler
Setophaga (Dendroica)
petechia brewsteri
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SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

yellow-billed magpie
Pica nuttalli

BCC

Oak savanna with large trees and
large expanses of open ground. The
Central Valley floor, gentle slopes,
and open park-like areas including
along stream courses. Grasslands,
pasture, or cultivated fields are
needed for foraging.

Moderate Potential. This
species is known to inhabit
the Pleasanton area, and
the Project Area contains
oaks interspersed with
open areas to support
nesting (eBird 2015).

Work windows and/or
pre-construction surveys
are recommended.

oak titmouse
Baeolophus inornatus

BCC

Oak woodland and savannah, open
broad-leaved evergreen forests
containing oaks, and riparian
woodlands. Associated with oak and
pine-oak woodland and arborescent
chaparral.

Present. This species
was observed in the
Project Area during the
October 14, 2015 site visit.
The Project Area provides
extensive oak habitat with
cavities suitable for
nesting.

Work windows and/or
pre-construction surveys
are recommended.

Lawrence's goldfinch
Spinus (= Carduelis) lawrencei

BCC

Nests in open oak or other arid
woodland and chaparral, near water.
Nearby herbaceous habitats used for
feeding. Closely associated with
oaks.

Unlikely. This species
may fly through and
occasionally forage in the
Project Area. However,
this species is not known
to frequently nest in the
east bay hills near
Pleasanton (Richmond et
al 2011).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES
Reptiles and Amphibians
California red-legged frog
Rana draytonii

STATUS*

FT, SSC,
RP, EACCS

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Lowlands and foothills in or near
permanent sources of deep water
with dense, shrubby or emergent
riparian vegetation. Requires 11 to
20 weeks of permanent water for
larval development. Must have
access to estivation habitat.

Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain
suitable ponding aquatic
features to support
breeding in this species.
The nearest potential
habitat is a stock pond 0.6
mile west of the Project
Area along the ridgeline
(Google Earth 2015).
Despite the proximity of
potential breeding habitat,
the drainage within the
Project Area is perennial
and does not provide
aquatic non-breeding
habitat. Furthermore, the
Project Area is surrounded
on three sides by
suburban development,
precluding its use as a
movement corridor to
other suitable habitats.
However, dispersing
juvenile frogs in search of
permanent habitat may
rarely enter the Project
Area from the potential
habitat to the west.

This species may only
rarely occur within the
Project Area during
dispersal events.
Avoidance and
minimization measures
recommended in
Section 4.3.
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SPECIES
foothill yellow-legged frog
Rana boylii

western spadefoot
Spea (=Scaphiopus)
hammondii

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

SSC,
EACCS

Found in or near rocky streams in a
variety of habitats. Feeds on both
aquatic and terrestrial invertebrates.

Unlikely. There is no
perennial stream habitat to
support this species in or
adjacent to the Project
Area. Furthermore, the
ephemeral drainage within
the Project Area is
surrounded on three sides
by suburban development
and does not connect to
areas of suitable habitat,
precluding its use as a
movement corridor.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

SSC

Occurs primarily in grassland
habitats, but can be found in valleyfoothill hardwood woodlands.
Shallow temporary pools formed by
winter rains are essential for
breeding and egg-laying.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
shallow pools that would
support breeding in this
species. Also, this species
is also only known to
eastern Alameda County
near the Altamont pass,
and the Project Area is
outside this species’
known range (UC Davis
2015).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES
California tiger salamander
Ambystoma californiense

STATUS*
FE/FT, ST,
RP, EACCS

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Populations in Santa Barbara and
Sonoma Counties are currently listed
as endangered, and the Central
Valley populations are listed as
threatened. Inhabits grassland, oak
woodland, ruderal and seasonal pool
habitats. Seasonal ponds and
vernal pools are crucial to breeding.
Adults utilize mammal burrows as
estivation habitat.

Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain
suitable ponding aquatic
features to support
breeding in this species.
The nearest potential
habitat is a stock pond 0.6
mile west of the Project
Area along the ridgeline
(Google Earth 2015).
Despite the proximity of
potential breeding habitat,
the Project Area is
surrounded on three sides
by suburban development,
precluding its use as a
movement corridor to
other suitable habitats.
However, dispersing
juvenile salamanders in
search of permanent
habitat may rarely enter
the Project Area from the
potential habitat to the
west.

This species may only
rarely occur within the
Project Area during
dispersal events.
Avoidance and
minimization measures
recommended in
Section 4.3.
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SPECIES
Pacific pond turtle
Actinemys marmorata

STATUS*
SSC

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Occurs in perennial ponds, lakes,
rivers and streams with suitable
basking habitat (mud banks, mats of
floating vegetation, partially
submerged logs) and submerged
shelter.

Unlikely. The Project
Area and adjacent areas
do not contain perennial
aquatic habitat to support
this species, and the
nearest documented
occurrence is 3.5 miles to
the south in Alameda
Creek (CDFW 2015).
Additionally, the Project
Area is surrounded on
three sides by suburban
development, precluding
its use as corridor to
existing suitable habitat,
creating an effective
barrier to movement for
this species.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES
Alameda whipsnake
Masticophis lateralis
euryxanthus

silvery legless lizard
Anniella pulchra pulchra

STATUS*
FT, ST, RP
EACCS

SSC

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Inhabits chaparral and foothillhardwood habitats in the eastern
Bay Area. Prefers south-facing
slopes and ravines with rock
outcroppings where shrubs form a
vegetative mosaic with oak trees and
grasses.

Unlikely. The Project
Area does not contain
permanent
chaparral/hardwood
mosaic habitat or rocky
outcrops required by this
species, and the Project
Area is surrounded on
three sides by suburban
development, precluding
its use as a movement
corridor to other suitable
habitats. However,
dispersing snakes in
search of permanent
habitat may rarely enter
the Project Area from the
potential habitat to the
west.

This species may only
rarely occur within the
Project Area during
dispersal events.
Avoidance and
minimization measures
recommended in
Section 4.3.

Sandy or loose loamy soils under
sparse vegetation. Soil moisture is
essential. They prefer soils with a
high moisture content.

Unlikely. This species is
only known to eastern
Alameda County (UC
Davis 2015). Additionally,
the Project Area does not
contain sandy or loamy
soils to support this
species.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.
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SPECIES
Blainville’s (coast) horned lizard
Phrynosoma blainvillii
(coronatum)

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

SSC

Frequents a wide variety of habitats,
most common in lowlands along
sandy washes with scattered low
bushes. Prefers friable, rocky, or
shallow sandy soils for burial; open
areas for sunning; bushes for cover;
and an abundant supply of ants and
other insects.

Unlikely. While the
Project Area historically
was within the species’
range and contains some
shrubs and small amounts
of friable, undisturbed
soils, the Project Area is
outside of this’ species
current range (Zeiner et al.
1990).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

FT, NMFS,
EACCS

Occurs from the Russian River south
to Soquel Creek and Pajaro River.
Also in San Francisco and San
Pablo Bay Basins. Adults migrate
upstream to spawn in cool, clear,
well-oxygenated streams. Juveniles
remain in fresh water for 1 or more
years before migrating downstream
to the ocean.

No Potential. The
drainage within the Project
Area does not contain
perennial water to support
steelhead spawning or
rearing.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

FT, SSI, RP

Occurs only in the central valley of
California, in association with blue
elderberry (Sambucus nigra ssp.
caerulea). Prefers to lay eggs in
elderberry 2 to 8 inches in diameter;
some preference shown for
"stressed" elderberry.

No Potential. This
species is only known the
Central Valley and has not
been documented in
Alameda County.

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

Fishes
steelhead - central CA coast
DPS
Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus

Invertebrates
Valley elderberry longhorn
beetle
Desmocerus californicus
dimorphus
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SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

vernal pool fairy shrimp
Branchinecta lynchi

FT, SSI, RP,
EACCS

Endemic to the grasslands of the
Central Valley, central coast
mountains, and south coast
mountains, in astatic rain-filled pools.
Inhabits small, clear-water
sandstone-depression pools and
grassed swale, earth slump, or
basalt-flow depression pools.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
vernal pool habitat and the
nearest documented
occurrence is over 9 miles
east of the Project Area
(CDFW 2015).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

longhorn fairy shrimp
Branchinecta longiantenna

FE, SSI,
RP, EACCS

Endemic to the eastern margin of the
central coast mountains in
seasonally astatic grassland vernal
pools. Inhabit small, clear-water
depressions in sandstone and clearto-turbid clay/grass-bottomed pools
in shallow swales.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
vernal pool habitat and
this species is only known
in Alameda County at the
Brushy Creek Regional
Preserve, over 13 miles
northeast of the Project
Area (USFWS 2007).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

SSI

Seasonal pools in unplowed
grasslands with old alluvial soils
underlain by hardpan or in
sandstone depressions. Water in the
pools has very low alkalinity,
conductivity, and TDS

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
vernal pool habitat and the
nearest documented
occurrence of this species
is 3.5 miles to the
southeast of the Project
Area (CDFW 2015).

No further actions are
recommended for this
species.

Chaparral (often serpentine),
cismontane woodland, coastal
scrub/rocky. Elevation ranges from
260 to 3940 feet (80 to 1200
meters). Blooms Mar-Jun.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

California linderiella
Linderiella occidentalis

Plants
Santa Clara thorn-mint
Acanthomintha lanceolata

Rank 4.2
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SPECIES

STATUS*

California androsace
Androsace elongata ssp. acuta

Rank 4.2

crownscale
Atriplex coronata var. coronata

Rank 4.2

brittlescale
Atriplex depressa

Rank 1B.2

lesser saltscale
Atriplex minuscula

Rank 1B.1

big-scale balsamroot
Balsamorhiza macrolepis

Rank 1B.2

chaparral harebell
Campanula exigua

Rank 1B.2

Congdon's tarplant
Rank 1B.1
Centromadia parryi ssp. congdonii

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Chaparral, cismontane woodland,
coastal scrub, meadows and seeps,
pinyon and juniper woodland, valley
and foothill grassland. Elevation
ranges from 490 to 3940 feet (150 to
1200 meters). Blooms Mar-Jun.
Chenopod scrub, valley and foothill
grassland, vernal pools/alkaline,
often clay. Elevation ranges from 0
to 1940 feet (1 to 590 meters).
Blooms Mar-Oct.

Unlikely. The Project
Area contains valley and
foothill grassland;
however, this habitat is
disced annually.

Not Observed. No
further
recommendations

Unlikely. The Project
Area contains valley and
foothill grassland;
however, this habitat is
disced annually.

Not Observed. No
further
recommendations

Chenopod scrub, meadows and
seeps, playas, valley and foothill
grassland, vernal pools/alkaline,
clay. Elevation ranges from 0 to
1050 feet (1 to 320 meters). Blooms
Apr-Oct.
Chenopod scrub, playas, valley and
foothill grassland/alkaline, sandy.
Elevation ranges from 50 to 660 feet
(15 to 200 meters). Blooms MayOct.
Chaparral, cismontane woodland,
valley and foothill
grassland/sometimes serpentine.
Elevation ranges from 300 to 5100
feet (90 to 1555 meters). Blooms
Mar-Jun.
Chaparral (rocky, usually
serpentine). Elevation ranges from
900 to 4100 feet (275 to 1250
meters). Blooms May-Jun.
Valley and foothill grassland
(alkaline). Elevation ranges from 0
to 750 feet (0 to 230 meters).
Blooms May-Oct (Nov).

Unlikely. The Project
Area contains valley and
foothill grassland;
however, this habitat is
disced annually.

Not Observed. No
further
recommendations

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

Unlikely. The Project
Area contains valley and
foothill grassland;
however, this habitat is
disced annually.

Not Observed. No
further
recommendations

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.
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SPECIES

STATUS*

palmate-bracted bird's-beak
Chloropyron palmatum

FE, SE,
Rank 1B.1

Santa Clara red ribbons
Clarkia concinna ssp. automixa

Rank 4.3

Hospital Canyon larkspur

Rank 1B.2

Delphinium californicum ssp. interius

Jepson's woolly sunflower
Eriophyllum jepsonii

Rank 4.3

San Joaquin spearscale
Extriplex joaquinana

Rank 1B.2

stinkbells
Fritillaria agrestis

Rank 4.2

Diablo helianthella
Helianthella castanea

Rank 1B.2

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Chenopod scrub, valley and foothill
grassland/alkaline. Elevation ranges
from 20 to 510 feet (5 to 155
meters). Blooms May-Oct.
Chaparral, cismontane woodland.
Elevation ranges from 300 to 4920
feet (90 to 1500 meters). Blooms
(Apr), May-Jun (Jul).
Chaparral (openings), cismontane
woodland (mesic), coastal scrub.
Elevation ranges from 640 to 3590
feet (195 to 1095 meters). Blooms
Apr-Jun.
Chaparral, cismontane woodland,
coastal scrub/sometimes serpentine.
Elevation ranges from 660 to 3360
feet (200 to 1025 meters). Blooms
Apr-Jun.
Chenopod scrub, meadows and
seeps, playas, valley and foothill
grassland/alkaline. Elevation ranges
from 0 to 2740 feet (1 to 835
meters). Blooms Apr-Oct.
Chaparral, cismontane woodland,
pinyon and juniper woodland, valley
and foothill grassland/clay,
sometimes serpentine. Elevation
ranges from 30 to 5100 feet (10 to
1555 meters). Blooms Mar-Jun.
Broadleafed upland forest,
chaparral, cismontane woodland,
coastal scrub, riparian woodland,
valley and foothill grassland.
Elevation ranges from 200 to 4270
feet (60 to 1300 meters). Blooms
Mar-Jun.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

Unlikely. The Project
Area contains valley and
foothill grassland;
however, this habitat is
disced annually. The
broadleaved upland forest
had very little herb and
shrub vegetation.

Not Observed. No
further
recommendations
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SPECIES

STATUS*

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

bristly leptosiphon
Leptosiphon acicularis

Rank 4.2

Chaparral, cismontane woodland,
coastal prairie, valley and foothill
grassland. Elevation ranges from
180 to 4920 feet (55 to 1500
meters). Blooms Apr-Jul.

Unlikely. The Project
Area contains valley and
foothill grassland;
however, this habitat is
disced annually.

Not Observed. No
further
recommendations

serpentine leptosiphon
Leptosiphon ambiguus

Rank 4.2

Cismontane woodland, coastal
scrub, valley and foothill
grassland/usually serpentine.
Elevation ranges from 390 to 3710
feet (120 to 1130 meters). Blooms
Mar-Jun.

Unlikely. The Project
Area contains valley and
foothill grassland;
however, this habitat is
disced annually.
Additonally, there is no
serpentine in the Project
Area.

Not Observed. No
further
recommendations

Chaparral, cismontane woodland.
Elevation ranges from 1050 to 3280
feet (320 to 1000 meters). Blooms
Jun-Aug.
Coastal scrub, meadows and seeps,
valley and foothill grassland
(alkaline), vernal pools/mesic.
Elevation ranges from 10 to 3970
feet (3 to 1210 meters). Blooms
Apr-Jul.
Meadows and seeps (alkaline),
marshes and swamps (coastal salt).
Elevation ranges from 50 to 590 feet
(15 to 180 meters). Blooms MarMay.
Coastal prairie, coastal scrub, lower
montane coniferous forest.
Elevation ranges from 0 to 6000 feet
(0 to 1830 meters). Blooms AprSep.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

San Antonio Hills monardella
Rank 3
Monardella antonina ssp. antonina

prostrate vernal pool navarretia
Navarretia prostrata

Rank 1B.1

hairless popcorn-flower
Plagiobothrys glaber

Rank 1A

Oregon polemonium
Polemonium carneum

Rank 2B.2
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SPECIES

STATUS*

most beautiful jewel-flower
Rank 1B.2
Streptanthus albidus ssp. peramoenus

slender-leaved pondweed
Stuckenia filiformis ssp. alpina

Rank 2B.2

saline clover
Trifolium hydrophilum

Rank 1B.2

HABITAT

POTENTIAL FOR
OCCURRENCE

RECOMMENDATIONS

Chaparral, cismontane woodland,
valley and foothill
grassland/serpentine. Elevation
ranges from 310 to 3280 feet (95 to
1000 meters). Blooms (Mar), AprSep (Oct).
Marshes and swamps (assorted
shallow freshwater). Elevation
ranges from 980 to 7050 feet (300 to
2150 meters). Blooms May-Jul.
Marshes and swamps, valley and
foothill grassland (mesic, alkaline),
vernal pools. Elevation ranges from
0 to 980 feet (0 to 300 meters).
Blooms Apr-Jun.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

No Potential. The Project
Area does not contain
habitat for this species.

Assumed Absent. No
further
recommendations.

* Key to status codes:
FE
Federal Endangered
FT
Federal Threatened
BCC
USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern
SE
State Endangered
ST
State Threatened
SC
State Candidate
SSC
CDFW Species of Special Concern
SSI
CDFW Special-Status Invertebrate
CFP
CDFW Fully Protected Animal
WBWG
Western Bat Working Group (High or Medium) Priority species
RP
Species included in a USFWS Recovery Plan or Draft Recovery Plan
Rank 1A
CRPR Rank 1A: Presumed extirpated in California and either rare or extinct elsewhere
Rank 1B
CRPR Rank 1B: Plants rare, threatened or endangered in California and elsewhere
Rank 2B
CRPR Rank 2B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere
Rank 3
CRPR Rank 3: Plants about which CNPS needs more information (a review list)
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EACCS

Final East Alameda County Conservation Strategy (2010) Proposed Focal Species

Species Evaluations:
See evaluation definitions in Section 3.2.2 of the report.
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APPENDIX C
SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

Disced annual grassland, oak woodland and a developed
road in the eastern portion of the Project Area, facing west.

Characteristic oak woodland biological community within the
Project Area.

Coyote bush scrub and disced annual grassland with
eucalyptus forest in the background in the southeastern
portion of the Project Area, facing north.

Ephemeral stream in the southern portion of the Project Area.

Appendix C. Site Photographs
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A mix of landscaping, oak woodland, and disced annual
grassland in the northwestern portion of the Study Area.

Disced annual grassland in the western portion of the Study
Area, facing southwest.

Ephemeral stream in the northern portion of the Project Area.

The eastern portion of the ephemeral stream along the
northern portion of the Project Area, facing east.

Appendix C. Site Photographs

2

APPENDIX D
PROJECT DESIGN PLANS

Golden Oaks Residential
2188 Foothill Road – Pleasanton, California

Environmental Noise Assessment
10 February 2016

Prepared for:
One Development LLC
c/o
Jitender Makkar
OHomez: Outstanding Homes
200 Brown Road, #304
Fremont, CA 94539
Email: makkarj@gmail.com

Prepared by:
Charles M. Salter Associates, Inc.
Blake M. Wells, LEED® Green Associate
Joshua M. Roper, PE, LEED® AP
100 W. San Fernando, Suite 430
San Jose, CA 95113
Phone: 408.295.4944
Email: josh.roper@cmsalter.com
Salter Project Number: 16-0014

Golden Oaks Residential – Pleasanton, CA

Environmental Noise Assessment

10 February 2016

Page 2

INTRODUCTION
This report summarizes our environmental noise assessment for the Golden Oaks residential project
located at 2188 Foothill Road in Pleasanton, California. The project consists of seven custom single-family
detached homes. The 12-acre site is located on a hillside sloping upward to the north. It is located west
of Foothill Road and south of Longview Drive, approximately ½-mile north of Interstate 680 (I-680).
Surrounding land uses appear to be residential. The purpose of this study is to quantify the noise
environment at the site and provide design information to you with regard to indoor and outdoor noise
levels. Following is a summary of our findings:
1. Estimated future noise levels at the site fall into the City’s normally and conditionally acceptable
categories for detached housing.
- Standard construction-grade windows and doors are expected to reduce vehicle traffic noise to
DNL 1 45 dB 2 or lower, which is the criterion adopted by Pleasanton.
- Incorporating approximately 6-foot tall noise barriers to block the line-of-sight between
residential backyards and Foothill Road (Lots 1 through 3) will reduce estimated vehicle traffic
noise to the City’s goal of DNL 60 dB in these locations.
2. Air condensing units and other mechanical equipment shall be selected and located to meet the noise
limits outlined in the Pleasanton Municipal Code.
3. This report identifies restrictions for construction noise as outlined in the Pleasanton Municipal Code.
ACOUSTICAL CRITERIA

The P leasanton General P lan
The Noise Element of the Pleasanton General Plan 2005-2025, adopted 21 July 2009 and amended
5 February 2013, contains land use compatibility guidelines for environmental noise in the community.
Table 1, below, summarizes these guidelines for detached residential land use.
Table 1: Summary of Table 11-5: Noise and Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Detached (Single-Family) Residential
DNL Value in Decibels
Less than 60 dB
60 to 75 dB
Greater than 75 dB

Compatibility Level

Normally Acceptable - Specified land use is satisfactory, based upon the assumption that any
buildings involved are of normal conventional construction, without any special insulation
requirements.

Conditionally Acceptable - Specified land use may be permitted only after detailed analysis of the
noise reduction requirements and needed noise insulation features included in the design.
Unacceptable - New construction or development should generally not be undertaken because
mitigation is usually not feasible to comply with noise element policies.

In addition to the land use compatibility guidelines, the Noise Element outlines the following noise level
goals:
•
•

The interior noise goal is DNL 45 dB or lower in single-family detached residences.
Maximum instantaneous noise level goals indoors, when the noise source is rail activity or aircraft.
The project site is located far outside both the DNL 60 dB railroad noise contour identified in the

1

Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) – A descriptor for a 24-hour A-weighted average noise level. DNL accounts for the
increased acoustical sensitivity of people to noise during the nighttime hours. DNL penalizes sound levels by 10 dB during the
hours from 10 PM to 7 AM.
A-Weighted Sound Level (dB) – The A-weighted sound pressure level, expressed in decibels. A weighting is a standard weighting
that accounts for the sensitivity of human hearing to the range of audible frequencies. People perceive a 10 dB increase in
sound level to be twice as loud.

2
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General Plan and the CNEL 60 dB airport noise contour for Livermore Municipal Airport. Therefore,
this analysis assumes these instantaneous noise level goals do not apply.
The outdoor noise goal for backyards in single-family housing developments is DNL 60 dB.

P leasanton M unicipal Code
Section 9.04.030 of the Pleasanton Municipal Code limits noise levels from mechanical equipment such as
air-conditioners to 60 dB at residential property lines. Section 0.04.100 limits construction noise to the
levels indicated in the Construction Noise section below.
NOISE ENVIRONMENT
To quantify the existing noise environment, two multi-day monitors continuously measured noise levels
between 26 and 28 January 2016. In addition, a 15-minute “spot” measurement was conducted
approximately mid-site to help determine how noise levels vary across the site. Noise levels at the spot
location were compared with the corresponding time period of the long-term monitors to determine the
noise level at this location. Table 2 summarizes existing noise levels at the site, in terms of Day/Night
Average Sound Level (DNL). Figure 1, attached, shows the approximate measurement locations.
Table 2: Existing Noise Environment
Site
Location
Foothill Road Monitor
LT-1
Approximately 45’ west of roadway centerline
Western Monitor
LT-2
Approximate Lot 5/6 Location
ST-1

Mid-Site Spot Measurement
Approximately 130’ east of roadway centerline

Date / Time
26 to 28
January 2016
15:15 to 15:30
26 January 2016

DNL
68 dB
57 dB
55 dB

The higher noise level measured at the western monitor, as compared to the mid-site location, can be
attributed to a slight gain in elevation, thereby exposing the monitor to a greater contribution of noise
from I-680.
The Circulation Element of the Pleasanton General Plan 2025 indicates that peak-hour traffic volumes
along I-680 are expected to increase by up to 14 percent by the year 2025. This corresponds with
approximately a 1 dB increase in environmental noise. The estimated future noise levels described in the
Analysis and Recommendations section below include a 1 dB increase in DNL to account for future
vehicular traffic.
ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Environm ental Noise
Figure 1, attached, shows the planned location of future housing lots on site. Preliminary drawings
indicate the lots closest to Foothill Road, Lots 1, 2 and 3, will be set back 150 feet from the roadway
curb. At this setback, the estimated future DNL is 64 dB. Noise levels will vary across the site from
approximately DNL 56 to 64 dB. Consider the following:
•
•

Environmental noise at the site falls into the City’s normally acceptable and conditionally acceptable
categories for detached residential land uses
At these levels, standard dual-pane windows and patio doors are expected reduce vehicular noise to

Golden Oaks Residential – Pleasanton, CA
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the City’s goal of DNL 45 dB or lower indoors, without specific sound-rated construction 3
A site plan is not currently available to identify where backyards of homes may be located.
Preliminary estimates suggest that incorporating approximately six-foot tall noise barriers to block the
line-of-sight between residents in the backyards of homes on Lots 1 through 3 will reduce vehicular
noise to approximately DNL 60 dB or below. The specific yard layouts should be reviewed during the
design phase to identify whether additional noise reduction measures are needed.
Effective barriers are generally solid from bottom to top with no cracks or gaps, and should have a
minimum surface density of approximately three pounds per square foot.

M echanical Equipm ent Associated w ith the P roject
Stationary noise sources associated with the project may consist of residential air-conditioning units.
Units should be selected and located to meet the City’s Municipal Code limit of 60 dB at adjacent
residential property lines. Mitigation for these types of sources generally consists of selecting quiet units
and locating far from property lines. Details should be determined during the design phase.

Construction Noise
Section 9.04.100 of the Pleasanton Municipal Code provides an exemption to the noise regulations for
construction occurring between specific hours and within certain noise levels. This section states the
following:

Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m.
daily, except Sunday and holidays, when the exemption shall apply between 10:00 a.m. and 6:00
p.m., construction, alteration or repair activities which are authorized by valid city permit shall be
allowed if they meet at least one of the following noise limitations.
• No individual piece of equipment shall produce a noise level exceeding 83 dB at a distance of 25
feet. If the devise is housed within a structure on the property, the measurement shall be made
outside the structure at a distance as close to 25 feet from the equipment as possible; or
• The noise level at any point outside of the property plane of the project shall not exceed 86 dB.

*

3

*

*

Standard dual-pane windows and sliding glass doors typically have sound insulation ratings in the range of STC 26 to 28.
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CONTACT INFORMATION
PROPERTY OWNER/DEVELOPER
YADVINDER (KEVIN) SINGH
PHONE: (510) 733-9100
EMAIL: KEVIN@ECONOMYTRUCKING.NET
CIVIL ENGINEER
BKF ENGINEERS
CONTACT INFORMATION
ERIC SWANSON
1646 N. CALIFORNIA BLVD., SUITE 400
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596
PHONE: (925) 940-2263
EMAIL: ESWANSON@BKF.COM
SITE INFORMATION
PROJECT APN: 946-3945-6
DEVELOPMENT TYPE: RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
SUBDIVIDE AN APPROXIMATELY 12-ACRE PROPERTY INTO 6 LOTS
FOR SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES

SCALE: 1" = 200'

NOTES:
1.

2.
3.

1646 N. CALIFORNIA BLVD.,
SUITE 400
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596
(925) 940-2200
www.bkf.com
JOB NO.: 20155216

BRIDGE EXHIBITS
2188 FOOTHILL RD, PLEASANTON, CA

BASED ON FEMA'S NATIONAL FLOOD HAZARD MAP, THE SITE RESIDES IN
ZONE X, AN AREA OF MINIMAL FLOOD HAZARD AND HAS AN ELEVATION
ABOVE THE 500-YEAR FLOOD
ON-SITE NATURAL EPHEMERAL STREAM FLOWS OUT TO ARROYO DE LA
LAGUNA CREEK WHICH IS A REGULATORY FLOODWAY IN ZONE AE
SITE RESIDES WITHIN THE ARROYO DE LA LAGUNA WATERSHED WHICH IS
APPROXIMATELY 700 SQUARE MILES (448,000 ACRES)
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is entered into
this ____ day of _______ 201_, between the CITY OF PLEASANTON, a municipal corporation
(“City”), and ______________________, a (insert type of business entity here e.g. corporation,
sole proprietorship etc.) whose address is _________________________________, and
telephone number is ___________________, (“Consultant”).
RECITALS
A. Consultant is qualified to and experienced in providing _____________ services for
the purposes specified in this Agreement.
B. City finds it necessary and advisable to use the services of the Consultant for the
purposes provided in this Agreement.
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions in this
Agreement, City and Consultant agree as follows:
1. Consultant’s Services. Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Agreement,
Consultant shall provide to City the services described in Exhibit A. Consultant shall provide
said services at that time, place and in the manner specified in Exhibit A.
2. City Assistance, Facilities, Equipment and Clerical Support. Except as set forth in
Exhibit A, Consultant shall, at its sole cost and expense, furnish all facilities and equipment that
may be required for furnishing services pursuant to this Agreement. City shall furnish to
Consultant only the facilities and equipment listed in Exhibit A according to the terms and
conditions set forth in Exhibit A.
3. Terms. This contract shall commence on the date written above and shall expire on
_________.
4. Compensation. City shall pay Consultant for services rendered pursuant to this Agreement
as described more particularly in Exhibit A. The payments shall be made on a monthly basis
upon receipt and approval of Consultant’s invoice. Total compensation for services and
reimbursement for costs shall not exceed $_______.
a. Invoices submitted to City must contain a brief description of work performed, time
used and City reference number. Payment shall be made within thirty (30) days of
receipt of Consultant’s invoice and approved by City.
b. Upon completion of work and acceptance by City, Consultant shall have sixty (60)
days in which to submit final invoicing for payment. An extension may be granted by
City upon receiving a written request thirty (30) days in advance of said time
limitation. The City shall have no obligation or liability to pay any invoice for work
1|Page

performed which the Consultant fails or neglects to submit within sixty (60) days, or
any extension thereof granted by the City, after the work is accepted by the City.
5. Sufficiency of Consultant’s Work. All work product and all other documents prepared by
Consultant shall be adequate and sufficient to meet the purposes for which they are prepared.
6. Ownership of Work. All work product and all other documents completed or partially
completed by Consultant in the performance of this Agreement shall become the property of the
City. All materials shall be delivered to the City upon completion or termination of the work
under this Agreement. If any materials are lost, damaged or destroyed before final delivery to
the City, the Consultant shall replace them at its own expense. Any and all copyrightable subject
matter in all materials is hereby assigned to the City and the Consultant agrees to execute any
additional documents that may be necessary to evidence such assignment. Consultant shall keep
materials confidential. Materials shall not be used for purposes other than performance of
services under this Agreement and shall not be disclosed to anyone not connected with these
services, unless the City provides prior written consent.
7. Changes. City may request changes in the scope of services to be provided by Consultant.
Any changes and related fees shall be mutually agreed upon between the parties and subject to a
written amendment to this Agreement.
8. Consultant’s Status. In performing the obligations set forth in this Agreement, Consultant
shall have the status of an independent contractor and Consultant shall not be considered to be an
employee of the City for any purpose. All persons working for or under the direction of
Consultant are its agents and employees and are not agents or employees of City.
9. Termination for Convenience of City. The City may terminate this Agreement at any time
by mailing a notice in writing to Consultant. The Agreement shall then be deemed terminated,
and no further work shall be performed by Consultant. If the Agreement is so terminated, the
Consultant shall be paid for that percentage of the work actually completed at the time the notice
of termination is received.
10. Non-Assignability. The Consultant shall not assign, sublet, or transfer this Agreement or
any interest or obligation in the Agreement without the prior written consent of the City, and
then only upon such terms and conditions as City may set forth in writing. Consultant shall be
solely responsible for reimbursing subcontractors.
11. Indemnity and Hold Harmless. Consultant shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless,
the City and its officers, agents and employees from and against all claims, losses, damage,
injury, and liability for damages arising from, or alleged to have arisen from, errors, omissions,
negligent or wrongful acts of the Consultant in the performance of its services under this
Agreement, regardless of whether the City has reviewed or approved the work or services which
has given rise to the claim, loss, damage, injury or liability for damages. This indemnification
shall extend for a reasonable period of time after completion of the project as well as during the
period of actual performance of services under this Agreement. The City’s acceptance of the
insurance certificates required under this Agreement does not relieve the Consultant from its
obligation under this paragraph.

2|Page

12. Insurance. During the term of this Agreement, Consultant shall maintain in full force and
effect, at its own cost and expense, insurance coverages with insurers with an A.M. Best’s rating
of no less than A:VII. Contractor shall have the obligation to furnish City, as additional insured,
the minimum coverages identified below, or such greater or broader coverage for City, if
available in the Contractor’s policies:
a. General Liability and Bodily Injury Insurance. Commercial general liability
insurance with limits of at least $2,000,000 combined limit for bodily injury and property
damage that provides that the City, its officers, employees and agents are named as additional
insureds under the policy as evidenced by an additional insured endorsement satisfactory to the
City Attorney. The policy shall state in writing either on the Certificate of Insurance or attached
rider that this insurance will operate as primary insurance for work performed by Consultant and
its subconsultants, and that no other insurance effected by City or other named insured will be
called on to cover a loss.
b. Automobile Liability Insurance. Automobile liability insurance with limits not less
than $2,000,000 per person/per occurrence.
c. Workers’ Compensation Insurance. Workers’ Compensation Insurance for all of
Consultant’s employees, in strict compliance with State laws, including a waiver of subrogation
and Employer’s Liability Insurance with limits of at least $1,000,000.
c. Professional Liability Insurance. Professional liability insurance in the amount of
$2,000,000.
d. Certificate of Insurance. Consultant shall file a certificate of insurance with the City
prior to the City’s execution of this Agreement, and prior to engaging in any operation or activity
set forth in this Agreement. The Certificate of Insurance shall provide in writing that the
insurance afforded by this Certificate shall not be suspended, voided, canceled, reduced in
coverage or in limits without providing notice to the City in accordance with California
Insurance Code section 677.2 which requires the notice of cancellation to: 1) include the
effective date of the cancellation; 2) include the reasons for the cancellation; and 3) be given at
least 30 days prior to the effective date of the cancellation, except that in the case of cancellation
for nonpayment of premiums or for fraud, the notice shall be given no less than 10 days prior to
the effective date of the cancellation. Notice shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt
requested. In addition, the insured shall provide thirty (30) days prior written notice to the City
of any cancellation, suspension, reduction of coverage or in limits, or voiding of the insurance
coverage required by this agreement. The City reserves the right to require complete certified
copies of policies.
e. Waiver of Subrogation. The insurer agrees to waive all rights of subrogation against
the City, its officers, employees and agents.
f. Defense Costs. Coverage shall be provided on a “pay on behalf of” basis, with
defense costs payable in addition to policy limits. There shall be no cross liability exclusions.
g. Subcontractors. Consultant shall include all subcontractors as insured under its
policies or shall furnish separate certificates and endorsements for each subcontractor. All
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coverages for subcontractors shall be subject to all of the requirements stated in this Agreement,
including but not limited naming additional insureds.
13. Notices. All notices herein required shall be in writing and shall be sent by certified or
registered mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:
To Consultant:_____________________
_____________________
_____________________
_____________________

To City: City Manager
City of Pleasanton
P.O. Box 520
Pleasanton, CA 94566

14. Conformance to Applicable Laws. Consultant shall comply with all applicable Federal,
State, and Municipal laws, rules, and ordinances. Consultant shall not discriminate in the
employment of persons or in the provision of services under this Agreement on the basis of any
legally protected classification, including race, color, national origin, ancestry, sex or religion of
such person.
15. Licenses, Certifications and Permits. Prior to the City’s execution of this Agreement and
prior to the Consultant’s engaging in any operation or activity set forth in this Agreement,
Consultant shall obtain a City of Pleasanton business license, which must be kept in effect during
the term of this Agreement. Consultant covenants that it has obtained all certificates, licenses,
permits and the like required to perform the services under this Agreement.
16. Records and Audits. Consultant shall maintain all records regarding this Agreement and
the services performed for a period of three years from the date that final payment is made. At
any time during normal business hours, the records shall be made available to the City to inspect
and audit.
17. Confidentiality. Consultant shall exercise reasonable precautions to prevent the
unauthorized disclosure and use of City reports, information or conclusions.
18. Conflicts of Interest. Consultant covenants that other than this Agreement, Consultant has
no financial interest with any official, employee or other representative of the City. Consultant
and its principals do not have any financial interest in real property, sources of income or
investment that would be affected in any manner of degree by the performance of Consultant’s
services under this Agreement. If such an interest arises, Consultant will immediately notify the
City.
19. Waiver. In the event either City or Consultant at any time waive any breach of this
Agreement by the other, such waiver shall not constitute a waiver of any other or succeeding
breach of this Agreement, whether of the same or of any other covenant, condition or obligation.
20. Governing Law. California law shall govern any legal action pursuant to this Agreement
with venue in the applicable court or forum for Alameda County.
21. No Personal Liability. No official or employee of City shall be personally liable to
Consultant in the event of any default or breach by the City or for any amount due Consultant.
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22. Exhibits. All exhibits referred to herein are attached hereto and are by this reference
incorporated herein.
23. Counterparts and Electronic Signatures. This Agreement may be executed in multiple
counterparts, each of which shall be an original and all of which together shall constitute one
agreement. Counterparts may be delivered via facsimile, electronic mail (including pdf or any
electronic signature complying with U.S. federal E-Sign Act of 2000 (15 U.S. Code §7001 et
seq.), California Uniform Electronic Transactions Act (Cal. Civil Code §1633.1 et seq.), or other
applicable law) or other transmission method, and any counterpart so delivered shall be deemed
to have been duly and validly delivered and be valid and effective for all purposes. With respect
to signatures delivered via facsimile or electronically, Consultant shall deliver its original wet ink
signature to the City within thirty (30) days following Consultant’s original delivery via
facsimile, electronic mail or other transmission method, provided that failure to deliver such
original ink signature shall not affect the validity of the electronic signatures that were delivered.
24. Scope of Agreement. This writing constitutes the entire Agreement between the parties.
Any modification to the Agreement shall be in writing and signed by both parties.
THIS AGREEMENT executed the date and year first above written.

CITY OF PLEASANTON

CONSULTANT

__________________________
Nelson Fialho, City Manager

By:

ATTEST:
__________________________
Karen Diaz, City Clerk

__________________________
Signature
__________________________
Print name

Its:

__________________________
Title

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
__________________________
Daniel G. Sodergren, City Attorney

Rev. 3/19
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EXHIBIT A
Scope of Consultant’s Services

Compensation
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