San José/Evergreen Community College District
San Jose City College Facilities Master Plan Update 2621 2011

Revised Draft Subsequent EIR (Revised DSEIR) ALTERNATIVES

CHAPTER 6 — ALTERNATIVES

Note: This Chapter contains revisions to the Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report prepared in
2009 (“2009 DSEIR”) for the San Jose City College Facilities Master Plan Update 2021 (“Update”).
Deletions will appear as strikethrough and additions will appear in bold and together will constitute this
Revised DSEIR. These revisions are being made to reflect a planning time horizon of 2011 rather than
2021. Revisions were also required to analyze the potential environmental impacts from modifications to
the College that were not consistent with the Prior Plan EIR for the Facilities Master Plan as well as
replacement of the Baseball Field Complex with a Multi-Use Athletic Field. The change in the duration of
the Update to 2011 was due to the state law requirement that the District undertake a long-range master
planning process for its educational curriculum and facilities. The plan will utilize a time period from 2012
through 2025. Because the 2009 DSEIR conflicted with the required duration of the master planning
process, the Update was revised to be completed by December 2011.

The 2009 DSEIR was circulated for public review and comment from February 24, 2009 through April 10,
2009. These revisions do not include responses to comments made during that 2009 public review period
because there will be a 45-day opportunity to comment on this Revised DSEIR as reflected on the Notice
of Completion and Notice of Availability. Responses to all comments to the District on the 2009 DSEIR
and the Revised DSEIR will be included in the Final SEIR for the project as modified by the change in
planning horizon to 2011 and the replacement of the Baseball Field Complex with a Multi-Use Athletic
Field.

6.1 INTRODUCTION

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines require an
evaluation of alternatives to the proposed action. The purpose of the alternatives evaluation
under CEQA is to determine whether one or more feasible alternatives is capable of reducing
potentially significant impacts of a preferred project to a less than significant level. The
applicable text in the State CEQA Guidelines occurs in Section 15126 as follows:

Section 15126.6 (a): Alternatives to the Proposed Project. An EIR shall describe a range of
reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly
attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of
the significant effects of the project, and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. An
EIR need not consider every conceivable alternative to a project. Rather it must consider a
reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives that will foster informed decision making
and public participation.

Section 15126.6 (b) Purpose. Because an EIR must identify ways to mitigate or avoid the
significant effects that a project may have on the environment (Public Resources Code Section
21002.1), the discussion of alternatives shall focus on alternatives to the project or its location
which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects of the project,
even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the project objectives
or would be more costly.

One of the alternatives that must be evaluated is the “no project alternative,” regardless of
whether it is a feasible alternative to the Project, i.e. would meet the project objectives or
requirements. Under this alternative, the environmental impacts that would occur if the Project
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is not approved and implemented are identified. The current campus configuration, as of
April 2010 will be utilized as the “no project alternative.” In addition to the no project
alternative (which would in essence result in the implementation of the Prior Plan), aNe-Clesing

of-the—Southern—Campus—Entry—alternative; additional alternatives include an Intersection

Improvements to Project Entry at Leland Avenue alternative and an alternative location
(Evergreen Valley College) will-be—analyzed—in—this—document. The No Closing of the
Southern Campus Entry alternative is no longer applicable because the southern
campus entry was closed in April 2010 as part of implementation of the Prior Plan.

The project objectives are defined in Chapter 4.0 as follows:

» To support the current instructional programs and student services and identify instructional
programs and support services which need to be modified to meet the needs of the
College’s service area population;

» To keep pace with, and anticipate the changing needs of the students and the communities
served by the College;

» To develop partnerships with business and industry within the service area;

» To develop alternative strategies for delivering instruction to students;

» To develop a plan that would fully incorporate technology into all aspects of the operation of
the courses, programs and services of the College;

» To develop a Facilities Plan that supports the anticipated courses, programs and services of
the College for the next decade, and to assure that the plan is flexible enough in design to
accommodate changes in instructional methodology technology, and delivery systems;

 To emphasize comprehensive planning and how it should be used as a basis for decision-
making;

» To develop a stronger educational program basis to substantiate future facility needs; and

» To up-date the existing campus and provide modern, attractive facilities appropriate for the
instructional programs and support services offered.

The following objective is added for purposes of the Revised DSEIR:
o To limit the duration of the Facilities Master Plan to 2011 so that the District can

complete a Master Plan for Education Programs, Support Services and Facilities for
the period from 2012 to 2025.

The unavoidable significant adverse impacts identified from implementation of the Update are

from Aestheties;Land—UseGCompatibilityand Traffic. The no project alternative is being

analyzed, as it represents the current; baseline for the analysis used for this DSEIR — the

campus as of Apr|I 2010 app#eved—Eaemﬂes—MeeteFPLen—éPHePPLan-)T Iheine—ele&ng—e#—the

and—&ngmen—m*enees)- The “mtersectlon |mprovements to the campus entry at LeIand
Avenue” is analyzed to determine if it presents a better eireulate circulation alternative to the

one utilized for the Update. Lastly, an alternative location alternative is analyzed, as the
Evergreen Valley College is within the same Community College District as the San Jose City
College. No other alternatives to the Project are given consideration or evaluated in this
chapter due to them either being impractical or infeasible. Thus, the alternatives considered in
this chapter include:
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1 No Project (utilize existing Faeilities-MasterPlan current campus baseline
configuration — 2010)

2—No-Closing-of the-Southern-Campus-Entry

32 Intersection Improvements to Project Entry at Leland Avenue

43  Alternative Location — Evergreen Valley College

The following evaluation also includes identification of an environmentally superior alternative
as required by the State CEQA Guidelines. The feur<{4)} three (3) alternatives were developed
during review of the Update by the District Staff and include all components of the Update. No
other alternatives were identified during the review process for consideration in this Revised
DSEIR.

The following sources were used for the analysis in this Chapter:
San Jose City College Facilities Master Plan 2000.

San Jose City College Facilities Master Plan 2000 Draft EIR.
San Jose City College Facilities Master Plan 2000 Final EIR.
San Jose City College Facilities Master Plan 2009 Draft EIR.

6.2 NO PROJECTError! Bookmark not defined.

The no project alternative consists of no modifications to the existing—adepted-San-Jose-Gity
College-Facilities Master Plan{1999) campus as depicted on 3.2-1: San Jose City College
Campus — Existing, wh|ch deplcts the campus as of Apr|I 2010 The no prolect alternatlve
assumes that the v ‘
none of the Update components—meladmg%he—e&mﬂ—éh&ﬁed)—eenstmeﬂen—e#ﬂ%Baseb&”
Eield-Cemplex would occur.

Under the no project alternative all construction and operational impacts from implementation of
the Update would be eliminated. Selection of the no project alternative would eliminate the
significant impacts identified in this Revised DSEIR, specifically the significant impacts to

Update-related Aesthetics,tLandUse—andPlanning—and-Reereation Transportation/Traffic

conflicts.

A The following is a summary eemparative discussion comparing the Update and the No

Project Alternative with respect to the issues analyzed of-the-no-projectalternative-interms
of-the-specificissues-evaluated in this Revised DSEIR follows.

Hnavmdable—advepse—mpaet—Under the no prOJect aIternatlve mstaﬂanen—ei—the—BasebaH—Ereld
Complex—components—would-result-in-a-lessthan-significant-impaet: Fthe issues pertaining to
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tree removal and light and glare would remain the same as the Update under the no project
alternative. The assessment for the 2009 DSEIR included the Baseball Field Complex and
a Translucent Light Tower as components of the Update. The Baseball Field Complex
and the Translucent Light Tower have been deleted from the Update and a Multi-Use
Athletic Field will be constructed in the place of the prior Baseball Field Complex.

Because of this, T the no project alternative would not result in a change to the visual setting
of —consistent—with—the—Prior—Plan—and—PrioPlan—EIR as of the April 2010 campus
configuration. Based on the Aesthetic Analysis contained in Chapter 5.0 of this Revised

DSEIR, t—wouldbe—environmentally—superior the no project alternative and the Update
would have comparable impacts to in-terms—of-Aesthetic Resources than-implementation-of

the-Update.
Agricultural Resources: According—to-thetnitial-Studyprepared-for-thePrior PlanEIR; tThe

campus is completely developed and is surrounded by urban uses. Therefore there would be
no impacts that would convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland mapping
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non agricultural use; conflict
with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contact; or involve other changes in
the existing environmental which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use. This would not be an issue with the no project alternative or
the Update. Both the no project alternative and the implementation of the Update would have
the same environmental affect.

THE MAAS COMPANIES, INC. 6-4



San José/Evergreen Community College District
San Jose City College Facilities Master Plan Update 2621 2011

Revised Draft Subsequent EIR (Revised DSEIR) ALTERNATIVES

Based on the information contained in the Air Quality Analysis San Jose City College Facilities
Master Plan Update 2021, City of San Jose, California, prepared by Giroux and Associates,
dated February 6, 2009 and the Air Quality Analysis San Jose City College Facilities
Master Plan Update, City of San Jose, California, prepared by Giroux and Associates,

dated April 22, 2010, implementation of the Update will-netresult-airquality-impacts-that-will
exceed—the—thresholds—of —significance—established—for—individualprojects will result in

temporary significant adverse impacts to air quality. Since these impacts are of short
duration they are considered less than significant. Combined with other reasonably
foreseeable projects in the local area, future emissions, when measured against the
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established thresholds, will not be cumulatively significant and will result in less than significant
adverse impacts to air quality.

Mitigation measures for air quality impacts have been included for construction, construction
airborne toxins, and Greenhouse Gas Emissions. No mitigation is required for operational
impacts. With the incorporation of these mitigation measures, impacts remain less than
significant and are not considered cumulatively significant.

All air quallty |mpacts are conS|dered less than significant W|th the |mpIementat|on of the
Update. Implementation of the Update would be environmentally less superior in terms of Air
Quality Resources over the no project alternative, as the no project alternative would not
result in the construction and operational omissions anticipated with the implementation
of the Update.

Biological Resources: According—to-thetnitial-Study prepared-for-thePriorPlan-EIR; t The

campus is completely developed and is within an urban area. There is limited habitat value on
the campus. The existing trees and lawns may provide habitat to birds and mammals that
occur in urban areas, such as pigeons and starlings. The campus has no natural areas, and
the existing landscaping does not provide suitable habitat for special status species. Therefore,
the—PriorPlan-would-not-have there would not be any impacts on such species. However,
removal or relocation of existing trees could affect birds nesting in the trees. A mitigation
measure was added to reduce any impacts to a less than significant level. In addition, the
campus is not identified in any adopted plan as having natural communities; therefore, thePrior
Plan no project alternative would not have any impacts on sensitive communities. There are
no wetlands on campus; therefore, there would be no impacts to these resources. Also, the
campus does not provide any wildlife movement corridors or nursery sites, as it is located in an
urban area surrounded by development and major transportation corridors. There are no
adopted habitat conservation plans that apply to the campus.

Fhelnitial-Studyfor-thePrior Plan-ElR-indicated-that t There are no impacts with respect to

biological resources protected by local policies except for trees that would be removed for
construction reasons. The City of San Jose has a tree ordinance that requires a permit for
removal of any trees on private property that have a trunk circumference of 56 inches or more,
measured two feet above grade. It was noted that this ordinance would not apply to the
campus, as the College District is under the jurisdiction of the State of California. An arborist
report was prepared in 1998, and updated in 2009, and it identified the location, type and
health of the existing trees on campus. Some trees were recommended for removal due to
their health. Y . A mitigation
measure was added to ensure that aII existing mature and memorial trees determined as very

healthy be preserved and protected durlng oampus renovatlons—It—ehequd—be—pemted—eut—th-at

the—DSELR—)- AII |mpacts were conS|dered Iess than S|gn|f|cant after the |ncorporat|on of the
mitigation measure.
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Based on the information above, and because there were no changes that would affect
Biological Resources, Biological Resources were not analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the
Update. With the development proposed under the Update, Beth the no project alternative
and-the-implementation-of-the Update would have the a same superior environmental affect,

as no additional Biological Resources would be affected.

Cultural Resources: According—to—thetnitial-Studyprepared—for-the—PriorPlan—EIR—+ The

campus is completely developed, and almest all buildings and facilities would be constructed

within the campus boundarles Ghe—#hghleehnelegy—@emepprepesed—m—the—%%m

eampus—) The San Jose 2020 Genera/ Plan does not mentlon paleontologlcal resources as an
area of concern at the City. The Geetechnical-Repertindicatesthat the campus is underlain by
alluvium, and does not indicate any bedrock unit(s) underlying the campus. Therefore, it
appears that there would not be any impacts to unique paleontological resources, but the
evidence is not conclusive.

A cultural resource evaluation conducted in November 1999 by Archaeological Resource
Management forthe-nitial-Study-found that there were no recorded archaeological sites located
on campus or within a half-mile radius of the campus. This would indicate that the probability of
finding any archaeological resources is very low. Fhe-tnitial-Studyfurtherindicated-that; The
the Santa Clara Valley is known for having buried archaeological resources. A mitigation
measure was added to require archaeological monitoring during earthmoving activities; thereby,
reducing any impacts to a less than significant level. This mitigation measure was also applied
to item 5 (d) of the Initial Study Checklist which asked if implementation of the Prior Plan would
“disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.” With
incorporation of this mitigation measure, impacts were considered less than significant.
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obtalned updated h|stor|c resource evaluatlons from hlstorlc resource experts
Archaeological Resource Management, dated October 23, 2009. These reports are
attached to this letter. A report entitled “Stage I: Historical Background & Photography
of 12 Structures on the San Jose City College campus in the City Of San José,” was
prepared to address the status of any potential historical structures located on the SJCC
campus. This evaluation concluded that three (3) sets of Department of Parks and
Recreation (DPR) forms be completed for the structures scheduled for demolition for the
purpose of evaluation and documentation. A Stage Il Analysis was also prepared,
entitled “Stage Il Historic Evaluation of 12 Structures on the San José City College
Campus,” prepared by Archaeological Resource Management. In it are three (3) sets of
Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) forms for the purpose of documenting the
subject structures prior to demolition; one set for the five structures included in the
Athletic Complex, one set for the 100, 200, and 300 Classroom Blocks and the Old
Central Plant, and one set for the three structures that make up the Fine Arts Complex.
This report concluded that none of the twelve structures that were evaluated appear to
be potentially eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places or the
California Register of Historic Resources.

Based on the information above, and because there were no changes that would affect Cultural
Resources, Cultural Resources were not analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the Update. With
the development proposed under the Update, Both the no project alternative and-the

would have the a same superior environmental affect, as no
additional Cultural Resources would be affected.

Geology/Soils:
buildeut Any building on campus could result in or expose people to potentlally S|gn|f|cant

impacts related to seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction; substantial soil erosion
or the loss of topsoil; location on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse; or location on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18 1-B of the Unlform Bundlng Code (1994) creating substantlal rlsks to life or property.

campus is subject to a moderately hlgh potentlal for I|quefact|on however th-at—RepeFt—alse
rated-the resultant ground failure potential as moderately low to low—Fhe-tritial-Study-indicated
that-s Some earth movement would be required for construction on campus, resulting in
potential soil erosion. Weak soil layers and lenses occur at random locations and depths
beneath the campus, and the campus has been subjected to subsidence in the past. Lastly,
soils the potential for expansive soils were identified. H-was—determined-that-these—issues

needed-to-be-analyzed-in-thePriorPlan-EIR-
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: There is aIways the
potentlal for a seismic event and with an increase in the number if students and faculty on-
campus, risk exposure is increased. However—thelnitial-Study-indicated-thatt The State of
California would require all construction on the campus to comply with the latest version of the
Uniform Building Code (UBC), and specifically with the requirements for public school facilities
(which are more stringent than those for general structures). Impacts would be reduced to a
less than significant level. iraddition-thePriorPlan-called-for-the-removal-of-e6 Older campus
buildings have been removed and replacedment with new ones that eeuld have increased
seismic safety on the campus. Based-en-this-information;thisissue-area-wasnot-evaluated-in
the-PriorPlan-EIR-

The following issue areas were determined to have no impact in-thetritial-Study-for-the Prior

Plan-EIR: rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault; landslides; and soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of waste water. There are no active faults within the campus. The
campus topography is flat and not subject to landslides. Lastly, the-PriorPlan-did-not-include
the there is no use of alternative wastewater systems. Based-en-this-information,-these-issue

te—the—Pne#Ptan—El—R—the—Pne#Pt&n—ate The campus is S|tuated in the Santa Clara VaIIey
above alluvial fan deposits. The site campus is fully developed. The site campus would be
subject to severe seismic shaking in case of a major earthquake in the region. Compliance with
the California Building Code and State requirements would reduce this impact to a less than
significant level. Although the site is flat and grading would be minimal, impacts relating to soil
erosion would be significant unless mitigation measures identified—in—thePrior Plan-EIR are
followed. There could be potentially weak soils under the campus and the soils may undergo
settlement under high loads. With implementation of recommendations in project-specific
geotechnical reports, this impact would be less than significant. Given thatthe-PriorPlan-would
result—in the replacement of older, existing buildings with new structures and utilities built to
current Building Code and State requirements, there would not be a significant impact with
respect to expansive soils.
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Based on the information above, and because there were no changes that would affect
Geology/Soils Resources, Geology/Soils Resources were not analyzed in the Revised DSEIR
for the Update. With the development proposed under the Update, Beth the no project
alternative and—the—implementation—of—the—Update would have the a same superior

environmental affect, as no additional Geology/Soils Resources would be affected.
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The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR concluded that implementation of the Update would have
a less than significant impact that would create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment; or impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. These
issues were determined to be less than significant under the Prior Plan and there have been no
changes or no new issues relative to Hazards since the certification of the Prior EIR to April
2010, that would alter these conclusions. The Update involves the reorganization of campus
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buildings and facilities and-thereconfiguration-of campus-acecess-and-circulationfrom-the Prier
Plan,—and-inan-overall-decrease-in-OGSF-and-ASE. The Update will allow for the overall

facilities development of approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an increase
of 84,018 OGSF and a decrease of 15,298 ASF from what is currently constructed on the

issue areas listed above was not be analyzed in the Rewsed DSEIR

Two additional mitigation measures were added under the Update. One was recommended by
the Department of Toxic Substances Control. potential environmental concerns from demolition
of the older structures on-site. They recommend these concerns be investigated and mitigated
in accordance with the DTSC’s “Interim Guidance, Evaluation of School Sites and Potential Soil
Contamination as a Result of Lead from Lead-Based Paint, Organochloride Pesticides from
Termiticides, and Polychlorinated Biphenyls from Electrical Transformers, dated June 9, 2006.”
Another mitigation measure was added under Chapter 5.3 (Air Quality) as it pertains to toxic
airborne contaminants. These two mitigation measures further implement the demolition of
older structures.

Lastly, comments were made on the NOP regarding the adequacy of emergency service
response in the vicinity of the campus. Follow-up conversations were made with the San
Jose/Evergreen campus Police Department (College PD), the San Jose Police Department
(SJPD), the San Jose Fire Department (SJFD) and the American Medical Response (AMR-
ambulance service). The following is a synopsis of the conversations:

« Ray Aguirre, Chief of Police for the San Jose/Evergreen Valley Community College Police
Department (College PD). The College PD has primary jurisdiction over both San Jose City
College and Evergreen Valley College (located 14 miles away). The College PD has four
(4) permanent officers to police both Colleges. They work two (2) shifts each and work
Monday through Saturday. The San Jose Police Department (SJPD) takes all calls (after
hours). The College has four (4) reserve officers for coverage of sick/vacationing officers.
He indicated that reportable crimes in the area are pretty standard and not above or beyond
what is normal. The College PD has become more pro-active and engaged in the
community and they try to be seen on and off campus and in the neighborhoods. He
indicated that he has seen no upsurge of crime but he could definitely use 6-7 more officers
ideally to work graveyard and not depend on SJPD and for better man power in general. As
for large events, they contract with SJPD for the number of officers they need per event.
Six years ago they had an incident where things were not organized well and there was a
problem. Since then they have formed an events committee and they organize and staff
officers as needed, handle custodial services and IT and the organizers of the events pay
for security and the College reserves the right to turn down any event that they feel would
not be good for the college or the community. As far as auto theft and burglary in general,
he says it is about normal and compared to De Anza College in Cupertino, which is in a
nicer area even, the San Jose City College has a lower rate for these problems.
Trespassing is an issue as the campus is open and anyone can walk onto campus or the
surrounding neighborhood and vagrancy can be an issue as well.

» Brad Cloutier, Bureau of Fire Prevention. Station 4 on Leigh Avenue provides both truck and
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engine service. The engines are the first to respond to any emergency; then any
subsequent emergencies are dispatched by the truck company. He indicated that the only
way response times would be hindered near the campus or on-site is if there are
emergencies in progress that the trucks and engines responded to already then station 10
(next closest) or other stations would have to cover. While Moorpark is sometimes
congested — Leigh is usually open and easily accessible. American Medical Response
handles ambulance service in the area.

 Geoff Kady, Fire Department Bureau of Support Services. He indicated that Station 4
achieves the eight minute response time at 98.3% of the time. Their goal is an eight (8)
minute 8 response time 80% of the time. He also indicated that Station 10 is operating with
an 82.1% efficiency.

o Chris Moore, Deputy Chief (San Jose Police Department). He indicated that the City is safe
overall and that particular neighborhood is doing well because the neighbors are so
involved.

» Marcie Morrow, American Medical Response (AMR). AMR is meeting their contracted
requirement for response times and other than normal rush hour traffic. It was indicated
that there is no problem with congestion near the College; especially since the response
times are being met.

The information obtained from the pertinent public services entities (above), indicated that any
impacts from the Update would bee less than significant. No additional analysis was required
in the Revised DSEIR.

Based on the information above, and because there were no changes that would affect Hazard
Resources, Hazard Resources were not analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the Update. Both
the no project alternative and the implementation of the Update would have a less than
significant impact to Hazard Resources. Both the no project alternative and the implementation
of the Update would have the same environmental affect.
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According to the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR, the Update could have a less than significant
impact with mitigation incorporated that would violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements; create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or otherwise substantially degrade water quality. Construction related impacts
would be avoided through preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP),
which is required under NPDES for development over five acres. A mitigation measure was
incorporated to the construction phase of any project.

Since-the-certification-of-thePrior Plan-EIR,—rew+ Regulations have been enacted to protect
water quality during the operational phases of a project. This is achieved through the
development of a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP). The WQMP contains best
management practices (BMP's) and other measures necessary to protect water quality. These
best management practices can include management activities, as well as mechanical and
infiltrative treatment measures.

The implementation of these practices is expected to minimize or eliminate any impacts to
water quality. The requirement for the preparation and implementation of the WQMP was
contained in a mitigation measure for the Update. With the incorporation of the mitigation
measure, impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level. These issue areas will
were not be-analyzed further in the Revised DSEIR.

The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR also concluded that the Update would have no impact
which would substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level (e.g. the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted; substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site; substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on or off-site; place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map; place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows; expose people or structures to a significant risk or loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam; or inundation by seiche, tsunami
or mudflow.

Lastly, the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR concluded that the Update involves the

reorganization of campus buildings and facilities—and-thereconfiguration-of-campus—access
and-circulationfrom-the Prior Plan. The Proposed-Project-will result-inan-overall-decrease-in
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OGSF—and—ASE. The Update will allow for the overall facilities development of
approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an increase of 84,018 OGSF and a
decrease of 15, 298 ASF from what is currently constructed on the campus Ihere—were

Prepeseel—lareieet- The eX|st|ng campus is aIready developed and the uses proposed in the
Propoesed—Project Update would be similar to existing uses; therefore, there would be no
impacts related to groundwater discharge. Groundwater in the region is replenished by
percolation of stream flows and rainfall from hill areas, not by recharge from the campus area.
The existing campus is developed and drains into the City of San Jose storm drain system.
There would be no change in the nature of the existing use. There are no streams or rivers on
or near the campus. There would be no substantial alteration of current drainage patterns that
would result in erosion or siltation. The campus is not within a 100-year floodplain and does not
propose the construction of any housing. The campus is not within a dam inundation and would
not expose people to seiche, tsunami or mudflow hazards. These issue areas were determined
to not need any further analyzed in the Revised DSEIR.

Based on the information above, and because there were no changes that would affect
Hydrology/Water Quality Resources, Hydrology/Water Quality Resources were not analyzed in
the Revised DSEIR for the Update. With the development proposed under the Update,
Beth the no project alternative and-the-implementation-of-the-Update would have the a same
superior environmental affect, as no additional Hydrology/Water Quality Resources would
be affected.
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Land Use and Planning was analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the Update. According to this
evaluation, implementation of the Update will exceed the thresholds set by the City of San Jose;
however, it should be noted that the City does not have jurisdiction over the College. Conflicts
with other applicable environmental plans or policies adopted by agencies with jurisdictions over
the project are cumulative, as described in the other Chapters of the Revised DSEIR. With the
incorporation of mitigation measures, implementation of the Update will have a less than
significant cumulative impact for Aesthetics, Air Quality and Noise. lmpacts—{from-Aesthetics
are—considered—eumulative—and—significant:  Transportation/Traffic impacts are considered
cumulative and significant if agreements cannot be reached with the GityofSan-Jose Santa
Clara County pertaining to intersection improvements.

Conflicts with other applicable environmental plans or policies adopted by agencies with
jurisdictions over the project may also result in unavoidable adverse impacts. With the
incorporation of mitigation measures, implementation of the Update will not result in
unavoidable adverse impacts for Aesthetics, Air Quality and Noise. lmpactsfrom-Aesthetics
are-considered-an-unaveoidableadverse-impaect: Transportation/Traffic impacts are considered

an unavoidable adverse impact for the reasons discussed above.

Based on this information, the no project alternative would be the environmentally superior
alternative as it relates to Land Use and Planning.

Mineral Resources: According-to-thetnitial-Study-prepared-forthe PriorPlan-EIR; t The San

Jose City College is already developed and thus was not available as a mineral resource. The
San Jose 2020 General Plan did not designate the campus as a mineral resource. Therefore
there would be no impacts on loss of availability of a known mineral that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state or result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site deI|neated on a Iocal general plan, specmc plan or other land
use plan. This
would not be an issue W|th the no prOJect aIternatlve or the Update

Both the no project alternative and the implementation of the Update would have the same
environmental affect.
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Noise was analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the Update. According to this evaluation,
Implementation of the Update will generate new noise emissions in an existing relatively high
background noise environment. Based on the noise evaluation, the Update’s contributions to
cumulative noise impacts, particularly adjacent to roadways, will be less than significant. The
project’s contributions to background noise were also determined to be less than a cumulatively
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considerable contribution.  Although construction noise is identified as being a less than
significant impact, mitigation measures will be required as part of the implementation of the
Update. Noise generation from campus activities will generally have a less than significant
impact on surrounding residential uses with the incorporation of mitigation measures.
Implementation of the Update will generate project specific noise and contribute to cumulative
noise within the vicinity of the campus. This change will be an unavoidable adverse impact.
However, based on the analysis and mitigation presented above, implementation of the Update
will not cause a significant unavoidable adverse noise impact.

Both the no project alternative and the implementation of the Update would have a less than
significant impact to Noise Resources. Beth-the-ro-project-alternative-and-the-i Implementation
of the Update would have-the-same-environmental-atfect. be less superior in terms of Noise
Resources over the no project alternative, as the no project alternative would not result in
additional construction and operational impacts anticipated with the implementation of
the Update.

Populatlon/Housmq Aeee@mg%e%he—LmﬂaJ—Shﬂprep&red—teHhe—Pnepﬁian—ELR—ﬂwﬁne#
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The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR concluded that—as—was-the-case—with-the PriorPlan;
implementation of the Update may mduce substantlal populatlon growth in an area, either
dlrectly or indirectly. Wey - -

be—eem:—rele#ed—te—be—iu#he#lessened— The Update W|II allow for the overall facmtles
development of approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an increase of 84,018
OGSF and a decrease of 15,298 ASF from what is currently constructed on the campus.
Impacts would continue to be considered less than significant and no mitigation measures
would be required. This issue area was determined to not need any further analysis in the
Revised DSEIR. In addition, the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR indicated that
implementation of the Update would not displace substantial numbers of existing housing units
or people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. There is no
housing on the campus and no element of the Update contemplates expansion beyond the
established campus boundaries. As a result, no impacts were anticipated, no mitigation
measures were required and this issue did not require any further analysis in the Revised
DSEIR.

Both the no project alternative and the implementation of the Update would have a less than
significant impact to Population and Housing Resources. Due to the anticipated deerease in
the similar number of students at buildout, implementation of the Update would have a-slightly
lesser the same environmental affect than as the no project alternative.
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The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR indicated that implementation of the Update would have
no substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered government facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for schools, parks and other
public facilities. The Propeosed—Project Update involves the reorganization of campus

buildings and facilities and-therecontiguration-of campus-access-and-circulationfrom-the Prior

Plan—The Update-willresult-inan-overall- decrease-in-OGSFand-ASE. The Update will allow
for the overall facilities development of approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This

is an increase of 84,018 OGSF and a decrease of 15,298 ASF from what is currently
constructed on the campus. There were no impacts from the Prior Plan on these issue areas
and the same conclusions apply to the Update to date, April 2010. H-was-determine-that For
this reason these issue areas will not be analyzed further in the Revised DSEIR.

A detailed discussion of Police, Fire and Ambulance services is contained in the Hazards
analysis above.

Both the no project alternative and the implementation of the Update would have a less than
significant impact to Public Services Resources. Due to the anticipated deerease in-the similar
number of students at buildout, implementation of the Update would have a-slighthylesser the
same environmental affect than as the no project alternative.
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Implementatlon of the Update will not contribute to the cumulatlve change that WI|| be
experienced at this location due to implementation of reasonably foreseeable projects,
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and the aesthetic analysis indicates that the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities will not be significant or have a cumulative impact on the environment. The
existing visual setting of the campus will be permanently altered. The implementation of
the components of the Update can be completed; and with mitigation incorporated will
not result in unavoidable adverse impacts.

The no project alternative would not result in a change to the visual setting ef-censistent-with
thePriorPlan-andPriorPlan-EIR as this setting is the April 2010 campus. The no project
alternative i would be environmentally superior in terms of Recreation Resources than
implementation of the Update.

Transportatlon/Trafflc Aeee@mg%%mhal—&ady—prep&red#eﬁhe—%&%n—%re—&n@#
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All study intersections currently operate at acceptable levels of service according to the
standards set forth by the City of San Jose, VTA, and Caltrans. According to the analysis in the
Revised DSEIR, all study intersections affected by the implementation of the Update operate
acceptably under City of San Jose, VTA, and Caltrans standards except the Basecom
, . Bascom Avenue/Kingman
Avenue—and—Baseem—Aveque#EFw%elale—Avenue mtersectlons Implementation of the Update
will contribute an incremental contribution to the operation of these intersections. These
intersections are controlled and operated by the Gity-ef-San-Jose Santa Clara County. While
the mitigation would reduce the impact to a less than significant level, San Jose City College
has no authority to ensure that the proposed mitigation can be in place to mitigate the project’s
impacts. If an agreement is reached between the College and the Gity County for mitigation,
then this impact could be considered mitigated and less than significant. Until the time that an
agreement is in place the impact at the Bascom Avenue/Kingman Avenue intersection would be
considered an unavoidable adverse impact.
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Both-thePriorPlanand-the Implementation of the Update resulteds in significant impacts tor
Transportation/Traffic Resources;—however; t+ The no project alternative would be
environmentally superior to implementation of the Update in terms of Transportation/Traffic
Resources than implementation of the Update.
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The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR concluded that implementation of the Update would have
a less than significant impact, with mitigation incorporated, so that it would have sufficient water
supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources. No new or
expanded entitlements are needed. These impacts were determined to be less than significant
impacts (with mitigation incorporated) from—implementation—ofthe—PriorPlan. With the
incorporation of the mitigation measures, impacts would be reduced to a less than significant
level. It was determined that no additional analysis would be required in the DSEIR.

Lastly, the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR indicated that implementation of the Update would
have a less than significant impact that would exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board; require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental effects; require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects; result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s anticipated demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments; be served by a
landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal
needs; or comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.
Impacts from-the-implementation-of-thePrierPlan were considered less than significant or no
impact on these issue areas. The Update |nvo|ves the reorganlzatlon of campus buﬂdlngs and
facilities and oconfiguta Mo ne om The
update—wHJ—Fes%—m—an—eve#aH—deeFease—m—QGSILané—ASE The Update will aIIow for the
overall facilities development of approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an
increase of 84,018 OGSF and a decrease of 15,298 ASF from what is currently
constructed on the campus. Censistent-with-the—PrierPlan—t This determination can be
made because the campus is fully developed and the proposed buildings and facilities would
be similar in function to existing buildings and facilities. All of these issue areas will have an
incremental impact; however, since-they-are-less-than-thePriorPlan; they were considered less
than significant. It was determined that these issue areas would no be further analyzed in the
Revised DSEIR.
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Both the no project alternative and the implementation of the Update would have a less than
significant impact to Utility and Service System Resources. Due to the anticipated deerease in
the similar number of students at buildout, implementation of the Update would have a-slightly
lesser the same environmental affect than as the no project alternative.

6-3—NOT CLOSING THE SOUTHERN-CAMPUS ENTRY

This alternative has been deleted, as the southern campus entry was closed in
April 2010 as implementation of the Prior Plan.
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64 6.3 PROJECT ENTRY AT LELAND AVENUE INTERSECTION
IMPROVEMENTS

This alternative consists of allowing additional turning movements at the intersection of
Moorpark and Leland Avenues. Currently, this entry is only allows right-in and right-out turning
movements. An analysis was conducted by Fehr & Peers, as part of the TIA (reference the
Technical Appendices to this Revised DSEIR in the enclosed CD) for an alternative
configuration to provide a full access intersection which would allow northbound and
southbound through movements.

Under this alternative, the analysis, impacts, mitigation, significance, etc., contained in the Initial
Study and the Revised DSEIR would be identical for the following issue areas: Aesthetics, Air
Quality, Land Use/Planning, Recreation, Agricultural Resources, Biological Resources, Cultural
Resources, Geology/Soils, Hazards, Hydrology/Water Quality, Mineral Resources, Noise,
Population/Housing, Public Services, Utilities and Service Systems. Therefore, no additional
analysis will be provided below.

Under this alternative, there-is the only potential issue area affected is forchanges—to-the

following-issue-areas—and-Transportation/Traffic. The following is a A summary-comparative

diseussion—of comparing this alternative to the Update interms—of-the-specific-issues with
respect to Transportation/Traffic issues evaluated in this Revised DSEIR-follows.

Transportation/Traffic

The following is an analysis of the intersections and roadways that would be affected by the
reconfiguration of the Moorpark Avenue/Leland Avenue intersection.

Daily roadway segment counts were performed at select locations near the campus before and
after school was in session in August and September 2007, respectively. These counts were
performed for a 72-hour period on a Tuesday through Thursday. The average of the three days
was calculated based on these counts and used to represent the daily volume in both directions
for each segment.

The volumes on Leland Avenue reflect a moderate increase in traffic volumes between the two
time periods which is likely due to school being in session. Based on historical counts
throughout the greater San Jose area, traffic volumes on arterials and freeways are generally
higher while schools are in session. This usually occurs even on roadways where there are no
schools present or nearby. The increases on Leland Avenue of 6% and 11% are also
approximately within the range of a typical day-to-day fluctuation in traffic volume. However, it
is possible that College generates approximately 200 vehicles per day on Leland Avenue north
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of Parkmoor Avenue. In comparison it is likely that the College generates all of the increases
on Mansfield Drive and Sherman Oaks Drive. Because these two roadways are primarily used
for local residential traffic it is assumed that the large increase would be attributed to the
College.

Access patterns to campus are projected to change minimally with the full access intersection.
For example, vehicles destined to the parking garage from northbound [-280 would most likely
follow the same travel pattern and continue to turn left at Leigh Avenue. However, a few other
patterns may change on Leigh and Leland Avenues. For example, vehicles exiting the parking
garage and heading for northbound Interstate 280 will no longer turn right out of the campus
driveway at Leland Avenue, then make a left at Leigh Avenue, and then make another left at
Parkmoor Avenue. Instead, they would continue through the Moorpark Avenue/Leland Avenue
intersection and make a left at Parkmoor Avenue to access the northbound [-280 on-ramp.

The levels of service at the study intersections were also calculated to determine the effect that
an alternate access at Moorpark Avenue and Leland Avenue would have on the roadway
system. The results of the level of service analysis indicate that the study intersections would
operate at the same levels of service as Project Conditions with slight changes to the delays
compared to the existing configuration. Therefore, it is expected that this alternate access
option would not create any new significant impact at the study intersections. It should also be
noted that the Mansfield Drive and Sherman Oaks Drive roadways are expected to have
substantially less traffic during times when school is in session with the closure of the southern
access point.

The buildout of the campus is expected to generate additional trips on Leland Avenue. Based
on the trip generation and distribution, the Update is estimated to add approximately 20 daily
trips to Leland Avenue north on Parkmoor Avenue with the existing access option. It is likely
that additional vehicles (more than the 20 daily trips estimated) would use Leland Avenue to
access the campus if this alternate configuration is adopted. Although this is not the primary
route for most vehicles, creating this type of intersection would likely increase the volume on
Leland Avenue by providing a more convenient access option. Additional studies may be
needed after the opening of this access point to monitor the potential impact to this roadway.

With this alternative additional flexibility in terms of turning movements would be allowed at this
campus entry. Additional trips would be added from the implementation of the Update and
even more trips would be generated with the implementation of the Update and the re-
configuration of this intersection. According to the TIA, this intersection operates within the
established thresholds of the City of San Jose and the VTA. Based on this analysis, both the
Update and this alternative potentially have the same environmental impact to
Transportation/Traffic Resources.

65 6.4 ALTERNATIVE LOCATION

The Project could theoretically be developed at alternative locations within the vicinity of the
San Jose City College. However, the California Supreme Court determined that examination of
infeasible alternatives need not be given exhaustive evaluation. Specifically the court case
Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors, 1988 the court stated:
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[A] Project alternative which cannot be feasibly accomplished need not be exhaustively
considered. A feasible alternative is one which can be accomplished in a successful manner
within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, legal, social and technological
factors [Citations.] Surely whether a property is owned or can reasonably be acquired by the
project proponent has strong bearing on the likelihood of a project’s ultimate costs and the
chances for an expeditious and successful accomplishment.

The State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.6(f)(1) state: Feasibility. Among the factors that
may be taken into account when addressing the feasibility of alternatives are site suitability,
economic viability, availability of infrastructure, general plan consistency, other plans or
regulatory limitations, jurisdictional boundaries (projects with a regionally significant impact
should consider the regional context), and whether the proponent can reasonably acquire,
control or otherwise have access to the alternative site (or the site is already owned by the
proponent). No one of these factors establishes a fixed limit on the scope of alternatives.

The Project is designed to provide a Community College level educational facility to serve the
residents of the City of San Jose and the surrounding communities. The campus is located in
San Jose, which is primarily an urbanized area, with limited properties with adequate acreage to
facilitate the development of a campus. Therefore, it is feasible to meet the objectives of the
Update at another location and an alterative location will be analyzed. The Evergreen Valley
College (EVC) is within the same Community College District as San Jose Community College
(SJCC) and is an educational facility located in a highly urbanized area. It meets the
Goleta test because it is located in the same community college district and is located in

proximity to SJCC. In addition,the EVGC ecampus was used-in-some—of the alternatives
analysisfor-thePrior Plan-EIR. For those reasons, the EVC campus will be utilized as the

alternative location alternative. For the purpose of this alternative location alternative analysis it
is assumed that the rew rewsed Update components would all be built at EVC rather than
SJCC i "

The information contained in the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR and the other Chapters of
this Revised DSEIR, as well some of the baseline discussion in the alternative analysis
contained in the Prior Plan EIR will serve as the basis for the evaluation that follows.

Aesthetics: Under the proposed Update,-installation-of the-Baseball-Field-Complex-components
will result in a significant impact that cannot be fully mitigated. All other impacts to Aesthetic

Resources as a result of implementation of the Update are considered less than significant,
with mitigation incorporated.

Although there are views of across the EVC campus to the San Felipe Hills, views from within
the campus that are of high quality, development on the EVC campus would not interfere with
these visual resources because the campus is already developed, and because additional
development would be similar in type and scale to what is already present. However,
construction on the campus could affect the existing visual character of the site or result in light
or glare.

The alternatlve prOJect alternative would have a less than S|gn|f|cant |mpact to Aesthetlc
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Resources. As a result, the alternative location alternative would have a superier comparable
environmental affect on Aesthetic Resources than the Update.

Agricultural Resources: The SJCC campus is completely developed and is surrounded by
urban uses. Therefore there would be no impacts that would convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non agricultural use; conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson
Act contact; or involve other changes in the existing environmental which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use.

According to the Prior Plan EIR, impacts to Agricultural Resources at the EVC campus would
be less than significant.

The alternative project alternative would have a less than significant impact to Agricultural
Resources. Implementation of the Update would have no impact upon Agricultural Resources.
As a result, both the alternative location alternative and the implementation of the Update would
in essence have the same environmental affect on Agricultural Resources.

Air Quality: Based on the information contained in the Air Quality Analysis San Jose City
College Facilities Master Plan Update 2021, City of San Jose, California, prepared by Giroux
and Associates, dated February 6, 2009, and Air Quality Analysis San Jose City College
Facilities Master Plan Update, City of San Jose, California, prepared by Giroux and
Assocnates dated April 22 2010 |mplementat|on of the Update wnt—net—Fesutt—aH'—qeahty

: O will
result in temporary S|gn|f|cant adverse |mpacts to air quallty Slnce these impacts of
short duration they are considered less than significant. Combined with other reasonably
foreseeable projects in the local area, future emissions, when measured against the
established thresholds, will not be cumulatively significant and will result in less than significant
adverse impacts to air quality

Mitigation measures for air quality impacts have been included for construction, construction
airborne toxins, and Greenhouse Gas Emissions. No mitigation is required for operational
impacts. With the incorporation of these mitigation measures, impacts remain less than
significant and are not considered cumulatively significant. In addition, there will not be any
unavoidable adverse impacts from implementation of the Update.

According to the Prior Plan EIR, similar to the SUCC campus, construction at the EVC campus
would involve the implementation of all feasible dust control measures to minimize impacts

reIated to constructlon dust lhe—EHeFEtanweeld—neHeseH—m—etgtmeant—tmpaets—te—apqeaMy

aete—tratﬁc— Development at the EVC wouId result in similar |mpacts to reglonal air quallty
because development at EVC would result in fewer trips to and from the SJCC campus, but
could result in more trips in eastern San Jose (plus, some students may need to drive further to
get to the EVC campus, resulting in more vehicle miles traveled). There was no discussion of
GHG’s at the time of the Prior Plan EIR and the Alternative Analysis contained therein because
there was no existing regulatory or analytic framework available.
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The alternative project alternative would result in additional on site development at the EVC
campus. Impacts from construction impact could be reduced to a less than significant level with
the incorporation of dust control measures and other mitigation measures. Additional vehicle
miles traveled to the EVC campus would result in additional emissions. Air Quality impacts
from the implementation of the Update were determined to be less than significant. As a result,
implementation of the Update would have a potentially lesser environmental affect on Air
Quality Cultural-Resources than at the EVC campus due to less vehicle miles required to travel
to the SUCC campus.

Biological Resources: The SJCC campus is completely developed and is within an urban area.
There is limited habitat value on the campus. The existing trees and lawns may provide habitat
to birds and mammals that occur in urban areas, such as pigeons and starlings. The campus
has no natural areas, and the existing landscaping does not provide suitable habitat for special
status species. Therefore, implementation of the PrierPlan Update would not have any
impacts on such species. However, removal or relocation of existing trees could affect birds
nesting in the trees. A mitigation measure was added to reduce any impacts to a less than
significant level. In addition, the campus is not identified in any adopted plan as having natural
communities; therefore, implementation of the PrierPlan Update would not have any impacts
on sensitive communities. There are no wetlands on campus; therefore, there would be no
impacts to these resources. Also, the campus does not provide any wildlife movement
corridors or nursery sites, as it is located in an urban area surrounded by development and
major transportation corridors. There are no adopted habitat conservation plans that apply to
the campus.

Development on the EVC campus could result in impacts to special status species because a
portion of the campus is undeveloped grassland that may provide biological resource values.
Potential impacts to these values are unknown at this time, but it can be assumed that any
development in these areas would require mitigation to reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

The alternative project alternative may require mitigation measures for project impacts to
Biological Resources. Implementation of the Update would have a less than significant impact
to Biological Resources. As a result, implementation of the Update would have a potentially
lesser environmental affect on Biological Resources than at the EVC campus.

Cultural Resources: The SJCC campus is completely developed, and almost all facilities would

be constructed within the campus boundarles (iFhe—#hgh—'Feelmelegy—Gen%er#epesed—m—the

m%e—the—eampue—) The San Jose 2020 Genera/ P/an does not mentlon paleontologlcal resources
as an area of concern at the City. The Geotechnical Report indicates that the campus is
underlain by alluvium, and does not indicate any bedrock unit(s) underlying the campus.
Therefore, it appears that there would not be any impacts to unique paleontological resources,
but the evidence is not conclusive.

A cultural resource evaluation conducted in November 1999 by Archaeological Resource
Management for the Initial Study found that there were no recorded archaeological sites located
on campus or within a half-mile radius of the campus. This would indicate that the probability of
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finding any archaeological resources is very low. The Initial Study further indicated that, the
Santa Clara Valley is known for having buried archaeological resources. A mitigation measure
was added to require archaeological monitoring during earthmoving activities; thereby, reducing
any impacts to a less than significant level. This mitigation measure was also applied to item 5
(d) of the Initial Study Checklist which asked if implementation of the Prior Plan would “disturb
any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.” With incorporation
of this mitigation measure, impacts were considered less than significant.

obtained updated historic resource evaluations from historic resource experts
Archaeological Resource Management, dated October 23, 2009. These reports are
attached to this letter. A report entitled “Stage I: Historical Background & Photography
of 12 Structures on the San Jose City College Campus in the City Of San José,” was
prepared to address the status of any potential historical structures located on the SJCC
campus. This evaluation concluded that three (3) sets of Department of Parks and
Recreation (DPR) forms be completed for the structures scheduled for demolition for the
purpose of evaluation and documentation. A Stage Il Analysis was also prepared,
entitled “Stage Il Historic Evaluation of 12 Structures on the San José City College
Campus,” prepared by Archaeological Resource Management. In it are three (3) sets of
Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) forms for the purpose of documenting the
subject structures prior to demolition; one set for the five structures included in the
Athletic Complex, one set for the 100, 200, and 300 Classroom Blocks and the Old
Central Plant, and one set for the three structures that make up the Fine Arts Complex.
This report concluded that none of the twelve structures that were evaluated appear to
be potentially eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places or the
California Register of Historic Resources.

Based on the information above, and because there were no changes that would affect Cultural
Resources, Cultural Resources were not analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the Update.

There could be impacts to previously unknown archaeological resources at the EVC campus if
they are disturbed during construction. Potential impacts to these resources are unknown at
this time, but it can be assumed that any development in these areas would require mitigation
to reduce impacts to a less than significant level.

The alternative project alternative may require mitigation measures for project impacts to
Cultural Resources. Implementation of the Update would have a less than significant impact to
Cultural Resources, with mitigation required. As a result, implementation of the Update would
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have a potentially lesser environmental affect on Cultural Resources than at the EVC campus
since the SJCC campus is full developed and situated in an urban setting.

Geology/Soils: =
buildeut Any building on campus could result in or expose people to potentlally S|gn|f|cant

impacts related to seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction; substantial soil erosion
or the loss of topsoil; location on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse; or location on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18 1-B of the Unlform Bundlng Code (1994) creating substantlal rlsks to life or property.

campus is subject to a moderater hlgh potentlal tor I|quefact|on however th-at—RepeFt—alee
rated-the resultant ground failure potential as moderately low to low—Fhe-tritial-Study-indicated
that-s Some earth movement would be required for construction on campus, resulting in
potential soil erosion. Weak soil layers and lenses occur at random locations and depths
beneath the campus, and the campus has been subjected to subsidence in the past. Lastly,
soils the potential for expanswe soils were identified. H-was—determined-that-these—issues

: There is aIways the
potential tor a seismic event and with an increase in the number if students and faculty on-
campus, risk exposure is increased. However—thelnitial-Study-indicated-thatt The State of
California would require all construction on the campus to comply with the latest version of the
Uniform Building Code (UBC), and specifically with the requirements for public school facilities
(which are more stringent than those for general structures). Impacts would be reduced to a
less than significant level. iraddition-thePriorPlan-called-for-the-removal-of-e6 Older campus
buildings have been removed and replacedment with new ones that eeuld have increased
seismic safety on the campus. Based-en-this-information;thisissue-area-wasnot-evaluated-in
the-PriorPlan-EIR-

The following issue areas were determined to have no impact in-thetritial-Study-for-the Prior

Plan-EIR: rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault; landslides; and soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of waste water. There are no active faults within the campus. The
campus topography is flat and not subject to landslides. Lastly, the-PriorPlan-did-not-include
the there is no use of alternative wastewater systems. Based-en-this-information,-these-issue

te—the—PHe#Ptan—El-R—the—PHe#Ptan—ate The campus is S|tuated in the Santa Clara VaIIey
above alluvial fan deposits. The site campus is fully developed. The site campus would be
subject to severe seismic shaking in case of a major earthquake in the region. Compliance with
the California Building Code and State requirements would reduce this impact to a less than
significant level. Although the site is flat and grading would be minimal, impacts relating to soil
erosion would be significant unless mitigation measures identified—in—thePrior Plan-EIR are
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followed. There could be potentially weak soils under the campus and the soils may undergo
settlement under high loads. With implementation of recommendations in project-specific
geotechnical reports, this impact would be less than significant. Given thatthe-PriorPlan-would
result—in the replacement of older, existing buildings with new structures and utilities built to
current Building Code and State requirements, there would not be a significant impact with
respect to expansive soils.

Based on the information above, and because there were no changes that would affect
Geology/Soils Resources, Geology/Soils Resources were not analyzed in the Revised DSEIR
for the Update.

Development at the EVC campus could result in significant impacts related to seismicity
because the campus may or may not be on or near the Evergreen Fault line. In addition, the
surrounding area is hilly, there could be impacts related to landslides and erosion. Potential
impacts to these resources are unknown at this time, but it can be assumed that any
development in these areas would require mitigation to reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

The alternative project alternative may require mitigation measures for project impacts to
Geology/Soils Resources. Implementation of the Update would have a less than significant
impact to Geology/Soils Resources, with mitigation required. As a result, implementation of the
Update would have a potentially lesser environmental affect on Geology/Soils Resources than
at the EVC campus since the SJCC campus is fully developed, situated in an urban setting and
not proximate to any fault lines.
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The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR concluded that implementation of the Update would have
a less than significant impact that would create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment; or impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. These
issues were determined to be less than significant under the Prior Plan and there have been no
changes or no new issues relative to Hazards since the certification of the Prior EIR that would
alter these conclusions to date, April 2010. The Update involves the reorganization of campus
buildings and facilities and-therecontfiguration-ef-campus-access-and-circulationfrom-thePrior
Plan,—and-in-an-overall-decrease-in-OGSF-and-ASE. The Update will allow for the overall
facilities development of approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an increase
of 84,018 OGSF and a decrease of 15 298 ASF from what is currently constructed on the

Hazard issue areas listed above was not be analyzed in the Revised DSEIR.

Two additional mitigation measures were added under the Update. One was recommended by
the Department of Toxic Substances Control for potential environmental concerns from
demolition of the older structures on-site. They recommend these concerns be investigated
and mitigated in accordance with the DTSC’s “Interim Guidance, Evaluation of School Sites and
Potential Soil Contamination as a Result of Lead from Lead-Based Paint, Organochloride
Pesticides from Termiticides, and Polychlorinated Biphenyls from Electrical Transformers, dated
June 9, 2006.” Another mitigation measure was added under Chapter 5.3 (Air Quality) as it
pertains to toxic airborne contaminants. These two mitigation measures further implement the
demolition of older structures.
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Lastly, comments were made on the NOP for the 2009 DSEIR regarding the adequacy of
emergency service response in the vicinity of the campus. Follow-up conversations were made
with the San José/Evergreen Community College Police Department (College PD), the San
Jose Police Department (SJPD), the San Jose Fire Department (SJFD) and the American
Medical Response (AMR- ambulance service). The following is a synopsis of the
conversations:

Ray Aguirre, Chief of Police for the San José/Evergreen Community College Police
Department (College PD). The College PD has primary jurisdiction over both San Jose City
College (SJCC) and Evergreen Valley College (EVC - located 14 miles away). The College
PD has four (4) permanent officers to police both Colleges. They work two (2) shifts each
and work Monday through Saturday. The San Jose Police Department (SJPD) takes all
calls (after hours). The College PD has four (4) reserve officers for coverage of
sick/vacationing officers. He indicated that reportable crimes in the area are pretty standard
and not above or beyond what is normal. The College PD has become more proactive and
engaged in the community and they try to be seen on and off campus and in the
neighborhoods. He indicated that he has seen no upsurge of crime but he could definitely
use 6-7 more officers ideally to work graveyard and not depend on SJPD and for better man
power in general. As for large events, they contract with SJPD for the number of officers
they need per event. Six years ago they had an incident where things were not organized
well and there was a problem. Since then they have formed an events committee and they
organize and staff officers as needed, handle custodial services and IT and the organizers
of the events pay for security and the College PD reserves the right to turn down any event
that they feel would not be good for the college or the community. As far as auto theft and
burglary in general, he says it is typical for area and compared to De Anza College in
Cupertino, which is in a nicer area even, the SICC has a lower rate for these problems.
Trespassing is an issue as the campus is open and anyone can walk onto campus or the
surrounding neighborhood and vagrancy can be an issue as well.

Brad Cloutier, Bureau of Fire Prevention. Station 4 on Leigh Avenue provides both truck and
engine service. The engines are the first to respond to any emergency; then any
subsequent emergencies are dispatched by the truck company. He indicated that the only
way response times would be hindered near the campus or on-site is if there are
emergencies in progress that the trucks and engines responded to already then station 10
(next closest) or other stations would have to cover. While Moorpark is sometimes
congested — Leigh is usually open and easily accessible. American Medical Response
handles ambulance service in the area.

Geoff Kady, Fire Department Bureau of Support Services. He indicated that Station 4
achieves the eight minute response time at 98.3% of the time. Their goal is an eight (8)
minute 8 response time 80% of the time. He also indicated that Station 10 is operating with
an 82.1% efficiency.

Chris Moore, Deputy Chief (San Jose Police Department). He indicated that the City is safe
overall and that particular neighborhood is doing well because the neighbors are so
involved.

Marcie Morrow, American Medical Response (AMR). AMR is meeting their contracted
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requirement for response times and other than normal rush hour traffic. It was indicated
that there is no problem with congestion near the College; especially since the response
times are being met.

The information obtained from the pertinent public services entities (above), indicated that any
impacts from the Update would be less than significant. No additional analysis was required in
the Revised DSEIR.

Based on the information above, and because there were no changes that would affect Hazard
Resources, Hazard Resources were not analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the Update.

According to the information contained in the Alternatives (Section 7.0) of the Prior Plan EIR,
impacts to hazardous materials at the EVC campus would be less than significant.

The alternative location alternative would have a less than significant impact to Hazard
Resources. Implementation of the Update would have a less than significant impact upon
Hazard Resources with mitigation incorporated. As a result, the alternative project alternative
would have a slightly greater environmental superiority since there are older structures on the
SJCC campus that will be demolished as part of the Update that will require additional attention
during demolition.

THE MAAS COMPANIES, INC. 6-40



San José/Evergreen Community College District
San Jose City College Facilities Master Plan Update 2621 2011

Revised Draft Subsequent EIR (Revised DSEIR) ALTERNATIVES

According to the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR, the Update could have a less than significant
impact with mitigation incorporated that would violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements; create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or otherwise substantially degrade water quality. Construction related impacts
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would be avoided through preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP),
which is required under NPDES for development over five acres. A mitigation measure was
incorporated to the construction phase of any project.

Since-the-certification-of-thePrior Plan-EIR,—rew—+ Regulations have been enacted to protect
water quality during the operational phases of a project. This is achieved through the
development of a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP). The WQMP contains best
management practices (BMP's) and other measures necessary to protect water quality. These
best management practices can include management activities, as well as mechanical and
infiltrative treatment measures.

The implementation of these practices is expected to minimize or eliminate any impacts to
water quality. The requirement for the preparation and implementation of the WQMP was
contained in a mitigation measure for the Update. With the incorporation of the mitigation
measure, impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level. These issue areas will
were not be analyzed further in the Revised DSEIR.

The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR also concluded that the Update would have no impact
which would substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level (e.g. the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted; substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site; substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on or off-site; place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map; place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows; expose people or structures to a significant risk or loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam; or inundation by seiche, tsunami
or mudflow.

Lastly, the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR concluded that the Update involves the
reorganlzatlon of campus bU|Id|ngs and faC|||t|es and—the—reeermguratren—et—eampus—aeeess

@GSILaneI—ASE. The Update WI|| allow for the overaII facmtles development of
approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an increase of 84,018 OGSF and a
decrease of 15, 298 ASF from what is currently constructed on the campus Ihere—were

Rrepesed—lare}eet— The eX|st|ng campus is already developed and the uses proposed in the
Proposed Project would be similar to existing uses; therefore, there would be no impacts
related to groundwater discharge. Groundwater in the region is replenished by percolation of
stream flows and rainfall from hill areas, not by recharge from the campus area. The existing
campus is developed and drains into the City of San Jose storm drain system. There would be
no change in the nature of the existing use. There are no streams or rivers on or near the
campus. There would be no substantial alteration of current drainage patterns that would result
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in erosion or siltation. The campus is not within a 100-year floodplain and does not propose the
construction of any housing. The campus is not within a dam inundation and would not expose
people to seiche, tsunami or mudflow hazards. These issue areas were determined to not need
any further analyzed in the Revised DSEIR.

Development at the EVC campus could result in hydrology or water quality impacts to Yerba
Buena Creek, which is south of Yerba Buena Road, Thompson Creek, which is west of San
Felipe Road. Potential impacts include increased runoff, nonpoint source pollution and
decreased water quality. Potential impacts to these resources are unknown at this time, but it
can be assumed that any development in these areas would require mitigation to reduce
impacts to a less than significant level.

The alternative project alternative may require mitigation measures for project impacts to
Hydrology/Water Quality Resources. Implementation of the Update would have a less than
significant impact to Geology/Soils Resources, with mitigation required. As a result,
implementation of the Update would have a potentially lesser environmental affect on
Geology/Soils Resources than at the EVC campus since the SJCC campus is fully developed,
situated in an urban setting and not proximate to any natural streams or creeks.
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Land Use and Planning was analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the Update. According to this
evaluation, implementation of the Update will exceed the thresholds set by the City of San Jose;
however, it should be noted that the City does not have jurisdiction over the College. Conflicts
with other applicable environmental plans or policies adopted by agencies with jurisdictions over
the project are cumulative, as described in the other Chapters of the Revised DSEIR. With the
incorporation of mitigation measures, implementation of the Update will have a less than
significant cumulative impact for Aesthetics, Air Quality and Noise. lmpacts—{from-Aesthetics
are—considered—eumulative—and—significant:  Transportation/Traffic impacts are considered
cumulative and significant if agreements cannot be reached with the-Gity-of San-Jose Santa
Clara County pertaining to intersection improvements.

#em—e#ani—basebal#s— The aIternatlve prOJect aIternatlve would have a Iess than S|gn|f|cant
impact to Land Use/Planning Resources. As a result, the alternative location alternative would
have a superier similar environmental affect on Land Use/Planning Resources thanr as the
Update.

Mineral Resources: According-to-thetnitial-Study-prepared-forthe PriorPlan-EIR; t The San

Jose City College is already developed and thus was not available as a mineral resource. The
San Jose 2020 General Plan did not designate the campus as a mineral resource. Therefore
there would be no impacts on loss of availability of a known mineral that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state or result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery S|te delineated on a Iocal general plan, specmc plan or other land
use plan. ; A .

According to the information contained in the Alternatives (Section 7.0) of the Prior Plan EIR,
impacts to Mineral Resources at the EVC campus would be less than significant.

The alternative project alternative would have a less than significant impact to Mineral
Resources. Implementation of the Update would have no impact upon Mineral Resources. As
a result, both the no project alternative and implementation of the Update would in essence
have the same environmental affect on Mineral Resources.
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Noise was analyzed in the Revised DSEIR for the Update. According to this evaluation,
Implementation of the Update will generate new noise emissions in an existing relatively high
background noise environment. Based on the noise evaluation, the Update’s contributions to
cumulative noise impacts, particularly adjacent to roadways, will be less than significant. The
project’s contributions to background noise were also determined to be less than a cumulatively
considerable contribution.  Although construction noise is identified as being a less than
significant impact, mitigation measures will be required as part of the implementation of the
Update. Noise generation from campus activities will generally have a less than significant
impact on surrounding residential uses with the incorporation of mitigation measures.
Implementation of the Update will generate project specific noise and contribute to cumulative
noise within the vicinity of the campus. This change will be an unavoidable adverse impact.
However, based on the analysis and mitigation presented above, implementation of the Update
will not cause a significant unavoidable adverse noise impact.

Under this alternative, additional construction would occur on the EVC campus. Sensitive
receptors on or near the campus (such as the residential uses to the north) could be exposed to
significant noise impacts from construction activities. Given that the EVC campus is already
used as a community college and any additional facilities would be similar to those already
present, there would be no significant increase in noise from daily EVC campus activities.

Both the alternative location alternative and the implementation of the Update would have a less
than significant impact to Noise Resources. As a result, both the alternative location alternative
and the implementation of the Update would have the same environmental affect on Noise
Resources.

Population/Housing: Accerding-to-thetnitial-Study-prepared-for-the-PriorPlan-EIR—the Prior

)
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The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR concluded that—as—was-the-case-with-the PriorPlan;
implementation of the Update may induce substantlal populatlon growth in an area, either
dlrectly or indirectly. Wey - -

be—eem:—rele#ed—te—be—iu#he#lessened— The Update W|II allow for the overall facmtles
development of approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an increase of 84,018
OGSF and a decrease of 15,298 ASF from what is currently constructed on the campus.
Impacts would continue to be considered less than significant and no mitigation measures
would be required. This issue area was determined to not need any further analysis in the
Revised DSEIR. In addition, the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR indicated that
implementation of the Update would not displace substantial numbers of existing housing units
or people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. There is no
housing on the campus and no element of the Update contemplates expansion beyond the
established campus boundaries. As a result, no impacts were anticipated, no mitigation
measures were required and this issue did not require any further analysis in the Revised
DSEIR.

According to the Prior Plan EIR, impacts to Population/Housing Resources at the EVC campus
would be less than significant.

The alternative project alternative would have a less than significant impact to
Population/Housing Resources. Implementation of the Update would have no impact upon
Population/Housing Resources. As a result, both the alternative location alternative and
implementation of the Update would in essence have the same environmental affect on
Population/Housing Resources.
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The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR indicated that implementation of the Update would have
no substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered government facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for schools, parks and other
public faC|I|t|es The Proposed PrOJect involves the reorganlzatlon of campus buﬂdlngs and
facilities a

updae—wHJ—FesuH—m—an—eveﬁaH—deerease—m—GGSlLand—ASE The Update will aIIow for the
overall facilities development of approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an
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increase of 84,018 OGSF and a decrease of 15,298 ASF from what is currently
constructed on the campus. There were no impacts from the Prior Plan on these issue areas
and the same conclusions apply to the Update to date, April 2010. It was determine that issue
areas will not be analyzed further in the Revised DSEIR.

A detailed discussion of Police, Fire and Ambulance services is contained in the Hazards
analysis above.

According to the information contained in the Alternatives (Section 7.0) of the Prior Plan EIR,
impacts to Public Services Resources at the EVC campus would be less than significant.

The alternative project alternative would have a less than significant impact to Public Services
Resources. Implementation of the Update would have a less than significant impact upon
Public Services Resources. As a result, both the alternative location alternative and
implementation of the Update would in essence have the same environmental affect on Public
Services Resources.
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Eound Not to.be Sianificant” {Sect o

Accordlng to the analysis contained in the Revised DSEIR, |mplementat|on of the Update will

Implementatlon of the Update wnII not contrlbute to the cumulatlve change that wnII be
experienced at this location, and the aesthetic analysis indicates that the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities will not be significant and will not have a cumulative
impact on the environment. The existing visual setting of the campus will be perma-
nently altered. The implementation of the components of the Update can be completed;
and with mitigation incorporated will not result in unavoidable adverse impacts.

#em—e#eni—basebal#s— The aIternatlve prOJect alternatlve would have a Iess than S|gn|f|cant
impact to Recreation Resources. As a result, the alternative location alternative would have a
superior similar environmental affect on Recreation Resources than as the Update.

Transportatlon/Trafflc Aeee@mg%%mhal—&ady—prep&red#eﬁhe—ﬁnepﬁien—ELR—the—Rne#
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All study intersections currently operate at acceptable levels of service according to the
standards set forth by the City of San Jose, VTA, and Caltrans. According to the analysis
in the Revised DSEIR, all study intersections affected by the implementation of the Update
operate acceptably under Clty of San Jose, VTA, and Caltrans standards except the Bascom
Avenue Ca Bascom—Avenue/Moorpa Avende; Bascom Avenue/Kingman
Avenue—and—Baseem—Avenue#EFuﬁelale—A%nue intersections. Implementation of the Update
will contribute an incremental contribution to the operation of these intersections. These
intersections are controlled and operated by the Gity-of-San-Jose Santa Clara County. While
the mitigation would reduce the impact to a less than significant level, San Jose City College
has no authority to ensure that the proposed mitigation can be in place to mitigate the project’s
impacts. If an agreement is reached between the College and the Gity County for mitigation,
then this impact could be considered mitigated and less than significant. Until the time that an
agreement is in place the impact at the Bascom Avenue/Kingman Avenue intersection would be
considered cumulative and significant and an unavoidable adverse impact.

Any additional students attending the EVC campus as a result of this alternative could result in
traffic impacts to nearby streets such as Yerba Buena Road and San Felipe Road. It is
assumed that adequate parking will be provided as the need arises. Students traveling to the
EVC campus from other parts of San Jose would likely use Highway 101 or 1-280., and thus
would continue to contribute to increased congestion on these freeway segments. Cumulative
impacts to freeway segments could still be significant because this alternative would shift some
of the traffic to other parts of the San Jose area.

Both-the-PriorPlan-and-the Implementation of the Update would result in significant impacts
tor Transportation/Traffic Resources. Due to the potential for an increase in vehicle miles
traveled the Update would have a slightly greater environmental affect on Transportation/Traffic
Resources than the alternative location alternative (EVC campus).

Ut|I|t|es and Serwce Svstems Aeee@mg%%—mﬂal&ad*pre&ared#eﬁhe—ﬁnepﬂianéﬁ—the
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The Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR concluded that implementation of the Update would have
a less than significant impact, with mitigation incorporated, so that it would have sufficient water
supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources. No new or
expanded entitlements are needed. These impacts were determined to be less than significant
impacts (with mitigation incorporated) from—implementation—ofthePriorPlan. With the
incorporation of the mitigation measures, impacts would be reduced to a less than significant
level. It was determined that no additional analysis would be required in the DSEIR.

Lastly, the Initial Study for the 2009 DSEIR indicated that implementation of the Update would
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have a less than significant impact that would exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board; require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental effects; require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects; result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s anticipated demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments; be served by a
landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal
needs; or comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.
Impacts from-the-implementation-of-the PrierPlan were considered less than significant or no
impact on these issue areas. The Update |nvo|ves the reorganlzatlon of campus buﬂdlngs and
facilities and oconfiguta Mo ne om The
update—wHJ—FesaH—m—an—eve#aH—deeFease—m—QGSILané—ASE The Update will aIIow for the
overall facilities development of approximately 784,018 OGSF/601,853 ASF. This is an
increase of 84,018 OGSF and a decrease of 15,298 ASF from what is currently
constructed on the campus. Consistent-with-thePriorPlan,—t This determination can be
made because the campus is fully developed and the proposed buildings and facilities would
be similar in function to existing buildings and facilities. All of these issue areas will have an
incremental impact; however, since-they-are-less-than-thePriorPlan; they were considered less
than significant. It was determined that these issue areas would no be further analyzed in the
Revised DSEIR.

According to the information contained in the Alternatives (Section 7.0) of the Prior Plan EIR,
impacts to Utilities and Service Systems Resources at the EVC campus would be less than
significant.

The alternative project alternative would have a less than significant impact to Utilities and
Service Systems Resources. Implementation of the Update would have a less than significant
impact upon Utilities and Service Systems Resources. As a result, both the alternative location
alternative and implementation of the Update would in essence have the same environmental
affect on Utilities and Service Systems Resources.
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66 6.5 DISCUSSION OF ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Of the four three (3) alternatives considered, the no project alternative has been determined to
be the environmentally superior alternative. Section 15126.6(e)(2) indicates that where the no
project alternative is environmentally superior, “the DSEIR shall also identify an environmentally
superior alternative among the other alternatives.” The no project alternative has been
evaluated as not being a feasible alternative because it does not meet any of the project
objectives contained in Subchapter 4.2 of this document.

The “Intersection Improvements to Project Entry at Leland Avenue” was evaluated as an
alternative to the Update. Currently this entry is only allows right-in and right-out turning
movements. With this alternative additional flexibility in terms of turning movements would be
allowed at this campus entry. Additional trips would be added from the implementation of the
Update and even more trips would be generated with the implementation of the Update and the
re-configuration of this intersection. According to the TIA, this intersection operates within the
established thresholds of the City of San Jose and the VTA. Based on this analysis, both the
Update and this alternative potentially have the same environmental impacts.

The potential for an alternative location was evaluated and determined not to be an
environmentally superior alternative. Due to the potentially increased air quality impacts at the
alternative location and the surrounding circulation system impacts anticipated to be increased,
the impacts would be greater at the EVC. It should be noted that the curriculums for SUCC and
EVC are approved by the State and locally by the Board of Trustees and are designed to
provide a balance of curriculums between the two campuses. The alternative location
alternative does not meet the objectives of the District by providing the educational programs in
the SJCC vicinity to meet the needs of the students that attend the SJCC campus. By
relocating the Update components to the EVC campus, the District cannot get the desired
student participation rate, as the student demographics differ at the two Colleges. Lastlythe
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