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• Causes transit demand above the levels able to be adequately provided by local transit operators 
or agencies.  

 
The project would add a small amount of transit riders to the area’s BART and bus services. This 
analysis was based on an approximately 75 percent and 25 percent split of motorists and transit users; 
therefore, the project is expected to generate five total transit trips (one inbound/four outbound) in the 
AM and 10 total transit trips (five inbound/outbound) in the PM peak hours. The trips are assumed to 
be spread evenly across all available transit routes serving the regional transportation hub at the El 
Cerrito del Norte BART Station. These transit riders would be a negligible addition due to the wide 
range of available transit options, and would not exceed available capacities.  
 
Therefore, there would be no significant adverse impact to the area transit service as a result of the 
project. 
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the 
project: 
 

    

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?  

 

    

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or 
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause signifi-
cant environmental effects?  

 

    

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water 
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environ-
mental effects?  

 

    

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the pro-
ject from existing entitlements and resources, or are new 
or expanded entitlements needed?  

 

    

e) 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 projected 
demand in addition to the provider�s existing commit-
ments?  

 

    

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity 
to accommodate the project�s solid waste disposal 
needs?  
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g) Comply with federal, State, and local statutes and regula-
tions related to solid waste?  

 

    

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? (Less-than-Significant Impact) 

 
The proposed project would be located on an urban infill site that is already served by utilities and 
public service systems; however, the change in uses on the site from a parking lot and small commer-
cial structure to residential units and retail space would result in an increased demand for services and 
utilities. As part of the building permit review process, all departments and agencies responsible for 
providing utilities and public services are consulted to determine their ability to provide services to 
the proposed project. Implementation of the proposed project is not expected to exceed wastewater 
treatment requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board.28  
 
b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expan-

sion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? (Less-than-Significant Impact) 

 
Water supply and treatment are provided to the City by East Bay Municipal Utility District 
(EBMUD). Stege Sanitary District provides the City with wastewater collection services. Both water 
and sewer impact fees are collected and levied by EBMUD. The 2003 Housing Element of the 
General Plan analyzed the development of vacant and underutilized parcels throughout the City and 
concluded that there is sufficient infrastructure available, including water and sewer infrastructure, to 
allow development to occur as outlined in the plan. 
 
Implementation of the proposed project would result in the need for provision of water and 
wastewater service to approximately 131 residents and 11,000 square feet of retail space. Water 
service standards set by the General Plan allocate 250 gallons per day for residential households with 
up to 4 persons and an additional 62 gallons per day for each additional person. The General Plan EIR 
identifies a commercial use consumption rate of one gallon per day per 55 square feet. Based on these 
water demand rates, the proposed project would require approximately 14,500 gallons per day for the 
residential component and 200 gallons per day for the retail component. EBMUD has projected that 
water demand for 2005 will be 38 million gallons per day (MGD) for multi-family use and 19 MGD 
for commercial use. The increased demand that would result from this project is less than 0.05 percent 
of the current demand.  
 
Wastewater generated by proposed uses would be approximately 90 percent of water demand, or 
13,230 gallons per day.29 EBMUD’s Wastewater Treatment Plant in Oakland has an average annual 

                                                      
28 King, Bruce, 2006. Maintenance and Engineering Manager, El Cerrito Public Works Department. Personal 

communication with LSA Associates, Inc. March 3.  
29 Wastewater generation rate from El Cerrito Plaza Mixed-Use Development Project Draft Subsequent EIR, 

November 1, 2004. 
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daily flow of approximately 80 MGD. The project would generate less than 0.02 percent of this 
average annual daily flow Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision, need, or construction of water and 
wastewater service systems.  
 
c) 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? 
(Less-than-Significant Impact) 

 
At the time of the drafting of the General Plan, the City had completed the first phase of storm drain 
rehabilitation, which addressed the most critical drainage concerns. This $6.3 million bond issued in 
1993 reduced system overflows and the occurrence of localized flood events during heavy rainstorms 
and dramatically improved the capacity of the system. The City is also placing greater emphasis on 
creek restoration and use as part of the storm drain system. The City’s management guidelines were 
adopted in order to comply with the Clean Water Program and National Pollution Discharge Elimina-
tion System (NPDES) requirements. The project would be required to comply with these regulations 
and must detain and treat 75 percent of a major storm event on-site. No off-site facilities would be 
required to accommodate stormwater drainage.30 Therefore, the proposed project would not result in 
the construction or expansion of storm water drainage facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects.  
 
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and 

resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? (Less-than-Significant Impact) 
 
See XVI b above. 
 
e) 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 projected demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing commitments? (Less-than-Significant Impact) 

 
See XVI b above. 
 
f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid 

waste disposal needs? (Less-than-Significant Impact) 
 
The City of El Cerrito is within the jurisdiction boundaries of the West Contra Costa Integrated Waste 
Management Authority (WCCIWMA). WCCIWMA sends waste to two landfills. In 2000, the latest 
date for which good data is available, the authority sent 180,257 tons per year to the West Contra 
Costa Landfill and sent 11,117 tons per year to the Keller Canyon Landfill.31 The City also contracts 
with East Bay Sanitary Company for garbage collection. East Bay Sanitary Company hauls waste to 
the West Contra Costa Landfill. Although the West Contra Costa Landfill had a scheduled closure 

                                                      
30 King, Bruce, 2006. Maintenance and Engineering Manager, El Cerrito Public Works Department. Personal 

communication with LSA Associates, Inc. March 3. 
31 California Integrated Waste Management Board, 2006. Jurisdiction Landfill Operations, Active Landfill 

Profiles. http://www.ciwmb.ca.gov/profiles/default.asp.  
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date of January 2006, it has not reached capacity and will operate for a few more years.32 Data from 
2000 indicate the Keller Canyon Landfill has a remaining capacity of 91 percent (68,279,670 cubic 
yards) and is scheduled to remain open through December 2030. Existing landfills have sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs.  
 
g) Comply with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? (Less-

than-Significant Impact) 

The City must divert 50 percent of its solid waste through reduction, recycling, composting, and other 
activities. In order to achieve this aim, the City offers recycling services through its franchise East 
Bay Sanitary Company, and requires new development projects to comply with Zoning Ordinance 
provisions regarding recycling area design. The City will not issue a building permit until the 
recycling area is approved by the design review board. The proposed project would provide recycling 
receptacles in compliance with statues and regulations relating to solid waste.  
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XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 
 

    

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality 
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a 
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife popula-
tion to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the num-
ber or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal, or eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory?  

 

    

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually lim-
ited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively con-
siderable” means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects of other current pro-
jects, and the effects of probable future projects.)  

 

    

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly?  

 

    

 
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially 

reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of 

                                                      
32 King, Bruce, 2006. Maintenance and Engineering Manager, El Cerrito Public Works Department. Personal 

communication with LSA Associates, Inc. March 3. 
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the major periods of California history or prehistory? (Potentially Significant Unless Mitiga-
tion Incorporated) 

 
The proposed project site is located in an area that has been previously developed. This infill site is 
within an urbanized area having little biological value. Despite the absence of biological resources on 
the site, the project would potentially contribute to the degradation of water quality through storm 
water runoff, which may adversely affect riparian wildlife species. No known important examples of 
major periods of California history or prehistory are located on the site. However, significant impacts 
could result if archaeological materials are discovered during excavation and related construction 
activities. 
 
Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce impacts to natural and historic 
resources to a less-than-significant level: Mitigation Measures BIO-1, CULT-1, CULT-2, CULT-3, 
CULT-4, CULT-5, HYD-1a, HYD-1b, and HYD-2. 
 
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 

(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, 
and the effects of probable future projects.)? (Less-than-Significant Impact) 

 
The proposed project would replace a parking lot and small commercial building on an underutilized 
City block with 58 residential units and 11,000 square feet of retail space. The project’s close 
proximity to BART and its location in a central urban area with existing infrastructure reduces the 
possible cumulative effects the project may have in combination with other planned development in 
El Cerrito and surrounding communities. The impacts of the proposed project are individually limited 
and not cumulatively considerable. 
 
c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 

human beings, either directly or indirectly? (Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated) 

 
The project could have substantial adverse effects on human beings through: air quality degradation 
during the construction period; placing people at risk to seismic and soils hazards; creating substantial 
noise during the construction period; and placing new residents close to noise sources. However, 
these potential impacts would be mitigated to a less-than-significant level through implementation of 
the following mitigation measures: Mitigation Measures AIR-1, AIR-2, AIR-3, GEO-1, GEO-2, 
GEO-3, GEO-4, HAZ-1, HAZ-2, HAZ-3, NOISE-1, NOISE-2, NOISE-3, NOISE-4, NOISE-5, and 
NOISE-6. 
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