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EXHIBIT A

Analysis ofLack ofSignificant New Information From the Concurrent Extension

The following analysis demonstrates for each category of environmental analysis in

Chapter 3 ofthe EIR that revising the Project to include the Concurrent Extension would nor

require recirculation As discussed below the impacts of the Project are generally the same under

either the Concurrent Extension or the Deferred Extension because constructing Stoneridge Drive as

part ofthe initial phase of the project instead of in 2030 does not change the proposed uses ofthe

project

There are however four instances where it appears that constructing Stoneridge
Drive under the Concurrent Extension rather than the Deferred Extension may result in

transportation impacts that are different from chose identified in the EIRs Project-leveltransportation
analysis We have defined these impacts as Concurrent Extension Impacts The Concurrent

Extension Impacts do not require recirculation because the Draft EIR discloses each of these

impacts either asa cumulative impact of the Project oras a project-level impactof the Existing Specific Plan
Alternative The Foregoing

analysis applies equally to the impacts of the Concurrent Extension with the
lee Center Alternative shoulditbe adopted instead of the Project Asa consequence the analysis below

separately discusses the impacts of the Ice Center Alternative onlytothe extent they are likely
to differ from the impacts of the Project with the Concurrent Extension31

Aestheticsand Visual Quality While the

Concurrent Extension would widen segments of Stoneridge Driveat an earlier date

than the Deferred Extension theConcurrent Extension would notadd new construction orroadways

elsewhere on the project site chat would result in new impacts to scenic resources visual character or

light and glare Accordingly revising the Project to include the Concurrent Extension wuuldnot

result innew significant aesthetics and visual quality impacts orsubs antial increasesin previously idemified

aesthetics andvisual quality impacts32

Airuali Revising the

Project to include the Concurrent Extension would notresult innew significant air

quality impacts orsthstanrial increasesin previously identified air quality impacts AImpactAQ-I

Conflicts withan applicable air quality planThe DraftEIR

concludes that with the Deferred Extension the Project will not conflict with an

applicable air quality plan resulting ina less than significant impact Impact AQ-lDraft EIR
page 32-11 As withtheDeferred

Extension construction of the Concurrent Exrension would nor result in conflicts
with an applicable airquality plan Phe Draft EIR indicates thaz the applicable airquality plan

isbased on the 1989 Stoneridge Drive Specific Plan The 1989 AS1 I1 15
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Stoneridge Drive Specific Plan assumes the Concurrent Extension and approximately twice as many

trips as the Project The Concurrent Extension like the Deferred Extension would generate fewer

trips than assumed in the adopted air quality plan and consequently would result in growth and

local traffic congestion at levels below the baseline assumed by the adopted air quality plan Revising
the Project to include the Concurrent Extension would therefore just as with the Deferred

Extension result in a less than significant impact to applicable air quality plans

While the Ice Center Alternative would generate more trips than the Project the

1989 Stoneridge Drive Specific Plan would still generate more than 15 times as many trips The Tce

Center Alternative with the Concurrent Extension would therefore still resul in a less than

significant impact to applicable air quality plans

B ImpactAQ-2Short-term airquality emissions TheDraft

EIR concludes that with the Deferred Extension the Project will result in less than

significant short-term air qualityimpacts after mitigation Impact AQ-2 Dra EIRpage3 2-12J The construction

oftwoadditional lanesofStoneridge Driveaspart ofthe Project wide the Concurrent Extension would generate slightly

moreconstruction-related emissions thanwith theDeferredExtension However the dust control

measures ofmitigation measure AQ-2lwould applyto reduce theadditionalimpacts of

the Concurrent Extension roaless than significant levelC ImpactAQ-3 Regional emissions theDraft EIR

concludes thatwith the Deferred

Extension the Project willresult in significant and unavoidable regional emission impacts after mitigation

Impact AQ-3 Draft EIRpage32-13 The regional emissionsanalysis ofthe

Dra EIRisbased on the tripgcncra ion rates of the project which will not change withthe Concurrent

Exrension Regional emissions impacts therefore will remain significant and unavoidable under the Concurrent Extension
aswith theDeferred ExtensionDImpactAQ-4 Localized carbon monoxide air quality impacts

TheDraf

EIR concludesthat withthe Deferred Extension the Project

will result in less than significant localized carbon monoxide air quality impacts Impact AQ-4

Draft EIR page32-16 The Draft EIR based its analysisof localized carbon monoxide

airqualityimpacts under 2015 conditions that assumed the Concurrent Extension The Draft EIR therefore has already

analyzed the impactsof the Concurrent Extension on localized air quality E ImpactAQ-S
Toxic air contaminants The DraftFIR concludes that with the

Deferred Extensionthe Project will result

in less thansignificant toxic air contaminant impacts after mitigation Impact AQ-5 Draf EIR page

32-17 Potential exposure ofonsite residents totoxic air contaminantsdue ro proximity ro
I-580wouldnot change underConcurrent Extension because it would nor alter the distance between the Projects

senior housing uses and I-580The impact of the Concurrent Extension therefore would bedre

sameas the impact of the DeferredExtension assumed in the Draft EIRPotential exposureof

off-site residents and nearby schools would bethe same with the Concurrent Extension because as statedin
the DraftEIRtheproposed project would not cause area roadways other than I-580ssns3 iz
ss s



to exceed CARBsscreening threshold for high-trafficroadways including Stoneridge Drive even with
extension ofStoneridge Drive which is not part of the proposed project butis included in the City

sGeneral Plan Draft EIR page32-18Exposurefrom the Livermore Airport wouldbe the same

with theConcurrent Extension because Livermore Airport operations would notbe affected by

the Concurrent ExtensionFImpactAQ-6

Odors TheDraft EIR

concludes that under the Deferred Fxrension the Projectwill result in less than

significant odor impacts Impact AQ-6 Draft EIR page32-19 Because the usesofthe Project site would be

the same with the Concurren Extension theProject would notgenerate any significant additional odors as

aresultofthe Concurrent Extension G ImpactAQ-7 GreenhouregasJeJ The Draft

EIR concludesthat under

the Deferred Extension the Project will result inless than significant greenhouse gas

impacts Impact AQ-7 DraftEIR page32-19 Mobilearea and indirect source generationrateswill be
the same with theConcurrent Extension because the number of vehicle trips generated anduses conducted

by theProject willbe the same Greenhouse gas impacts therefore will be the same with

the Concurrent Extension 33 Biological Resources The Project willdisturb

thesurface ofthe

entire project site regardless ofthe Concurrent Extension or the Deferred Extension and like

theDraft EIR s analysisofthe Existing Specific Plan Alternativewhich assumes the Concurrent Extension
pose the same potential impacts to biological resources The biological resources impacts
of the Concurrent Extension arc therefore thesame as those identified for the

in the Drafr EIR Construction ofa second bridge across Arroyo Mocho toaccommodate two additional lanes
ofStoneridge Drive with the Concurren Extension isthe only exception However as

stated inthe Final EIRthe mitiga ion measures identified in the Draft EIR Forbridge
construction impacts including Bio-212223243241425

161626 3and 71 81HY-41 andNO-2 122and41andCR-1 would alsoapplyto reducethe impacts ofthe second ArroyoMocho
bridge toshe same less than significant level as the impacts ofthe fist bridge Final EIR page

3-24 The Concurrent Extension therefore will not pose any new significant biological resourcesimpacts

or substantially increase the severity of such impacts beyond what is
identified inthe DraftEIR34Hazards and Hazardous Materials The Concurrent Extension of

an additional two

lanesof Stoneridge Drive during buildout

oftheproject will not alter the conclusions oftheDraft EIR
regarding potential hazards and hazardous materials impacts Most suchrisks are associated with the proposed uses

ofthe project site which remain unchanged with theConcurrent Extension the potential for a

hazardous release with the Concurrent Extension is therefore the same as under the Deferred

Extension Any potential forexposure to hazardous materials due to earlier construction ofStoneridge Drive
with the Concurrent Extension willaswith the Deferred Extension be reduced toa

less thansiguificant caass z-s s



level through compliance with federal state and local use storage and transport regulations and the

mitigation mcasures proposed in the Drah EIR

The Concurrcnt Extension therefore will not pose any new significant hazards or

hazardous marerials impacts or substantially increase the severity of such impacts beyond what is

idemified in the Draft EIR

35 I-lydrologyand Water Quality Impacts

on hydrology and water quality will remain substamially thesame with the Concurrent
Extension because the ConcurrentFxrensionwillnot alter the proposed uses of the project

site The Concurrent Extensionofan additional twolanes of Stoneridge Drive may introduce
limited additional impervious area at an earlier date than the Deferred Extension The Concurrent

Extension would also require the constructionofa second bridge across Arroyo Mocho earlier

than otherwise anticipated See Section33above for related mitigation However the aggregate

impacts of the Concurrent Extension andthe Deferred Extension are the same Compliance

with the same BMPs local state and federal permitting requirements and mitigation measures
discussedin the Draft E IRwill reduce any potential additional impactsof the Concurrent Extension

toa less than significant level Biological Resources The

Concurrent Extension therefore willnot pose any new significant hydrologyorwater

quality impactsor substantially increasethe severity of such impacts beyond what is identified in
the Draft FIR3

6Land Use and Agricultural ResourcesI

heanalysis of the Draft EIR comprehends the impacts of the Concurrent Extension because
the proposed uses of the Staples Ranch site arc he same under the Concurrent Extensionand

the Deferred Extension The Concurrent Extension therefore will not pose any new significant land
use or agricultural resources impactsor substantially increase the severity of such impacts beyond
what is identified in the Draft EIR3

7Noise The

impacts of constructingan additional two lanes of Stoneridge Drive and pile- driving
associated with the constructionofasecond bridge across Arroyo Mocho willbe the same as the

impacts analyzed by the Draft EIR for the first two lanes and first bridge of Stoneridge Drive The

combined noise impacts of conremporaneous constructionofboth halves ofStoneridge Drive with

the Concurrent Extension will not be greater than with the Deferred Exrension because the noise
created by the constructionofeach halfofSroneridge Drivewillbe reduced toa less than significant

level by the noise attenuation measuresof Mitigation Measure NO-31Additionalpile- driving noise
impacts associated with theconstruction ofasecond bridge across Arroyo Mochn would also

be mitigated toa less than significant levelby Mitigation Measure NO-21becauseitrequires compliance with

thesame peak particle velocity standard regardless of whether one or two bridges are constructed

at any given time The same notification requirements ofMitigation measure NO-22
would alsuapplytoreduce pile-driving impacts to alessthan significant Level See Section 33 above
for additional relatedmitigation R555 195v5



tLnbient transportation noise levels may be higher wihthe Concurrent Extension

due m additional through-trafficalong Stoneridge Drive under project conditions The Draft EIR analyzed

these impacts at the cumulative level along with the impacts of additional traffic caused by cumulative
projects The Draft EIR determined that the cumulative ambient transportation noise impacts

of the Project would be less than significant through implementationof mitigation measures identified

at the project level As such while the Concurrent Extension could introduce additional ambient

transportation noise impacts at an earlier date than the Deferred Extension the Draft EIR has

already analyzed such impacts at the cumulative Icvel and has deemed themto be less han significant

after mitigation All

other potenial noise impacts of the Concurrent Extension are the same as the Deferred

Extension because the proposed uses of the project site with either scenario remain die same

The

Concurren Extension therefore poses no new significant noise impacts orsubstantial

increases inthe severity of such impacts beyond those identified in the Draft EIR3

8Population Em loymentand Housin The

potential population employmen and housing impacts of the Concurren Extension

are the same as the Deferred Extension because the Concurren Extension willnot change the
uses of the project site Indirect population growth if any as a result of construeionofSroneridge

Drive could beinduced atan earlier date as a result ofthe Concurren Extensionbut the total

amount of induced growth would be the same with the Concurrent Extensionas wick the Deferred

FxrensionAs stated in the Draft EIR the growth-inducing impactsofthe Project and the Ice Cener

have been anticipated by the more intensive usesofthe project site contemplated bythe1989 Stoneridge

Drive Specific Plan which assumes the Concurrent Extension andare therefore less than

significant The Concurrent

Extension therefore posesnonew significant impactsto population employment or
housing or substantial increases in theseverity of such impacts beyond those identified in
the Draft EIR39

TragsportationRevising the

Project to include the Concurrent Extension would notrequire recirculation hecause
this revision would not result innew significant transportation impactsorincensify the

severity of transportation impacts beyond chose already disclosed and assessed in the Draft EIR

Asa

threshold maaer many of theproject-level impacts analyzedinthe transportation analysis of

theDraft EIR are independent ofthe Deferred Extension and are therefore the same

whether the ExtensionisDeferred orConcurrent These impacts include Impact TR-4 air traffic
patternsDraft DEIR page39-40 Impact TR- BARTexpansionDrakEIR page39-40 Impact TR-6

design featureandincompatible use hazardsDraft EIR page 39-41 Impact TR-7 emergenry access Draft EIRpage3
9-42 ImpactTR-8 parking capacity Draft EIR page 43ImpactTR-9 alternative transportationDraft EIR page 43

Impact TR-10 freight SN45ijS ire




