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Project Location: Mission College is located in Santa Clara County, at 3600 Mission College Boulevard
in the City of Santa Clara. The campus is bound by Mission College Boulevard on the east, north, and
west sides of the campus. On the western side of the campus, Calabazas Creek, a channelized drainage,
occurs immediately west of Mission College Boulevard and separates the college from an existing
residential development. The southern edge of the campus shares a border with both the Mercado Retail
Center and Yahoo! commercial office complex.
Regional access to the Mission College campus is from Highway 101 (Bayshore Freeway) immediately to
the south of the campus and Highway 237 (Mountain View – Alviso Freeway) to the north. Great
America Parkway connects the two freeways and intersects Mission College Boulevard north of Highway
101. The Mission College Boulevard loop road also connects with Wildwood Avenue at the
southwestern corner of the Mercado Retail Center and provides access to the campus from the residential
area west of Calabazas Creek channel. A loop access drive at the Mission College Boulevard entrance to
the campus provides a pick-up and drop-off zone, a bus stop shelter, and connections to a campus loop
drive that allows administration and maintenance access to campus facilities. Figure 1 indicates the
college’s location on a regional and local level.
Project Description: The Mission College campus is developed with eight permanent building
complexes, 34 relocatable buildings, five main parking lots, and various sports fields/facilities. Buildings
currently provide approximately 435,000 square feet of building area, and are located generally in the
center of the campus. The majority of the campus building space is housed in the Main Building, with the
three-story structure providing approximately 235,000 s.f. of building area.
Student parking facilities (Lots A through D) are located along the northern perimeter of the campus,
while faculty parking (Lot E) is situated in the southeast quadrant of the campus. Additional smaller
parking areas are provided in other locations throughout the campus.
The college’s softball fields are situated on the western side of the campus. Sports facilities include a
gymnasium and locker room building, athletic fields for baseball and softball, and lighted tennis courts.
The baseball field is shared with the city of Santa Clara in a collaborative project to keep facilities open
and available to the community as well as the college athletics program. Figure 2 shows existing campus
facilities.
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Since completion of the campus’ Main Building and initial installation of campus infrastructure, changes
in instructional methods have created the need to modify existing space (classrooms, laboratories, and
offices) and develop additional capacity in telecommunications and distance-learning capabilities. Such
modifications would entail a complete re-working of the College’s electrical and telecommunications
structure, and the installation of advanced technology in all classrooms and many of the laboratories. In
addition, these changes in instruction requirements necessitate more flexible work areas be provided for
classified staff. Additional objectives of the master plan are to make as efficient use as possible of the
physical space available within the Mission College campus grounds in order to support and
implement the educational mission of the District and the College, and to avoid cost-prohibitive
building renovations where demolition and replacement would be a more cost-effective means of
providing adequate modern educational facilities.
To meet anticipated future needs, the proposed Educational and Facilities Master Plan (Master Plan) was
developed, consisting of two components: (1) an Educational Master Plan that details the college’s major
future academic and instructional initiatives; and (2) a Facilities Master Plan that provides the
infrastructure to support the academic initiatives. The Facilities Plan is the direct expression of goals
identified by the Educational Plan. The Educational and Facilities Master Plan would involve renovation
and expansion of campus facilities as well as improvement of campus vehicular and pedestrian
circulation. Project components are summarized as follows:


Maintenance projects including maintenance, repair and/or replacement of various building
exterior/interior finishes and utility systems;



Demolition of the Main Building, Central Plant, and Mission Transportables (MT Buildings), and
replacement of the demolished structures with three new buildings;



Renovation and expansion of Hospitality Management facilities;



Construction of ten new buildings; and



Realignment of existing campus roadways and walkways to improve on-site circulation.

The Mission College Facilities Master Plan proposes a framework for land use and capital investment
that meets the goals set forth by the Educational and Facilities Master Plan for the year 2025.
Project implementation would involve development of approximately 220,000 s.f. of new space.
Demolition of the Main Building (235,000 s.f.) would require the construction of three replacement
buildings totaling 207,000 s.f. Project implementation would increase total permanent space on campus
from approximately 435,300 s.f. to 645,400 s.f. All proposed facilities would be developed within the
existing campus boundaries; locations of planned improvements are indicated in Figure 3, the proposed
Educational and Facilities Master Plan (modified to include all listed projects).
It should be noted that the proposed project evaluated in this study includes individual improvement
projects identified by the Master Plan and supplemental improvements as identified by the District. A
detailed list of planned projects and construction schedules are included as Attachment 1.
These projects have been classified into four types of development projects and each project is described
briefly below:
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Maintenance Projects
Maintenance projects for all permanent structures would be implemented at the same time that more
extensive “interior remodeling” and “modification/conversion” projects occur. These projects involve:


Exterior Materials Maintenance and Repair



Interior Finishes Upgrade and Replacement



Utility Systems Maintenance and Replacement (including network, telephone, electrical distribution,
security system, energy management system, clock system, and installation of a fire protection water
main)

Sections 15300 – 15332 of the Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3) include a list of
classes of projects which have been determined not to have a significant effect on the environment and
which shall, therefore, be exempt from the provisions of CEQA. Section 15301 of the CEQA Guidelines
identifies Class 1 exemptions consisting of operation, repair, maintenance, permitting, leasing, licensing,
or minor alteration of existing public or private structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or
topographical features, involving negligible or no expansion of use beyond that existing at the time of the
lead agency’s determination. Exemptions under Section 15301 apply to:


Interior or exterior alterations involving such things as interior partitions, plumbing, and electrical
conveyances;



Existing highways and streets, sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and pedestrian trail, and similar facilities;



Restoration or rehabilitation of deteriorated or damaged structures, facilities, or mechanical
equipment to meet current standards or public health and safety



Additions to existing structures provided that the addition will not result in an increase of more than
10,000 square feet if the project area has all public services and facilities available for maximum
build-out and is not located in an environmentally sensitive area.

Projects that would add less than 10,000 gross square feet (GSF) would be categorically exempt and
therefore, are not specifically evaluated in this Initial Study. Since these projects would not add any new
space, they are not specifically evaluated in this Initial Study. However, the effects of exterior
maintenance in general (e.g., asbestos removal, construction impacts) will be addressed in the Initial
Study.
Demolition Projects
The existing campus buildings are oriented in a radial plan contained within the inner campus loop
road of the campus, with the Main Building centrally located within the current layout. Additional
permanent academic and auxiliary buildings lie along the northern edge of the campus in a radial
plan oriented around the Main Building. A complex of several transportable buildings is currently sited
immediately to the south of the Main Building. As a part of the long-term improvement plans for the
Mission College campus, the Master Plan envisions the demolition and replacement of the Main Building
and Central Plant, the Mission Transportables, and the Child Care portable building.
The Master Plan specifies the demolition requirement for the Main Building, Central Plant, and the
Mission Transportables (MT Buildings). Demolition of these buildings is a requirement of the California
MAY 2008

6

INITIAL STUDY – MISSION COLLEGE EDUCATIONAL AND FACILITIES MASTER PLAN
Community Colleges Chancellor’s Office (CCCCO) in order for the College to be eligible for 50-50
matching State funding for the replacement projects. The Main Building would be replaced with two
three-story structures east and west of the existing Main Building, replacing the 1st and 3rd floor functions
and the 2nd floor uses, respectively. The 1st/3rd Floor Replacement Building would encompass 102,000 s.f.
while the 2nd Floor Replacement Building would provide 105,000 s.f. of building space.
The Central Plant currently provides heating only to the Gymnasium. A mechanical system modification,
including heating and air conditioning equipment, will be required at the existing Gymnasium and
installation will need to be completed prior to the commencement of demolition work on the Central
Plant. In addition, the Central Plant currently houses the college’s facilities offices and corporation yard;
these functions would be relocated to a new 5,000 s.f. replacement building containing office space,
storage area, and corporation yard/delivery area.
The Master Plan also indicates that 22 to 24 of the 26 MT structures on the campus would be demolished,
with only two to four in re-usable condition. The functional two to four buildings would be used
elsewhere within the District. Uses within most of these structures would be relocated to a new 42,000
s.f. building as part of the MT Replacement project component of the Master Plan.
Demolition of the existing childcare portable (MT 17 and 18) would result in the removal of
approximately 1,900 to 2,300 s.f. of building space to accommodate the anticipated project sequencing of
the Master Plan. The Plan indicates that the functions of this transportable building would be replaced
with a 4,000-s.f. one-story building addition to the west side of the existing Child Development Center.
Sitework/Infrastructure Projects
The current campus infrastructure has been in place for approximately thirty years. On-site utilities
include storm drainage, sanitary sewer, domestic water, fire system water, natural gas, electrical,
telecommunications, data, fire alarm, and CCTV lines. The routing of all the major campus utilities
generally follows the pathway of the inner loop road of the campus. Reconstruction and
upgrades/extensions of the existing campus utility infrastructure systems are critical to accommodate the
expansion and renovation needs of the master plan.
The Plan identifies the following access and infrastructure improvements necessary to support the
objectives of the Educational Master Plan:


Realign and Reconfigure Campus Entry at Mission College Boulevard;



Reconstruction and Reconnection of New Telecommunication Infrastructure System;



Modification of Existing Storm Drain and Sanitary Sewer System;



Upgrades to Existing Fire Alarm Systems on Campus; and



Improve Pedestrian/Vehicular.

While the minor alterations of existing highways and streets, sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and pedestrian
trails, and similar facilities would be exempt (Class 1) under Section 15301(c) of the CEQA Guidelines,
the proposed project would involve the extensive realignment of entrance driveway and construction of
additional parking facilities. This Initial Study addresses the effects of these planned improvements.
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In addition to these projects, landscape and sitework would be included in the construction of a new
central plaza within the footprint land vacated by the Main Building/Central Plant demolition. Extensive
landscape and hardscape work is proposed at the entrance to the campus at Mission College Boulevard.
Section 15304(b) of the CEQA Guidelines provides for an exemption of new gardening or landscaping,
including the replacement of existing conventional landscaping with water efficient or fire resistant
landscaping.
Renovation/Expansion Projects
Renovation/expansion projects could include activities involving significant external modifications. These
improvements would be necessary to change a building’s role on campus or greatly expand its
capabilities. Conversion/modification projects would consolidate services or related activities, address
compelling life safety concerns, provide permanent facilities for projects in the preceding categories, or
relieve internal congestion. Buildings in this category include:




Hospitality Management;
Gymnasium; and
Child Care Portable (MT 17).

The Master Plan proposes the renovation and modernization of the existing Hospitality Management
facility, including a new 5,000 s.f. singe-story building addition to provide a baking lab, a small dining
area, a retail floristry lab, additional storage and walk-in cooler facilities. Upgrades to existing seismic
capacities, utility infrastructure, and finish assemblies are also included in this scope. The move of the
Retail Floristry program to this facility should be strongly considered as a desired adjacency with the HM
program.
Physical education facilities improvements proposed by the Plan include the construction of a new 15,000
s.f. gymnasium/multi-use facility. Also, the development of two building additions, totaling 13,000 s.f., to
the existing main Gymnasium facility would house various dance and wellness growth programs.
The demolition of the existing childcare portable building in its current location would require the
relocation of the program to other campus facilities. The Plan proposes to construct a new 4,000 s.f.
single-story building addition to the west side of the existing Child Development Center. An alternate
location for a future facility would be to the east of the existing Child Development Center and slightly
north of the LRC/AV complex.
This Initial Study assesses the environmental effects of this added space. Projects that would add more
than 10,000 GSF are not categorically exempt and are evaluated on a project-specific basis in this Initial
Study. Additionally, each project’s contribution to the Plan-related increases in space, whether greater or
less than 10,000 GSF, would be evaluated on a cumulative basis (part of the total 214,000 s.f. increase) in
this Initial Study.
Interior Remodeling Projects
Interior remodeling would be required for all remaining structures on campus. Different from the more
extensive efforts necessary to convert buildings to new programmatic requirements under the previous
project category above, construction activities in this category include classroom modification, smart
class construction, disabled access improvements, mechanical systems replacement, fire sprinkler
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replacement, lighting and power upgrades, and enhanced data and telecommunications capability.
Buildings in this category include:






Campus Center;
Science Building
Gymnasium;
Learning Resource and A/V Building; and
Child Development Center.

All of the above interior remodeling projects would not increase building size or usable space.
Individually, these projects would qualify under the Class 1 exemption identified by the CEQA
Guidelines (Section 15301).
New Construction Projects
New construction would be required to consolidate activities, address program area deficiencies, and
provide permanent facilities for all programs and services. Potential buildings in this category include:










Information Services;
Main Plaza Activity Building;
Performing Arts Facility;
General Education Building;
Physical Education Facilities;
Indoor Pool Facility;
Child Care Facility;
Future Growth Building; and
Future Growth (Opportunity) Buildings.

The new building construction would result in the addition of approximately 202,000 s.f. of building
space to the Mission College campus. A detailed description of new facilities construction is included in
Attachment1 of the Initial Study.
In addition to these proposed new buildings, the Master Plan specifies the demolition of 267,900 s.f. of
building space and the construction of approximately 258,000 s.f. in replacement buildings.
Consequently, demolition and construction of replacement building space would result in a decrease of
9,900 s.f. from the existing level 435,300 s.f.
New and expansion construction projects would result in the addition of 220,000 s.f. of building space
during the planning period encompassed by the Master Plan, i.e. by 2025. The addition of these new
structures to the campus would increase the total campus building improvements to approximately
645,400 s.f. The development of this additional space would assist the college in meeting the future
academic needs of the community by creating high quality, welcoming facilities that promote the
programs of Mission College and enhance its ability to be the educational and technological heart of the
Silicon Valley.
Projects that would add more than 10,000 GSF are not categorically exempt and are evaluated on a
project-specific basis in this Initial Study. Individual projects that would add less than 10,000 GSF would
be categorically exempt and, therefore, are not specifically evaluated in this Initial Study. However, each
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project’s contribution to the Plan-related increases in space, whether greater or less than 10,000 GSF,
would be evaluated on a cumulative basis (part of the total 220,000 s.f. increase) in this Initial Study.
Environmental Review Process
It should be noted that a preliminary review of the potential environmental effects of the Mission College
Educational and Facilities Master Plan indicates that an environmental impact report (EIR) will be
required to assess fully the effects of the actions proposed as part of the Master Plan. CEQA Guidelines
recommend the preparation of an Initial Study to focus the EIR on only the potentially significant effects,
even if the Lead Agency (West Valley – Mission Community College District) has already concluded that
an EIR is required. The preparation of this Initial Study will allow the Lead Agency to focus on
potentially significant effects and avoid unnecessary analysis of those effects that are not potentially
significant. Additionally, the EIR facilitates the evaluation of impacts that individually may be exempt
from review, but may be cumulatively significant. Due to the nature of the proposed Master Plan, many
individual elements of the project would ordinarily be exempt from the environmental review
requirements of CEQA; however, taken as a whole, these impacts may be significant and will be
evaluated either in this Initial Study or as a part of the EIR.
Consultation with the State Office of Planning and Research indicates that the preparation of a Program
EIR would be an appropriate course of action for the evaluation of the Master Plan’s environmental
impacts. The Program EIR would provide the first tier of environmental analysis for the Master Plan and
form the basis for future evaluation of project elements at appropriate times. The Guidelines encourage
the use of Program EIRs, citing the following advantages:


Provision for a more exhaustive consideration of impacts and alternatives than would be practical
in an individual EIR;



Focus on cumulative impacts that might be overlooked in case-by-case analysis;



Avoidance of continual reconsideration of recurring policy issues;



Early consideration of broad policy alternatives and programmatic mitigation measures; and



Reduction of paperwork by encouraging the reuse of data (through tiering).

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The 164-acre Mission College campus is located in the city of
Santa Clara, near the Highway 101/Great America Parkway interchange. The campus is bounded by
Mission College Boulevard on the east, north, and west. The Mercado Retail Center and commercial
office buildings border the campus on the south. Calabazas Creek and residential uses abut the western
campus boundary. Adjacent land uses include Our Lady of Peace Church and retail commercial uses to
the east as well as commercial development to the north of the campus parking lots.
Other agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreements): The EIR will identify other agency approvals that will be required prior to project
implementation. Approval by the California Community Colleges Chancellor’s Office, Division of the
State Architect, Santa Clara County Fire Department, City of Santa Clara, Santa Clara County Water
District, and Santa Clara County Sanitation District will be required, at a minimum, for building designs,
handicap accessibility, fire and life safety/emergency access.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages:
Aesthetics
Biological Resources
Hazards & Hazardous Materials
Mineral Resources
Public Services
Utilities/Service Systems

X
X
X
X

X
X
X

Agriculture Resources
X Air Quality
Cultural Resources
Geology/Soils
Hydrology/Water Quality
Land Use/Planning
Noise
X Population/Housing
Recreation
X Transportation/Traffic
Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION:
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.
X

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided
or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions
or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Javier Castruita, Director of Facilities
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
ISSUES:
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

I. Aesthetics - Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

X

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?

X

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?

X

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

X

Implementation of the proposed project could result in changes in views of the campus from surrounding
areas. In order to determine the potential for significant visual effects resulting from the development of
new facilities n the Mission College campus, an extensive review and analysis of existing conditions was
completed to establish the baseline aesthetic characteristics of the campus. The facilities proposed by the
Master Plan were then examined to assess the nature and extent of their impacts on the existing aesthetic
conditions provided by the campus and to determine whether further evaluation is warranted in the EIR
that will be prepared for the Master Plan.
Scenic Vistas
There are no designated or notable non-designated scenic vistas in the project area. The project setting,
the existing Mission College site and immediate vicinity, is located within a highly urbanized portion of
the city of Santa Clara, adjacent to a major shopping center, office campuses, and residential
neighborhoods. As is the case throughout the Santa Clara Valley, ridgelines of both the eastern Diablo
Range foothills and western Santa Cruz Mountains are visible from scattered viewpoints in an around the
campus, but outstanding view corridors to the mountains, or views without substantial foreground urban
development are few or non-existent within the project viewshed. Scenic vistas either on or near the
campus would thus be unaffected by the project.
Scenic Highways
There are no designated State or County scenic highways in the vicinity of the project site. No rock
outcroppings, designated or eligible historic structures or other scenic resources within or outside of the
campus would be damaged as a result of the proposed project. Although some trees within the campus
would be affected by the project, none would be considered to represent an important scenic resource.
Visual Character of the Site and Surroundings
Existing Site. The existing campus site presents varying visual character and quality to viewers in
different locations around the campus perimeter, from attractive entry views dominated by a foreground
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of landscaped open space to the west, views of campus buildings from the south, views of athletic fields
and undeveloped land from the west, and views of athletic fields and parking from the north. Overall
these views can be characterized as of moderate visual quality typical of their urban setting (see Figure 4,
Views of Mission College Campus from Immediate Vicinity).
Site Surroundings – Existing Visual Character, Quality, and Viewer Sensitivity. The site surroundings
consist of various commercial and industrial uses on three sides (north, east, and south) including offices,
the Mercado Shopping Center, and light industrial uses, with the exception of Our Lady of Peace Church,
located to the southeast of the main campus entrance. With that exception, surrounding uses in these three
quadrants can be characterized as having moderate existing visual quality, typical of an urban commercial
environment dominated at the streetscape level by parking and lacking special or unique historic or
architectural character. Viewer sensitivity to visual change is similarly considered moderate or low,
typical of the associated commercial activity types occurring in the area, with the possible exception of
the church, which could be could have a higher level of viewer sensitivity. The campus is not visually
evident from Highway 101 to the south, nor from Great America Parkway to the east, the two major
nearby thoroughfares, due to intervening commercial development.
To the west the campus adjoins Calabazas Creek, a channelized flood control facility with abundant
riparian vegetation. Immediately west of the channel, homes of an adjoining residential neighborhood
face the site from the backyards of lots on Sandia Avenue and Manzano Way. Existing visual quality of
the residential neighborhood is moderate, typical of similar urban neighborhoods. Views of the
intervening flood channel are moderately high in quality, dominated by a narrow but dense canopy of
willow riparian forest. Viewer sensitivity of residential neighborhoods is typically considered to be high.
In the case of these potentially affected homes, however, viewer sensitivity is strongly moderated by a
very low level of viewer exposure to the campus, due to the intervening flood channel vegetation,
associated flood walls east and west of the channel, and fencing on the eastern, campus-facing lot lines of
the residences, which are almost entirely single-story (see Figure 5, View A). Because of this existing
screening, few of these nearby homes have substantial visual exposure to the campus.
An existing pedestrian and bicycle trail paralleling Calabazas Creek west of the campus and east of the
flood channel wall would expose recreational trail users to views of proposed project features. These
views are currently of moderate quality and urban character, consisting of views over a foreground of
athletic fields and undeveloped fields to the central campus buildings, with occasional perimeter tree
plantings (see Figure 5, View A). Recreational trail users would have moderately high viewer sensitivity
to visual change.
Proposed Project Visual Changes and Anticipated Impacts. The proposed Campus Master Plan would
replace existing structures, including the three-story Main Building, and existing parking lots and open
spaces with various new one- to partial-three-story structures, and re-configured parking and open space
within the existing campus boundaries. From the perspective of CEQA, affected viewers of concern
would comprise those outside of the campus per se, particularly those with potentially high levels of
sensitivity to visual change, especially from publicly accessible viewpoints. From the perspective of such
off-site viewers, the potential change in visual character and quality as a result of the proposed project
appearance would be little noticed and insignificant. Overall bulk, height, massing and setbacks of the
campus viewed from off-site would be essentially the same as existing, and changes to visual character as
a result of new building configuration and design would, though different in detail, remain consistent and
similar in overall character and quality. Furthermore, the visual sensitivity (susceptibility to visual
impact) of the large majority of users is considered moderate or low due to their activity-types, associated
with commercial and industrial land uses.
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FIGURE 4. VIEWS OF MISSION COLLEGE CAMPUS FROM IMMEDIATE VICINITY

A. VIEW OF MISSION COLLEGE MAIN ENTRANCE, LOOKING TO THE NORTHWEST

B. VIEW OF CENTRAL CAMPUS, LOOKING SOUTHEAST FROM
NORTHWEST CORNER OF CAMPUS PERIMETER
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FIGURE 5. VIEWS FROM POTENTIAL SENSITIVE RECEPTORS

A. VIEW OF EAST-FACING HOMES
ON SANDIA AVENUE , LOOKING
WEST OVER FLOOD CONTROL
CHANNEL
Visual exposure of homes to views
of campus is largely screened by
trees, flood walls, and fencing.

B. VIEW OF CENTRAL CAMPUS
OVER PROPOSED SOCCER
FIELD SITE, FROM PEDESTRIAN
TRAIL ADJACENT TO
CALABAZAS CREEK

C. VIEW LOOKING
NORTHWEST TOWARD
CENTRAL CAMPUS FROM OUR
LADY OF PEACE CHURCH
PARKING LOT
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Potential visual impacts would be most likely in relation to those nearby viewers with high viewer
sensitivity. These include residents west of the campus, recreational trail users west of the campus, and
visitors to Our Lady of Peace Church, east of the campus.
As discussed above, residents on Sandia Avenue and Manzano Way have very limited visual exposure to
views of the campus from their homes due to intervening fencing and vegetation. Thus, changes in
campus appearance from these viewpoints would have negligible effect.
The existing pedestrian and bicycle trail paralleling the creek would expose trail users to views of project
features. However, the general character and quality of those views would remain substantially
unchanged. During Phase 1, an existing vacant field in the trail and streetscape foreground would be
converted to a soccer field. In Phase 2, a small portion of the existing open space west of the existing
tennis courts would be converted to parking (roughly 250 feet of street frontage), and single-story P.E.
building additions, including an indoor pool building, would be added east of the soccer field. At these
distances, behind the open soccer field and existing trees (which would be retained), the new structures
would be inconspicuous to trail users, representing a negligible change in visual character and quality of
views currently dominated by the existing campus. More visually scenic segments of the pedestrian trail
to the northwest of the campus, including a pedestrian bridge over the flood channel linking the trail to
Fairwood School and an adjacent park, are visually isolated from the campus by intervening residences
and creek vegetation. Viewers in this area of the trail would be unable to see the proposed project
features. Views of the campus only become visible to trail users as they arrive at Mission College
Boulevard.
Our Lady of Peace Church, located approximately 1,000 feet from the western campus entrance across
Mission College Boulevard could be considered a potentially sensitive visual receptor. However, from
both the church and its parking lot, views of the proposed project features would be negligible and little
noticed. The three-story 1st and 3rd Floor Replacement Building could be visible from portions of the
Church parking lot, but the resulting change would have a negligible effect on the existing visual
character and quality of those views (see Figure 5, View C).
Thus, minimal overall change in visual appearance of the campus from off-site, and limited visual
exposure of residents to the west, would result in negligible visual impacts as a result of the proposed
project.
Nighttime Glare. The principal anticipated visual effect of the proposed project would result from new
night lighting associated with the soccer field on the western campus boundary and, under Phase 2, an
adjacent parking lot immediately north of the Phase 1 soccer field and west of the existing tennis courts.
As depicted in Figure 6, Views A and B, the general vicinity of the proposed soccer field is already
characterized by extensive, bright athletic night lighting. The proposed lighting would add to this existing
effect. Potentially affected sensitive viewers of these night lighting effects would include the nearest
residents on Sandia Avenue and Manzano Way. As previously noted, currently most direct illumination
(i.e., light cast directly from the light bulb/element to the viewer) from existing night lighting is blocked
or heavily filtered by the dense riparian tree canopy of the Calabazas Creek flood channel and associated
flood walls and fencing. Because of this tree canopy, existing exposure of east-facing windows of nearby
homes to night lighting is limited, as depicted in Figure 5, View A, above. However, depending upon the
exact location, height, and direction of the proposed soccer lighting, direct lighting could potentially be
visible above the rooftops from the street and street-front within portions of Sandia Avenue. Because the
proposed soccer field lights would be located nearer to homes than existing lights, in the worst potential
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FIGURE 6. VIEWS OF VICINITY OF PROPOSED SOCCER FIELD

A. VIEW LOOKING NORTH OVER
PROPOSED SOCCER FIELD
Tall athletic field lights can be seen
in the existing athletic field
directly north of the proposed
soccer field site.

B. VIEW LOOKING NORTHEAST
FROM PROPOSED SOCCER FIELD
Tall athletic field lights and
adjacent tennis court lighting can
be seen adjacent to the proposed
soccer field site.

C. VIEW LOOKING NORTHEAST
TOWARD CAMPUS FROM SANDIA
AVENUE
Street light standards and tree
plantings at the western edge of
Mission College (along Mission
College Boulevard) in the vicinity of
proposed soccer fields can be seen in
this view to the northeast over the
rooftop of a home on Sandia Avenue
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cases direct illumination from nearby, tall new soccer field lights, directed westward, could be visible
above rooftops and result in a substantial night lighting impact to viewers on Sandia Avenue (see Figure
6, View C). Additionally, a small number of two-story homes on Sandia Avenue and Manzano Way
facing the flood channel but without heavy tree screening could potentially be affected by increased
impact from the addition of new soccer field lighting. Either of these effects could, in the worst case,
result in significant night lighting impacts.
The following mitigation measures shall be incorporated into the design guidelines specified by the
Master Plan to reduce direct, off-site illumination from proposed soccer field lighting that would
potentially affect residents on Sandia Avenue:
1. Lighting design for the proposed soccer field shall, through location, height and selection of light
fixtures, and through shielding and direction of lighting, avoid all direct illumination visible from
nearby residential streets.
2. If complete elimination of direct lighting compatible with adequate field lighting is not feasible
through lighting design measures as described above, tall tree screening complementary with the
existing street-front tree plantings at the western edge of the soccer fields shall be installed along the
street-front facing Calabazas Creek and Sandia Avenue to screen direct lighting. Large-container
plant material of fast-growing tree species shall be installed to achieve screening within a reasonable
period of time.
3. Lighting levels for soccer fields shall not exceed by more than five (5) percent the Illuminating
Engineering Society of North America (IESNA) published standards for the proposed activity.
4. Soccer filed lighting, except for lights reasonably necessary for security purposes, shall be turned off
within two (2) hours after the event or closure of the facility, or when required by other regulatory
ordinance.
Through implementation of these measures, potential significant adverse effects due to night soccer-field
lighting would be reduced to less-than significant levels.
Light Pollution. In addition to direct illumination effects of night lighting, due to the unusual brightness
of athletic field lighting or the absence of shielding in some athletic field lighting, uplighting may result
in “backscatter” lighting or reflected illumination from moisture in the night sky in the surrounding area.
Such reflected lighting may be perceptible from the street and yards around nearby homes over a wider
area than that subject to direct lighting impacts. Such backscatter lighting would be unlikely to be
perceived as a substantial impact on residential streets that already possess standard street lighting, since
such street lighting would be much brighter than new ambient reflected night sky light.
Light pollution effects from such up-lighting are not a significant concern in a heavily urbanized area
such as Santa Clara, where light pollution is already strong, and small incremental additions such as the
proposed soccer lights would not be widely noticed. However, the proposed Master Plan recognizes that
the Mission College campus should minimize its contribution to existing light pollution and includes
specific guidelines to ensure that campus improvements will not exacerbate these conditions. The Plan
includes the following measures:


Restricting light pollution through installing cut-off light fixtures that direct light down and are
less than 26 feet in height.
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Restricting energy usage through selection of light fixtures that accept low wattage bulb options
and offer a balanced light spectrum.



Restricting operational hours of light fixtures to provide safe lighting levels during hours of
operation of the adjacent facilities.

Parking Lot Lighting. Night lighting for the proposed parking would be less potentially intrusive than
athletic field lighting, consisting of typical parking lot light standards that include shielding, cut-offs, and
downward-directed illumination. With typical night lighting design controls to avoid direct off-site
illumination, this lighting would not impact nearby residents.
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

II. Agriculture Resources - Would the project:
a) 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?

X

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?

X

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
farmland, to non-agricultural use?

X

The Mission College campus is currently developed with college facilities and is surrounded by urban
uses. Therefore, project implementation would not result in any impacts to farmlands, conflict with any
agricultural uses, or cause conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use.
III. Air Quality - Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plan?

X

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially
to an existing or projected air quality violation?

X

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is nonattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions, which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

X

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

X

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number
of people?

X
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Potential air quality impacts associated with the project would relate primarily to vehicular emissions
from changes in traffic that would result from implementation of the project. Long-term increases in
vehicular traffic and changes in traffic circulation due to project implementation would have the potential
to increase air pollutant emissions both on a local (micro-scale) and regional basis. Proposed demolition,
remodeling, and new construction would result in short-term increases in dust and exhaust emissions.
Also, the proposed addition of a General Education Building including a laboratory facility could
introduce a new source of odors and toxic air contaminant emissions. The EIR will evaluate the potential
for these air quality impacts due to project implementation.
Project construction and operation would result in increased greenhouse gas emissions (GHGs), which
would contribute to global climate change effects. The EIR will estimate potential increases in GHG
emissions associated with project implementation and evaluate the project’s consistency with the
California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32).
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

IV. Biological Resources - Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

X

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
any other sensitive natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife
Service?

X

X

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

X

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

X

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

X
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The Mission College campus is developed with college facilities, including classroom buildings,
education support activity buildings, sports fields, parking lots, walkways, roadways, and landscaping.
With the exception of open fields in the western portion of the campus and habitat mitigation areas in the
eastern and southern parts of the campus, the grounds of the campus have been modified with urban
landscaping. The Master Plan identifies landscapes in and around Mission College as largely cultural in
origin. These range from planting of eucalyptus along the perimeter road system, to planting of
redwoods and oaks south of the existing Main Building, to a range of more intensive planted
landscapes nearer the existing campus center, including rose gardens, palm alleys and other highly
ornamental landscapes.
Historically, the campus property has provided habitat for burrowing owls (Athene cunicularia) at least
since 1987. The burrowing owl is designated as a “Species of Special Concern” in California and
warrants careful consideration during the evaluation of potential impacts that could result from
development proposals. Burrowing owl use of the campus has been previously well documented in
environmental assessments conducted for past projects proposed by the College.1 As many as 60 adults
have been observed on the site at a given time, and as many as 27 nesting pairs were known to use the site
in any year. Burrowing owls have been previously translocated from the campus and also relocated to
other locations on the campus as take-avoidance mitigations. The past mitigation efforts, including habitat
set-aside areas on the campus, were conducted as required for various development proposals associated
with the College’s property.
On August 24, 2000, the West Valley – Mission Community College District and the California
Department of Fish & Game signed a Comprehensive Mitigation Agreement (CMA) that addressed
required mitigation for potential impacts to burrowing owl habitat on the campus. The CMA includes
provisions for the mitigation of habitat loss on the campus as well as the provision of on-site mitigation
areas for burrowing owl habitat.
The proposed Master Plan would have two primary effects on the biological resources occurring on the
campus. First, the improvement plans identified by the Master Plan include new construction, renovation,
and expansion projects for campus facilities that would affect existing habitat on the campus. The
California Department of Fish and Game has jurisdiction over these resources and a close assessment of
the project’s potential impacts on biological resources will be required. To the extent that there are no
specific plans for habitat conservation presented in the Master Plan, the EIR will need to provide an
assessment for future conservation of the habitat resources on the campus, recognizing that more specific,
detailed plans would be required for projects identified in the Master Plan.
A second category of potential impact entails the removal of landscaping, including mature trees, in
several locations on the campus for new building construction and expansion of existing facilities. In
certain cases, the new facilities may require the removal of trees that are commonly protected in the
surrounding communities. This would constitute an adverse effect of project implementation and will be
examined further in the EIR.
The EIR analysis will include background research regarding special-status species and habitats,
including information compiled by biological resource studies that have been completed by the District.
Assessment of existing habitats on campus and in the immediate project vicinity will also contribute to

1

H.T. Harvey & Associates, July 15, 1999.
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the biotic resource assessment. The program-level impact analysis will focus on evaluating the effects of
the project elements individually and cumulatively.
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

V. Cultural Resources - Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in 15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5?

X
X

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?

X
X

Construction activities associated with project implementation could result in disturbance of historical or
archaeological resources, if such resources are present on campus. As part of the EIR impact analysis, a
historical archival search and field inspection of the campus will be completed to determine the potential
for encountering historical or prehistoric archaeological materials.
VI. Geology and Soils - Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:
i) 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? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

X

X

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
c) Be located 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?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial
risks to life or property?
e) Have 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?
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Seismic Hazards. Geotechnical investigations have been conducted for past projects on the Mission
College campus. These reports, Geotechnical Investigation and Geologic Hazards Investigation,2 provide
an analysis of general geologic conditions at the campus site. Due to the nature geologic conditions and
the evaluation of multiple locations on the campus, the discussions of geologic characteristics, soils
conditions, and potential seismic hazards affecting specific development site locations would be
applicable to the campus as a whole.
Based on a site reconnaissance and a review of published data, there is no evidence of active or potential
faulting on or adjacent to the project area. The campus is not within an Alquist-Priolo Special Studies
Zone, which designates faults considered to be active based on known Holocene surface displacement.
Therefore, the potential for fault rupture on the site is considered to be very low.
The Mission College campus lies in the seismically active San Francisco Bay area and it is likely that
existing and proposed buildings will experience strong seismic shaking during their design life. There are
several large active faults trending northwest – southeast through the region that have the potential to
generate large earthquakes. The main trace of the San Andreas fault is the largest individual fault in the
system and historically has generated the largest magnitude earthquakes. Although seismic hazards are
potentially significant, there are several engineering and design modifications as well as precautionary
procedures that can be implemented to reduce these seismic hazards. A geotechnical investigation will be
prepared for individual projects identified by the Master Plan and appropriate mitigation measures will be
specified for each project as needed.
Soils Hazards. Soils on the campus site are primarily medium stiff to very stiff cohesive clay to depths of
approximately 41 feet. These soils are not characteristically known to be subject to liquefaction.
Consequently, the potential risk of seismic ground failure hazards is considered low.
The campus is bounded by Calabazas Creek, a levee-enclosed flood control channel designed to protect
adjoining properties from the 100-year flood. The campus could potentially be flooded during a larger
storm event than the 100-year flood; however, there is less than a one percent chance of this occurring in
any given year. Inundation of the existing structures and buildings proposed by the Master Plan would not
likely be extensive for this type of event.
Campus terrain is nearly level with no evidence of existing or potential soil instability. The potential for
landslides or lateral spreading on the campus is considered negligible. Due to the level topography of the
campus and limited requirements for grading and excavation, the potential for erosion during construction
of individual projects would be relatively low. However, the cumulative effects of site preparation and
grading would increase the risk of soil erosion and appropriate measures will need to be incorporated into
construction plans for individual projects.
The stiff cohesive clay soils on the campus would result in minimal soil subsidence hazards on the site.
However, clay soils have expansive properties and this can result in potential damage to buildings with
improperly designed foundations. The potential effects of expansive soils on foundations can be reduced
to less than significant levels through compliance with current building and safety code requirements, and
implementation of engineering and design modifications as recommended by the geotechnical
investigations that will be required for individual project components of the Master Plan.

2

Harding Lawson Associates, 1992, 1997.
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The Master Plan indicates that the College reviewed an evaluation of seismic performance prepared for
the Main Building to determine the most appropriate design improvements and renovations for this
structure. The results of this review revealed that extensive structural modifications would be required to
reduce the potential for structural damage from seismic events. The analyses conducted for the structure
presented several options for appropriate improvements to the Main Building, including costly
renovations and complete replacement of the building. The College determined that the most costeffective alternative was the replacement of the Main Building with two smaller buildings that would
perform the same functions. Similar assessments would be conducted for other campus buildings as part
of individual improvement projects identified by the Master Plan.
Potential geotechnical hazards would be reduced to a less-than-significant level by implementation of the
mitigation measures below. In addition, the State of California will require that all construction on the
campus comply with the latest version of the Uniform Building Code, which includes special
requirements for public school facilities. School requirements are more stringent than those required for
general structures.
The following mitigation measures will be required to reduce potential geotechnical hazards and soils
constraints to a less-than-significant level:
5. Geotechnical and/or soil engineering investigations will be performed for each renovation,
expansion, and new construction project. The recommendations of these studies shall be incorporated
into the design and implementation for all Master Plan project elements.
6. Detailed surveys of seismic strengthening needs will be performed in all buildings to be remodeled or
renovated.
7. A survey of non-structural elements will be conducted in all buildings to determine seismic resistance
needs.
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

VII. Hazards and Hazardous Materials - Would the
project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?
b) 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?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within onequarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?
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Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?
h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

X

X

X

X

Public health hazards would be associated with three aspects of the proposed project: (1) the potential to
encounter hazardous materials in subsurface soils or groundwater during construction of planned facilities;
(2) potential release of hazardous building materials during demolition of temporary structures or removal
of building materials as part of planned renovation, expansion, or conversion of existing permanent
buildings; and (3) the use and storage of hazardous materials as part of campus uses and the potential for
toxic air emissions from school operations.
A computerized database search 3 was conducted to identify permitted hazardous materials uses at the
college and to assess the potential for encountering contaminated soil and/or groundwater as a result of
project activities. Based on this search, Mission College is classified as a large quantity generator under the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and has permitted underground storage tanks. These
are considered permitted uses of hazardous materials that are well regulated although violations of RCRA
regulations are reported.
The college is also identified in the Spills, Leaks, Investigation, and Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing of the
San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (SLIC Reg2) and in Leaking Underground
Storage Tank (LUST) and CORTESE databases. Listing in these databases indicates that soil and/or
groundwater contamination has occurred although no specific information is provided regarding
contaminants identified or their concentrations. Limited information available from the database search
indicates that one SLIC case and one LUST case have been closed. As of January 2001, one LUST case
was still open and information available from the database search indicates that MTBE has been
identified in the groundwater. One SLIC case involving solvents is reported as inactive. It will be
necessary to conduct reviews of regulatory agency files to identify specific contaminants of concern,
where the contaminants have been identified, and the status of closure for each case.

3

EDR, 2003. EDR Field Check Report, Mission College. February 4.
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The EIR will analyze the potential to encounter hazardous materials in soil and groundwater during
implementation of project activities based on further analysis of soil and groundwater conditions that
resulted from historic releases. The EIR will also analyze the potential to encounter hazardous building
materials such as asbestos, lead-based paint, and PCB-containing materials during building renovation
and demolition. Potential public health and environmental impacts related to transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials and a release of hazardous materials will be assessed on the basis of site specific
information obtained and potential future changes in the use of hazardous materials as a result of project
implementation. Mitigation measures will be identified. The EIR will also address potential impacts
related to the use of hazardous materials within 0.25 mile of a school.
The project is not located within an airport land use plan area or within two miles of a public use airport
or in the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, the project would not be expected to result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area. The project would also not impair or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response or emergency evacuation plan and would not expose
people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. These impacts
will not be further discussed in the EIR.
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

VIII. Hydrology and Water Quality - Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?
b) 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)?
c) 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?
d) 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?

X

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
g) 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?

X
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Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures, which
would impede or redirect flood flows?

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

X

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

X

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

X

Water Quality. Since Master Plan implementation would not alter the existing campus use, it is not
expected to introduce any new point sources of effluent discharges. Therefore, the project would not
violate waste discharge requirements.
Mission College is located within the West Valley Watershed area of Santa Clara County. The West
Valley Watersheds are an 85-square-mile area of multiple small-creek watersheds. Characterized by the
contrast between its channelized creeks on the valley floor and its more natural streams in the hillsides,
this watershed is the county's smallest. The closest drainage channels to the campus are Calabazas Creek
immediately to the west and San Tomas Aquino Creek, approximately 0.5 mile to the east of the campus.
Runoff generated on the campus drains to surface drainage facilities that discharge into Calabazas creek
and eventually into the San Francisco Bay. With respect to non-point sources, stringent water quality
regulations of the Clean Water Act have recently been triggered because the NPDES (National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System) permit program has failed to protect beneficial uses of Santa Clara
County’s creeks and the South San Francisco Bay. Evidence includes violations of ambient water quality
criteria, high concentrations of toxic substances, and fish consumption health advisories. These new
regulations require that all discharges shall comply with Provision C.3, New and Redevelopment
Performance Standards of Order No. 01-024 of the NPDES permit program.
Pursuant to Provision C.3 of Order No. 01-024, the District will be required to incorporate stormwater
treatment Best Management Practices (BMPs) into each project’s design to reduce stormwater pollution
to the maximum extent practicable. As part of new building construction, the District will be required to
implement non-point source pollution prevention measures such as directing all roof runoff to energy
dissipators and dispersing runoff as sheet flow into landscaped areas (such as bio-swales). Project
designs shall be required to maximize infiltration, provide retention or detention, slow runoff, and
minimize impervious land coverage to reduce pollutant loads from site to the maximum extent
practicable. Implementation of such measures would reduce potential water quality impacts to a lessthan-significant level.
Groundwater. The existing campus is extensively covered by impervious services associated with
campus parking lots, buildings, and recreational facilities. Although project implementation would result
in an increase in impervious surfaces associated with new and replacement building construction, and
various building additions, such an increase is not expected to substantially interfere with groundwater
recharge. Local clay soils conditions inhibit the capacity of the campus site to contribute substantially to
groundwater recharge. Any increase in water demand resulting from increased student enrollment or
instructional capacity would not deplete groundwater supplies since water is supplied by the San Jose
Water Company, which derives water from sources other than the local groundwater aquifer.
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Storm Drainage. Stormwater runoff generated on-campus enters surface drainage facilities that drain into
Calabazas Creek. New building construction and building additions that would occur with project
implementation would alter drainage patterns in the vicinity of these buildings, but would not alter
existing drainage patterns on-campus. Such building construction would result in an increase in
impervious surfaces on campus and increase the rate or amount of surface runoff from the campus
overall. The Master Plan provides guidance for the development of appropriate storm drainage facilities
that would be consistent with required best management practices, reduce runoff, and promote re-use of
storm water for landscape purposes.
In addition, non-point source water quality measures will be required as part of new construction and
these measures emphasize maximizing infiltration, providing retention or detention, slowing runoff, and
minimizing impervious land coverage to reduce pollutant loads from the site to the maximum extent
practicable. The Master Plan indicates that detention basins and wetlands could be incorporated into the
academic quadrangle areas to provide storm water treatment. Such measures would help delay peak flows
and reduce stormwater runoff volumes, offsetting incremental increases associated with project-related
new construction.
Flood Hazards. The campus project site adjoins Calabazas Creek to the west. According to Santa Clara
Valley Water District (SCVWD) and Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood maps,4 the
Mission College campus is not located within any mapped FEMA or SCVWD flood zones. Therefore,
proposed building additions and new building construction would also be located outside any mapped
flood zones for the 100-year storm.
Implementation of the following mitigation measures will reduce potential water quality effects to a lessthan-significant level:
8. All new construction projects located outside of existing development areas (outside existing building
footprints, roadways, walkways, and paved areas) shall be subject to requirements of Provision C.3,
New and Redevelopment Performance Standards of Order No. 01-024 of the NPDES permit program.
These projects shall incorporate the following measures:

4



Interim and final erosion control plans shall be prepared.



Project designs shall incorporate stormwater treatment Best Management Practices (BMPs) such
as directing all roof runoff to energy dissipators and dispersing runoff as sheet flow into
landscaped areas (such as bio-swales).



Project designs shall be required to maximize infiltration, provide retention or detention, slow
runoff, and minimize impervious land coverage to reduce pollutant loads from site to the
maximum extent practicable.

Source of SCVWD and FEMA flood maps: http://www.fema.gov and http://www.valleywater.org/index.htm
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Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

IX. Land Use and Planning - Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?

X

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

X

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan?

X

The proposed Master Plan project would result in a reorganization of campus facilities within the
boundaries of the existing campus. Existing buildings would be renovated, converted, expanded, or
replaced while ten new buildings would be added to the campus. In addition, some campus roadways and
pathways would be realigned, reconfigured, or consolidated to improve vehicle and pedestrian circulation.
All proposed activities would occur within existing campus boundaries and, therefore, would not divide
an established community.
The Mission College is part of the State Community College system, and therefore, the City of Santa
Clara General Plan does not have jurisdictional authority over the campus. However, the District
cooperates with the local agencies in land use planning efforts that affect both jurisdictions. To ensure
that the campus planning program responds to the needs of the community, the EIR will present a
discussion of the proposed project’s consistency with the City’s General Plan as it pertains to adjacent
land uses.
There are no adopted habitat conservation plans that apply to the campus. The Santa Clara General Plan
does not identify any habitat conservation plans or natural community conservation plans that apply to the
Mission College campus. The District has entered into a Comprehensive Mitigation Agreement for the
potential loss of burrowing owl habitat on the college campus. The CMA is discussed in Section IV,
Biological Resources, above.
X. Mineral Resources - Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

X

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

X

The Santa Clara General Plan does not identify any regionally or locally important mineral resources on
the Mission College campus.
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Potentially
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Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
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Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XI. Noise - Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

X

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

X

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

X

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

X

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

X

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

X

Implementation of the proposed project would result in noise increases during construction of planned
projects. Such noise increases, although temporary, could disrupt campus uses as well as neighboring
uses. Project implementation could also result in long-term increases in traffic, changes in traffic
circulation on local streets as well as on campus, and operational changes (changes in campus activities,
etc.). The EIR will evaluate construction-related and operational noise impacts that could result from
project implementation.
Pile driving could be required as part of any project-related building construction. Due to the campus
location and intervening distances relative to surrounding development, any construction-related
groundborne vibration or noise is not expected to significantly affect existing development located
outside campus boundaries. However, the EIR will evaluate the potential for groundborne vibration
effects on existing campus buildings that are planned to be retained. In addition, the types of planned
campus uses (e.g., classrooms, laboratories, student facilities, support facilities) are not expected to
generate excessive groundborne vibration or noise as part of campus operations.
Mission College is not located within two miles of a public airport or private airstrip and therefore, no
related impacts would be anticipated.
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Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR
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Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XII. Population and Housing – Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

X

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

X

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

X

The proposed Master Plan developments would support anticipated increases in student enrollments and
instructional capacity. Plan implementation would also result in an increase in staff. Although Planrelated growth could be considered as accommodating projected growth in the area, the increase in
students and staff could also be considered to induce additional residents in the Santa Clara area. Any
growth-inducing effects of the Plan in the Santa Clara area would be subject to the city’s land use
management guidelines affecting future potential growth. However, a proportion of the College’s
enrollment comes from areas outside of the District’s political boundaries;5 therefore, growth outside the
city’s boundaries could be induced by Plan implementation and this issue will be addressed in the EIR.
Implementation of the project would not displace any existing housing or result in the need to provide
replacement housing.
XIII. Public Services a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:
Fire protection?

X

Police protection?

X

Schools?

X

Parks?

X

Other public facilities?

5

X

WVMCCD, 2008. Mission College Educational Master Plan. January, 2008.
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Implementation of the proposed project is not expected to significantly increase the demand for public
services since these services are already provided to existing campus uses. However, the increase in
student enrollment and instructional capacity could increase demand for fire protection services. The
Santa Clara County Fire Department will be required to review each campus building improvement plan
(remodeling and expansion/conversion projects), and the project will need to meet Department
requirements for minimum fire flow, hydrant spacing, provision of automatic fire sprinkler systems in
project buildings, hose valves/standpipes, and minimum turning radius and turnaround areas for access.
The EIR will contact the Fire Department to determine if there are any service capacity constraints or
limitations to providing required service.
Increased student enrollment and any Plan-related changes in the campus’ hours of operation could
increase or alter the demand for police protection services. However, these services are provided by the
Campus Police Department, and the City’s Police Department could be affected by Plan implementation.
The EIR will contact the Campus Police Department to determine if there are any service capacity
constraints or limitations to providing required service.
Since Mission College is a community college, projected increases in student enrollment and instructional
capacity are not expected to directly increase the residential population in the campus vicinity and
therefore, would not result in impacts on local elementary, junior high, and high schools in Santa Clara.
Plan implementation would result in beneficial impacts on the local community college capacity by
allowing the campus to accommodate additional students.
For a discussion of the project’s impact on parks, see the discussion below under Section XIV,
Recreation.
Plan implementation would increase the number of students and employees on campus and impacts on
any other governmental services, if any, will be addressed in the EIR.
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XIV. Recreation a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

X

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities,
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

X

Since Mission College is a community college, projected increases in student enrollment and instructional
capacity are not expected to directly increase the residential population in the campus vicinity and
therefore, would not increase usage of nearby City recreational facilities. Although the proposed Plan
would support the projected increase in student enrollment, these additional students are expected to use
on-campus recreational facilities rather than increase demand for recreational facilities in adjacent
neighborhoods. Also, the College’s softball fields are currently available to Santa Clara residents through
agreements between the District and the City of Santa Clara.
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The proposed Plan would include interior remodeling and expansion of the Physical Education (P.E.)
facilities as well as construction of a new P.E. building and an indoor pool facility. The proposed
expansion of sports and recreational facilities on the campus could extend additional recreational
opportunities to community residents, providing a beneficial effect through planned campus
improvements. However, the proposed development of additional sports playing fields on the west side of
the campus could adversely affect existing burrowing owl habitat on the campus. The EIR will address
potential disruption of on-campus burrowing owl habitat as part of the review and analyses conducted for
the Biological Resources section of the EIR.
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XV. Transportation/Traffic - Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in relation
to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system
(i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?

X

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?

X

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?

X

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

X

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

X

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

X

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)?

X

Project implementation would support projected increases in student enrollment and instructional
capacity. Although Master Plan projects involving interior remodeling and renovation of existing
buildings would not directly generate additional traffic, building projects providing more assignable space
(increasing instructional capacity) and indirectly increasing student enrollment could result in traffic
increases. The EIR will assess Plan-related impacts on roadways and intersections providing access to the
college as well as any potential changes in local circulation, including increases in possible cut-through
traffic in the retail center south of the college campus.
The campus is located approximately 2.35 miles northwest of the San Jose International Airport and 2.9
miles southeast of Moffett Field. The campus is not within the safety areas for these airports. In addition,
the proposed Plan is not expected to result in increased air traffic because the campus serves the local
community. Plan implementation would not affect air traffic patterns nor would it result in any related
impacts on airport operations.
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The EIR will address traffic safety issues associated with planned roadway improvements including:
realignment of campus entry at Mission College Boulevard, development of new parking and access to
the campus, and reconfiguration/consolidation of campus roadways. The EIR will also assess whether
these road improvements could affect emergency response to campus facilities.
Increased student enrollment and instructional capacity could increase parking demand. The EIR will
examine adequacy of campus parking facilities to accommodate this additional demand.
The EIR will also address other issues such as Plan-related impacts on transit ridership or operations,
pedestrian access, and bicycle access. In addition, the EIR will evaluate consistency of Plan-related
circulation improvements with adopted City policies.
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XVI. Utilities and Service Systems – Would the project:
X

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 significant
environmental effects?

X

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?

X

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

X

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?

X

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the projects solid waste disposal needs?

X

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

X

The existing Mission College campus already generates wastewater. Project implementation would result
in the expansion of educational uses similar to those that already exist. No new uses are planned that
would generate wastewater that exceeds the RWQCB treatment requirements.
Water, wastewater, and storm drainage infrastructure are currently provided to existing campus facilities
on the project site. The EIR will assess the proposed project’s effects on public facilities and identify the
need for any required infrastructure improvements both on campus and in its vicinity.
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Increased student enrollment and instructional capacity could increase solid waste generation and the EIR
will address this issue. Project implementation would not alter existing campus uses and, therefore,
would not alter the College’s ability to comply with federal, state, and local solid waste regulations.
Potentially
Sig. Impact
– Analysis
Required in
EIR

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources)

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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 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 the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

X

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)?

X

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

X

The Initial Study has evaluated the potential occurrence of significant environmental effects resulting
from the implementation of the Mission Community College Education and Facilities Master Plan and
related complementary projects. As required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the
Initial Study examines the level of impacts that could occur for all of the topics identified by the CEQA
checklist and indicates which impacts could be mitigated through the Master Plan to a level that is less
than significant and which potential impacts would require a more in-depth analysis through the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report. The Initial Study also identifies those areas without
potential impacts or less than significant effects.
Project implementation would have no significant adverse impacts on agricultural or mineral resources
(Sections II and X), as well as land use and recreation effects (Sections IX and XIV). The assessments for
aesthetics, cultural, geological/soils, and hydrological resources (Sections I, V, VI, and VIII, respectively)
indicated that potentially significant impacts could result from project implementation; however,
appropriate mitigation measures will be implemented as part of the Plan to reduce such impacts to less
than significant levels.
The screening analyses conducted through the Initial Study also indicated that several issues would
warrant more detailed review and consideration through the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report. These topics include: air quality, biological resources, hazards and hazardous materials, noise,
population (growth inducement), public services, traffic, and utilities. The EIR will address these issues
as well as cumulative impacts associated with project implementation and all of the additional topical
issues required by CEQA.
MAY 2008

35

ATTACHMENT 1
Detailed List of Planned Projects

Facilities Master Plan - 85% Draft 1/28/2008

Master Plan Project Descriptions
Campus Entry/Landscaping/I.S. Building — Reconstruction of the main
campus entry drive, including hardscape and landscape improvements,
construction of a new 5,500 s.f. facility to consolidate the I.S. Dept. and
Campus Police into a single facility, which would be utilized as the campus
emergency response center, extension and connection of a new technology
infrastructure hub for the campus to the I.S. Building, and construction of
a ninety (90) vehicle short-term parking area directly south of the revised
entry.
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Infrastructure Technology and Survey — Consultant survey and report
on the existing telecommunications infrastructure, the reconstruction and
reconnection of the new telecom infrastructure system in preparation for the
demolition of the existing Main Building, and all subsequent remodel and
new construction work are part of the master plan.
Sewer Infrastructure — Modifications to the existing storm drain and sanitary
sewer lines to accommodate the completion of the master plan, including
added capacity, rerouting for constructability of projects, and modifications
to correct minor deficiencies in the existing storm drain system.
Fire Alarm Modifications — Upgrades to the existing fire alarm systems
on campus, particularly in older existing facilities, to provide a centrallymonitored, addressable system which meets applicable code requirements in
each applicable campus facility.
Hospitality Management (HM) Reconstruction — Renovation/modernization
of the existing HM facility, including a new 5,000 s.f., (1)-story building
addition to provide a baking lab, a small dining area, additional storage
and walk-in cooler facilities.  Upgrades to existing seismic capacities, utility
infrastructure, and finish assemblies are also included in this scope. The move
of the Retail Floristry program to this facility should be strongly considered as
a desired adjacency with the HM program.
New Building (2nd Floor Replacement Project) — Construction of a new
63,000 s.f. (2)-story replacement building project, including adjacent sitework
and landscaping, for the existing 2nd Floor programs in the Main Bldg. that
is slated for demolition.
New Building (1st/3rd Floor Replacement Project) — Construction of a
new 95,000 s.f. (2)-story (partial 3-story component) replacement building
project, including sitework and landscaping, for the existing 1st and 3rd
Floor programs in the Main Bldg. that is slated for demolition.  Construction
of a faculty parking area and driveways to the south of the building will also
be a part of this project.
New Building (Facilities Building/Corporation Yard) — Construction of
a new 5,000 s.f. replacement building, including offices, storage area, and
construction of a new corporation yard/delivery area to replace the existing
facilities offices and corporation yard, located in the Main Building Central
Plant that is slated for demolition.
Main Building/Central Plant Demolition/Gymnasium HVAC — A complete
demolition of the existing Main Building and Central Plant facilities,
including abatement, foundations, and utilities will be required. The Central
Plant currently provides heating only to the Gymnasium. A mechanical
system modification, including heating and air conditioning equipment, will
be required at the existing Gymnasium. This work will need to be installed
and operational prior to the commencement of demolition work on the
Central Plant.
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Interdisciplinary Plaza Completion Project — Construction of a new central
plaza within the footprint land vacated by the Main Building/Central Plant
demolition work. This project will include a canopy addition, sitework,
landscaping, pedestrian and vehicular circulation upgrades, wayfinding, and
utility upgrades.

New Building (Main Plaza Activity Building) — Construction of a new
6,000 s.f. (1)-story student activity building to be located just south of the
existing Campus Center building, along the edge an of interdisciplinary plaza.
The building will contain utility infrastructure for outdoor performance or
assemblies, storage, conferencing, and a small food service component.
Childcare Reconstruction — Demolition of the existing childcare portable
building in its current location, and relocation of the program within a new
4,000 s.f. (1)-story building addition to the west side of the existing Child
Development Center. An alternate location for a future facility is indicated
on the master plan to the east of the existing Child Development Center and
slightly north of the LRC/AV complex.
New Building (MT Replacement Project) — A complete new   42,000 s.f.
(2)-story replacement building project, including removal of the majority
of existing Mission Transportable (MT) buildings on campus, sitework,
landscaping, and replacement space for the current programs located in the
existing MT facilities.
Pedestrian/Vehicular Pathway Improvements/Wayfinding (Sequence II) —
Initial sequence of roadway and pedestrian walk work to improve campus
circulation and provide code-related emergency vehicle access throughout the
campus. Also included is new signage work to provide improved wayfinding
for both pedestrians and vehicular traffic throughout the campus.
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New Building (Performing Arts Facility) — Construction of a new 200-250
seat, 18,000 s.f. performing arts facility, including sitework, landscaping, and
connection to the southeast portion of the previous MT Replacement facility
described above. It is anticipated that this facility will provide for college
performance space, as well as possible public/private sector performance
opportunities.
New Building (General Education Building) — Construction of a new 48,000
s.f. (2)-story classroom/lab facility, including sitework and landscaping, to
accommodate growth programs within the college.
New Building/Building Additions (P.E. Facilities) — Construction of a new
15,000 s.f. gymnasium/multi-use facility, and construction of (2) building
additions totaling 13,000 s.f. to the existing main Gymnasium facility to
house various dance and wellness growth programs.
Southwest Parking Lot Addition — Construction of an additional parking
lot and driveways to accommodate additional parking needs related to the
growth space being constructed in the master plan.
New Athletic Field — Construction of a combined soccer/football field with
potential for bleachers, and surrounding running track. Project may include
relocation of the existing tennis courts to an alternate location on the north
side of the campus (current Parking Lot ‘D’).
New West Parking Lot — Construction of a new parking lot and driveways
to serve the additional parking needs for the new athletic fields project noted
above.
New Indoor Pool Facility — Construction of a new 20,000 s.f., fifty (50)
meter indoor pool facility including public seating, showers, restrooms, and
a pump/chemical storage room. This project may have significant publicprivate partnership opportunities for the college within the region.
Future Growth Building (Child Care Facility) — Located on the north side
of the existing LRC/AV complex, and directly east of the existing Child
Development facility, a future (1)-story building of approximately 6,000 s.f.
and an adjoining play area are anticipated as part of the master plan.
Future Growth Building (Academic) — Located directly west of the MT
Replacement project, and south of the General Ed Building, a future
(2)-story 24,000 s.f. academic facility is anticipated as part of the master plan
to accommodate future growth of the College’s diverse programs.
Future Growth Buildings (Opportunity Buildings) — Located along the
south perimeter of the campus there are two (2) future 30,000 s.f. (2)-story
facilities anticipated in the master plan. These facilities represent opportunity
sites which may contain academic growth space, a public/private opportunity,
or a combination of both.
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Potential Public/Private Opportunity Sites and Projects — The master plan
delineates the entire north parking lot area, and portions of the existing
Mercado/Yahoo! sites, as potential opportunities for future public/private
projects. The EIR should incorporate the possibility of multiple options since
a wide range of potential projects have been considered. Among the project
types to be considered are the following: multi-story parking garage, mixeduse retail/faculty housing, commercial/office, retail facilities (including
restaurants), and student housing facilities. In addition, the EIR should
consider the potential partnering of the college with athletic groups.
Pedestrian/Vehicular Pathway Improvements/Wayfinding (Phase IV) —
Balance of roadway and pedestrian walk work to improve campus circulation
and provide code-related emergency vehicle access throughout the campus.
Also included is new signage work to provide improved wayfinding for both
pedestrians and vehicular traffic throughout the campus.
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Master Plan Preliminary Schedule

Schedule for Completion of Environmental Review for Mission College
Master Plan
Task
Prepare Draft Initial Study
Review Draft Initial Study
Revise/Produce/Submit
Public Initial Study
Issue Notice of Preparation
for EIR
Public Review Period for IS
Public Hearing for IS
Prepare Administrative
Draft EIR
Submit ADEIR
Review ADEIR
Revise ADEIR/Issue DEIR
for Public Review
DEIR Public Review
Conduct Public Hearing on
DEIR
Compile Public Comments
on DEIR
Review Comments with
District/College
Prepare Response to
Comments/FEIR
Review Response to
Comments
Complete FEIR
Public Hearing for FEIR
Certification/ Project
Approval/
File Notice of Completion
with County Clerk

Responsibility
Environmental Team
District/College Staff
Environmental Team

Period
(days)
30
10 (assumed)
7

District/College Staff
Responsible
Agencies/ Public
District/College Staff
Environmental Team
Environmental Team
District/College Staff
Environmental Team
Responsible
Agencies/ Public
District/College Staff

Delivery/Completion
Date
May 9, 2008
May 19, 2008
May 26, 2008
May 26, 2008

30

June 24, 2008
District determines

60

14 (assumed)
10

July 18, 2008
August 1, 2008
August 11, 2008

45

September 24, 2008
District determines

District/College Staff

September 25, 2008

Environmental Team

District determines

Environmental Team

14

October 15, 2008

District/College Staff

14
(assumed)
7

October 29, 2008

Environmental Team
Environmental Team
District/College Staff
District/College Staff

November 5, 2008
District determines

November, 2008

