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From:  Casey Divine 

James Reyff  

Illingworth & Rodkin, Inc.  

  

SUBJECT: Stevens Creek Promenade Update, San José, CA –  

Update to the Air Quality Impact Analysis Job# 16-198 

  

This memo reports Illingworth & Rodkin, Inc.’s (I&R) analysis of changes to construction air 

quality impacts based on the revisions made to the construction schedule for the Stevens Creek 

Promenade Project in San José, California. I&R prepared the Air Quality Assessment, dated May 

3, 2022, which analyzed the entire project being constructed in one phase. The project is now 

proposed to be constructed in two phases. This memo describes how this change in the construction 

schedule to two phases affects conclusions and required mitigation measures identified in the Air 

Quality Assessment.   

 

Project Air Quality Impacts 

 

Construction air quality impacts for the Project were described primarily in terms of daily 

construction emissions and local health risks from all activity. Annual and average daily emissions 

of criteria air pollutants (or their precursors) from the Project were predicted to be well below 

thresholds used to judge significance. Localized Project construction emissions were predicted to 

expose sensitive receptors to increased cancer risk and annual fine particulate matter (PM2.5) 

concentrations that exceed significance thresholds recommended by the Bay Area Air Quality 

Management District (BAAQMD). Two mitigation measures were identified to reduce the health 

risk impacts below significance levels:  Mitigation Measure AQ-1: Include measures to control 

dust and exhaust during construction (i.e., BAAQMD basic best management practices) and 

Mitigation Measure AQ-2: Selection of equipment during construction to minimize emissions (i.e., 

electric-powered or Tier 4 diesel engines). With these mitigation measures, impacts would be 

reduced well below significance thresholds. 
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Proposed Two-Phased Construction Schedule Impacts 

 

The Project is proposing to construct the project in two phases; Phase 1 would construct Building 

A (affordable units) and the street improvements and Phase 2 would construct Buildings B and C 

(market rate units) and the hotel. There would be no changes to the unit counts or building square 

footage. Figure 1 shows the project’s phasing. 

 

Construction over two phases would extend the overall construction schedule. This would disperse 

the project construction emissions over a longer period for both criteria air pollutant emissions and 

health risk. Therefore, the emissions and health risk levels for the two-phased construction 

schedule would be less intense than what was analyzed in the original assessment under the one-

phase construction schedule, and the mitigation measures identified in the original report would 

also mitigate any impacts from the proposed two-phased construction activities. 

 

In addition, once constructed Building A could be occupied with sensitive receptors while Phase 

2 is being constructed. However, the measures proposed to mitigate construction impacts at the 

off-site maximally exposure individual (MEI) receptor would be sufficient to mitigate potential 

impacts for the Building A receptors. This is because the Building A receptors would only be 

exposed to construction from Phase 2, whereas the off-site MEI receptor would be exposure to 

construction from both Phases 1 and 2.  
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FIGURE 1. PHASING PLAN 

 
 


