
 

  

155 Mason Circle 
Concord, CA 94520 

phone (925) 685-9301 
fax (925) 685-0266 

www.contracostamosquito.com 

  
 

November 26, 2024 

 

Adrian Veliz 
Contra Costa County 
Department of Conserva�on and Development 
Community Development Division 
30 Muir Road 
Mar�nez, CA 94553 

Re: Project Loca�on CDDP24-03051 Bella Vista Apartments (Address: 2867 & 3105 WILLOW PASS RD, 
BAY POINT, CA 945653236), (APN: 093081027) Addi�onal APNs: 093-081-027 (1.98 AC), 093-081-028 
(0.509 AC) 
 

Dear Adrian Veliz,  

Thank you for the opportunity to express the posi�on of the Contra Costa Mosquito & Vector Control 
District (the District) regarding the proposed project located at 2867 Willow Pass Road, APN 093081027 
and Addi�onal APNs: 093-081-027 (1.98 AC), 093-081-028 (0.509 AC) in Bay Point, CA.  

As a bit of background, the District is tasked with reducing the risk of diseases spread by vectors in 
Contra Costa County by controlling them in a responsible, environmentally-conscious manner.  A 
“vector” means any animal capable of transmi�ng the causa�ve agent of human disease or capable of 
producing human discomfort or injury, including, but not limited to, mosquitoes, flies, mites, �cks, other 
arthropods, and rodents and other vertebrates.  Under the California Health and Safety Code, property 
owners retain the responsibility to ensure that the structure(s), device(s), other project elements, and all 
addi�onal facets of their property do not produce or harbor vectors, or otherwise create a nuisance.  
Owners are required to take measures to abate any nuisance caused by ac�vi�es undertaken and/or by 
the structure(s), device(s), or other feature(s) on their property.  Failure by the owner(s) to adequately 
address a nuisance may lead to abatement by the Contra Costa Mosquito & Vector Control District and 
civil penal�es up to $1,000 per day pursuant to California Health and Safety Code §2060 et seq. 

All mosquitoes require water to complete their life cycle.  Projects that construct impervious surface, 
alter water flow or drainage, introduce irriga�on, contain water conveyance or treatment elements, etc. 
have the poten�al to produce standing water and vector breeding habitat, crea�ng a poten�al health 
hazard for area ci�zens, pets, and wildlife.  Vector species that may breed in such locales have the ability 
to not only affect nearby individuals, but poten�ally spread disease viruses to persons and other animals 
several miles away.  

This project design includes impervious features which can create areas of stagnant water to pond. 
Careful considera�ons for design and construc�on should be employed for all facets of the project in 
order to prevent crea�ng suitable vector habitat.  No feature of the project should create areas of 



   

 

stagnant water that remain in excess of 72 hours.  A thorough opera�on and maintenance plan should 
include steps to preclude vector produc�on and con�ngencies to remedy such issues if they arise.   

Addi�onally, efforts should be made to keep the grounds, office, storage areas, trash enclosure, etc. from 
becoming atrac�ve harborage for rodents.  The trash enclosure should have sealed containers and be 
kept clean.  Thorough exclusion work on structures, paired with eradica�ng available food and water 
sources, should reduce the atrac�veness of the site to these animals, thus limi�ng poten�al for diseases 
spread by rodents and rodent-associated vectors. 

Addressing these concerns in the project planning phases can not only beter protect public health and 
reduce the need for vector control efforts, but avoid costly retrofits and fines for property owners in the 
future.  Please don’t hesitate to contact the District should you have any ques�ons or need anything 
further.   

Sincerely, 

 

Heidi Budge 
Vector Control Planner 
925-771-6126 
hbudge@contracostamosquito.com 

 

 

 

 

 



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION & DEVELOPMENT 
30 Muir Road  
Martinez, CA  94553 
Telephone: (925) 655-2709 Fax: (925) 655-2750 

 
TO: Adrian Veliz, Project Planner 
 
FROM: Robert Sarmiento, Transportation Planning Section 
   
DATE: December 3, 2024 
 

SUBJECT: Bay Point Affordable Multi-Family Project (LP22-02029) 
 
The Transportation Planning Section has reviewed the subject project, located at the intersection 
of Willow Pass Road and Clearland Drive in Bay Point. Comments are below; in summary, they 
pertain to level of service, bicycle facilities, parking (bicycles and electric vehicles), and 
transportation demand management. Details are below. Please let me know if you have any 
questions. 
 
Background 
The project is subject to the following policies and plans: 
 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT): On June 23, 2020, in compliance with SB 743 (2013), the 
Board of Supervisors adopted Transportation Analysis Guidelines1 (TAG), which defines the 
County’s approach to analyzing VMT impacts from certain projects. As a result of SB 743, VMT 
is the metric used to define transportation impacts in a CEQA review. 
  
Level of Service (LOS): The County and the Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) 
require an LOS analysis in order to comply with the Growth Management Program. CCTA 
maintains the Technical Procedures Manual2, which defines the approach to analyzing LOS 
impacts from certain projects. While LOS is no longer considered an impact under CEQA, SB 
743 does allow local jurisdictions to maintain LOS-based policies and standards.  
 
Contra Costa County Complete Streets Policy3: In July 2016, the County adopted the 
Complete Streets Policy, which ensures that the needs of travelers of all ages and abilities, in a 
wide variety of travel modes, are considered in all planning, programming, design, construction, 
operations, and maintenance activities. 
 

 
1 County Transportation Analysis Guidelines: 
https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/70739/FINAL-CCC-Transportation-Analysis-Guidelines-
v3-5-10-21 
2 CCTA Technical Procedures: https://ccta.net/wp-
content/uploads/2018/12/Final_Technical_Procedures_Full_Jan2013-1.pdf 
3 Complete Streets Policy:  

2016: Complete Streets Resolution - link, CS Policy - link 

https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/70739/FINAL-CCC-Transportation-Analysis-Guidelines-v3-5-10-21
https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/70739/FINAL-CCC-Transportation-Analysis-Guidelines-v3-5-10-21
https://ccta.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Final_Technical_Procedures_Full_Jan2013-1.pdf
https://ccta.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Final_Technical_Procedures_Full_Jan2013-1.pdf
http://64.166.146.245/docs/2016/BOS/20160712_784/23923_BO_Adoption%20of%20Complete%20Streets%20Resolution%20%26%20Policy.pdf
http://64.166.146.245/docs/2016/BOS/20160712_784/23923_Exhibit%20A%20-%20Complete%20Streets%20Policy%20Final%20Draft.pdf


File: Transportation > Land Development > Subdivision Review > General > 2024 
G:\Transportation\R. Sarmiento\Assignments\Development Review\County\Bay Point Affordable Multi-Family 
Project (DP24-03051)\Comments\Bay Point Affordable Multi-Family Project (DP24-03051) Comment Letter.docx 

Contra Costa County Active Transportation Plan (ATP): The ATP4 identifies opportunities 
to improve bicycling and walking throughout the unincorporated areas of the County. The ATP 
identifies Willow Pass Road in Bay Point as a high-priority corridor for future Class IV 
separated bicycle facilities. 
 
Comments 
1. The project will not require a VMT analysis, based on the following: 
 

Project Characteristics 
• ½ mile away from the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station 
 
VMT Screening Criteria 
• Residential, retail, office projects, or mixed-use projects proposed within ½ mile of an 

existing major transit stop or an existing stop along a high-quality transit corridor 
 

2. In accordance with the CCTA Measure J Growth Management Program, a traffic study that 
includes an evaluation of LOS impacts is required to be conducted for the project. 

 
3. Any proposed frontage improvements along Willow Pass Road should not conflict with the 

existing Class II bicycle facility or a future Class IV separated bicycle facility. 
 

4. Please have the applicant identify the number of short-term bicycle parking facilities that are 
proposed for the project. In addition, consistent with the County’s Off-Street Parking 
Ordinance5, the project is required to provide long-term bicycle parking facilities. 

 
5. Consistent with the County’s Electric Vehicle Ordinance6, the project is required to provide a 

minimum of thirteen fully operational electric vehicles charging spaces (EVCS). The project 
proposes only eleven EVCS. 

 
6. Consistent with the County’s Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Ordinance, which 

requires a residential project with 13 or more units to develop a TDM program7, a TDM 
program8 must be developed for the project, reviewed by County staff, and subsequently 
approved prior to issuance of the first building permit. As a part of the TDM Ordinance 
requirement, the applicant shall consult with Tri Delta Transit9 on the need to provide 
infrastructure to connect the project with Tri Delta Transit services. Evidence of compliance 
with this requirement may include correspondence from the Tri Delta Transit regarding the 
potential need for installing bus turnouts, shelters, or bus stops at the project site. 

 
cc: John Cunningham, DCD 
 Maureen Toms, DCD 

 
4 County Active Transportation Plan: https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/8533/Active-Transportation  
5 Long-term bicycle parking requirements can be found in the following link- 
https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/8843/off-street-parking-ord---final#page=15 
6 County’s EV Ordinance: link 
7 TDM Ordinance: link 
8 The County’s TDM Ordinance Guide (link) provides guidance on developing a TDM program. 
9 Please contact Agustin Diaz (adiaz@eccta.org), Tri Delta Transit staff. 

https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/8533/Active-Transportation
https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/8843/off-street-parking-ord---final#page=15
https://library.municode.com/ca/contra_costa_county/codes/ordinance_code?nodeId=TIT7BURE_DIV74BUCO_CH74-4MO_74-4.006AMCG
https://library.municode.com/ca/contra_costa_county/codes/ordinance_code?nodeId=TIT8ZO_DIV82GERE_CH82-32TRDEMA
https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/50168/TDM-Ordinance-Guide---FINAL
mailto:adiaz@eccta.org
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 Raquel de la Torre, DCD 
 Jerry Fahy, PWD 
 Joe Smithonic, PWD 
 Monish Sen, PWD 



 
To:  Adrian Veliz Planner 
From:  Christine Louie, Planner 
Date:  June 20, 2025 
Subject:  County File #CDLP22-02029, 2855-2867 Willow Pass Rd. Bay Point, CA 94565 

Second Agency Comments Response 
Project Name:  Willow Pass Apartments 
 
 
 
Dear Adrian, 
 
The following is Housing and Community Improvement’s response to a second Agency Comments Request 
dated May 14, 2025, for the 124-unit, 100% affordable multi-family apartment project in Bay Point proposed 
under County File #CDDP24-03051. (APNs: 093-081-027 and 093-081-028). 
 
Inclusionary Housing Ordinance 
 
It is our understanding that the applicant is proposing an alternative Inclusionary Housing Plan (IHP) to 
comply with the County’s Inclusionary Housing Ordinance (IHO). The IHP proposal is in conjunction with the 
submitted State Density Bonus request. The density bonus request includes multiple concessions, two which 
relate to the IHO requirements.  
 
The following is a summary of the applicant’s IHP proposal:  

- The applicant proposes all 124 units in the project as inclusionary, as an alternative proposal to the 
ordinance requirements.  

- 100 base units at lower income (80% Area Median Income (AMI)) affordability. 24 bonus units at 
moderate income (120% AMI) affordability.  

- The affordability levels of the proposed inclusionary units are 80% AMI and 120% AMI; this is a 
concession requested in conjunction with the density bonus request. The required affordability 
levels of the inclusionary units are 50% AMI and 80% AMI.   

- Rents for the lower income units to be set at levels determined by the California Tax Credit 
Allocation Committee. This is a concession requested in conjunction with the density bonus request.  

- Rents for the moderate-income units to be set at an affordable rent, as defined in Section 50053 of 
the Health and Safety Code. This is consistent with the County’s Inclusionary Housing Ordinance.  

 
Unless otherwise noted above or proposed as part of the density bonus request, all inclusionary units are 
subject to the requirements and standards set forth in the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance.  
 
Density Bonus Request 
 
The following is a summary of the applicant’s density bonus request:  

- A proposal to construct a housing development pursuant to Government Code Section 
65915(b)(1)(G), for the construction of a project where one hundred percent of all units in the 
development, including the total units and density bonus units, but exclusive of the manager’s unit 
or units, are for lower income households, except up to 20 percent of the units in the development 
including total units and density bonus units, may be for moderate-income households.  

- The applicant is proposing 100 units at 80% AMI and 24 units at 120% AMI, which complies with the 
above-referenced Government Code Section.  

- The applicant is proposing to use the rents for the base units and density bonus units pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65915(c)(1)(B)(ii).  

- The applicant is allowed a density bonus up to 80% as referenced under Government Code Section 
65915(f)(3)(D)(i). The applicant is only proposing a density bonus of 24 percent over the base 
density.  



- The applicant is allowed up to five incentives or concessions for their proposed project. The 
application is requesting the following concessions/incentives for the project:  

 
1. Bus Stop. The applicant is requesting a concession to not be required to relocate the existing 

bus stop on Willow Pass Road to the west side of Clearland Drive and install an enhanced 
crosswalk across Willow Pass Road to the existing bus stop on the north side of the road. 
According to the applicant, this concession will result in a cost reduction for the project. Staff 
is deferring the details of this concession to the appropriate agencies for review and 
consideration.  

2. County Inclusionary Housing Ordinance. The applicant is requesting a modification to the 
unit affordability levels to allow for lower income and moderate-income units pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65915(b)(1)(G).  

3. County Inclusionary Housing Ordinance. The applicant is requesting a modification to the 
affordable rents calculation to be consistent with the rents calculation of Government Code 
Section 65915(c)(1)(B)(ii) for lower income and moderate-income units.  

4. Height. The applicant is requesting a concession to increase the allowable building height to 
four stories and 55 feet, where 50 feet and three stories are permitted in the zoning district. 
The applicant has not provided information regarding whether the project meets the 
conditions listed under Government Code 65915(d)(2)(D) so the referenced additional 
height increase provision cannot be used. However, the applicant does have five possible 
concessions to allow for this request. Staff is deferring the determination of this concession 
to the land use/zoning staff for review and consideration.  

 
No Net Loss Findings 
 
The project is located on parcels listed in the County’s Housing Element Sites Inventory with a total of 76 low 
and very low units and one above moderate unit. The project is proposing a different affordability level than 
the number of affordable units assumed for the sites and the following findings must be made.  
 
(b) (1) No city, county, or city and county shall, by administrative, quasi-judicial, legislative, or other action, 
reduce, or require or permit the reduction of, the residential density for any parcel identified to meet its 
current share of the regional housing need or any unaccommodated portion of the regional housing need 
from the prior planning period to, or allow development of any parcel at, a lower residential density, as 
defined in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subdivision (g), unless the city, county, or city and county makes written 
findings supported by substantial evidence of both of the following: 
 
(A) The reduction is consistent with the adopted general plan, including the housing element. 
 
(B) The remaining sites identified in the housing element are adequate to meet the requirements of Section 
65583.2 and to accommodate the jurisdiction’s share of the regional housing need pursuant to Section 
65584. The finding shall include a quantification of the remaining unmet need for the jurisdiction’s share of 
the regional housing need at each income level and the remaining capacity of sites identified in the housing 
element to accommodate that need by income level. 
 
(2) If a city, county, or city and county, by administrative, quasi-judicial, legislative, or other action, allows 
development of any parcel with fewer units by income category than identified in the jurisdiction’s housing 
element for that parcel, the city, county, or city and county shall make a written finding supported by 
substantial evidence as to whether or not remaining sites identified in the housing element are adequate to 
meet the requirements of Section 65583.2 and to accommodate the jurisdiction’s share of the regional 
housing need pursuant to Section 65584. The finding shall include a quantification of the remaining unmet 
need for the jurisdiction’s share of the regional housing need at each income level and the remaining 
capacity of sites identified in the housing element to accommodate that need by income level. 
 
 



HCI Staff Comments 
 

• At this time, staff is not making a determination on the applicant’s interpretation that State Density 
Bonus law preempts local inclusionary ordinances. The submitted HCD memo allows a density bonus 
request to use a concession to modify an inclusionary requirement, and staff is reviewing the density 
bonus request in conjunction with the requested concessions and associated with the alternative 
inclusionary housing ordinance compliance proposal. If the applicant wishes the county to concur 
with their interpretation of the law, additional time will be required for staff review.  
 

• Staff is accepting the submitted IHP as summarized above, and density bonus request as 
summarized above, as complete and consistent with the inclusionary ordinance requirements as the 
proposal is in conjunction with the density bonus request and the applicant’s number of allowed 
concessions/incentives.  
 

• The applicant has submitted sufficient information to comply with the Inclusionary Housing Plan 
(IHP) submittal requirement and the project is deemed complete pursuant to Section 822-4.414 of 
the County Ordinance Code.  
 

• The Inclusionary Housing Plan for the project proposes an alternative method of compliance for on-
site construction of 100 units for 80% AMI households, and 24 units for 120% AMI households. The 
inclusionary housing plan is in conjunction with the density bonus request and includes concessions 
to the inclusionary unit affordability requirements and the calculation of rents requirements of the 
County Ordinance Code.  
 

• The density bonus requested by the applicant is a qualified density bonus project and proposes four 
concessions, which is allowed by the Government Code. The concessions related to the Inclusionary 
Housing Ordinance requirements are acceptable. Staff defers the determination of the proposed 
concessions for the bus stop and height to be determined by the appropriate agency and staff. 
Please note that any denial of a concession or incentive requested must make a written finding 
based on substantial evidence that the request does not comply with any of the conditions listed 
under Government Code 65915(d)(1).  
 

• The subject property is comprised of two APNs, which are both listed on the Housing Element Sites 
Inventory with an aggregate number of units that includes 76 low and very low units, and one above 
moderate unit. You will need to make findings pursuant to Government Code 65863(b).  
 

• The recommended conditions of approval relating to inclusionary housing requirements and the 
density bonus request will be forthcoming.  

 
Sincerely, 
 
Christine Louie, Planner 
Contra Costa County 
Department of Conservation & Development 
Housing & Community Improvement Division 
 



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
4005 PORT CHICAGO HWY, STE 250, CONCORD, CA 94520 . (925) 941 -3300 . CCCFPD. ORG

December 18, 2024

Adrian Veliz

Contra Costa County
DCD-CDD

Subject: New 124 unit Four Story Apartment Building
2867 Willow Pass Rd, Bay Point
Project # CDDP24-03051
CCCFPD Project No. : P-2024-004055

Dear Adrian Veliz:

We have reviewed the design review application to establish a new four story 124 unit, 116000
SF, apartment building of Type VA construction at the subject location. The following is required
for Fire District approval in accordance with the 2022 California Fire Code (CFC), the 2022
California Building Code (CBC), the 2022 California Residential Code (CRC), and Local and
County Ordinances and adopted standards:

1. A pre-construction conference with the design and construction team for the
developer shall be held at the Fire District Offices in Concord before any CCCFPD
Permitted work commences. The conference shall consist of design professionals,
general contractors, project managers, superintendents, responsible for CCCFPD
permitted work. CCCFPD personnel shall consist of the reviewing Fire Inspector, a
Permit Technician, the Engineering Unit Captain, and either the Deputy Fire
Marshal, the Fire Marshal, or both.

2. The Permittee shall pay all fire facility impact fees at the time of the issuance of the first
building permit, at the then-current rate.

3. The Permittee shall request that the Project site be annexed into the most current
Community Facilities District for fire protection and emergency response services (if
applicable), or developer will provide an alternative funding mechanism acceptable to the
Contra Costa Fire Protection District for the provision of fire protection and emergency
response services.

4. Access as shown on plans appears to comply with Fire District requirements.

Provide emergency apparatus access roadways with all-weather (paved) driving surfaces
of not less than 20-feet unobstructed width, and not less than 13 feet 6 inches of vertical



clearance, to within 150 feet of travel distance to all portions of the exterior walls of every
building. Access shall have a minimum outside turning radius of 45 feet, and must be
capable of supporting the imposed fire apparatus loading of 37 tons. . (503) CFC

Aerial Fire A aratus Access is re uired where the vertical distance between grade plane
and the highest roof surface exceeds 30 feet as measured in accordance with Appendix D,
Section 105 of the 2022 CFC. Aerial access roads shall have a minimum unobstructed

width of 26 feet, exclusive of shoulders, in the immediate vicinity of the building or portion
thereof. At least one of the required routes shall be located within a minimum of 15 feet
and a maximum of 30 feet from the building, and shall be positioned parallel to one entire
side of the building. Overhead utility and power lines shall not be located over the aerial
fire apparatus access road or between the aerial fire apparatus road and building.

5. Access roadways of less than 28-feet unobstructed width shall have signs posted or
curbs painted red with the words: NO PARKING - FIRE LANE clearly marked. (22500. 1)
CVC, (503. 3) CFC

Access roadways of 28 feet or greater, but less than 36-feet unobstructed width shall
have NO PARKING - FIRE LANE signs posted, allowing for parking on one side only or
curbs painted red with the words NO PARKING - FIRE LANE clearly marked. f22500. 1)
CVC, (503. 3) CFC

6. Access gates for Fire District apparatus shall be a minimum of 20-feet wide. Access gates
shall slide horizontally or swing inward and shall be located a minimum of 30 feet from the
street. Electrically operated gates shall be equipped with a Knox Company key-operated
switch. Manually operated gates shall be equipped with a non-casehardened lock or
approved Fire District lock. Contact the Fire District for information on ordering the key-
operated switch. (D103. 5)CFC.

7. The developer shall provide an adequate and reliable water supply for fire protection as
set forth in the California Fire Code. (507. 1) CFC

8. The developer shall provide an adequate and reliable water supply for fire protection with
a minimum fire flow of 3125 GPM. Required flow must be delivered from not more than 3
hydrants flowing simultaneously for a duration of 180 minutes while maintaining 20-pounds
residual pressure in the main. (507. 1), (B105) CFC

9. The developer shall provide hydrants of the East Bay type in compliance with Chapter 5
and Appendix B and C of the California Fire Code. The plans show onsite Fire Hydrants.
Two additional ublic Fire H drants are re uired, one on Clearland Dr and one on Willow
Pass. Locations to be approved by Fire District. (C103. 1) CFC

10. Location of FDC to be determined during Fire Sprinkler Plan Review.

Page 2 of 5
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11. Provide emer enc esca e and rescue o enin s in Group R occupancies of type V
construction. Basements and sleeping rooms below the fourth story above grade plane
shall have at least one exterior emergency escape and rescue opening. Such openings
shall o en directl into a ublic wa or to a ard or court that o ens to a ublic wa .

Landscaping, signage and other obstructions must not hinder the positioning of firefighting
ground ladders from apparatus access to the rescue windows.

12. A land development permit is required for access and water supply review and approval
prior to submitting building construction plans.

The developer shall submit scaled site improvement plans indicating:

All existing or proposed hydrant locations,
Fire apparatus access to include slope and road surface
Aerial fire apparatus access,
Elevations of building,
Size of building and type of construction,
Gates, fences, retaining walls, bio-retention basins, any obstructions to access.
Detail showing the lowest level of fire department vehicle access and the floor level of the
highest occupied floor,
Striping and signage plan to include "NO PARKING-FIRE LANE" markings
Provide drawings for paths from the public way to under emergency escape and rescue
openings showing a proposed clear path and clear space under these openings that allow
for the placement of ground ladders at a climbing angle of 70 to 75 degrees and a
minimum of 18" clearance from the base of the ladder to any obstruction (see attached
ground ladder access standard) for review and approval prior to obtaining a building
permit.

This is a se arate submittal from the buildin construction lans. These lans shall

be a roved rior to submittin buildin lans for review. (501 .3)CFC

13. Emergency apparatus access roadways and hydrants shall be installed, in service,
and inspected by the Fire District prior to construction or combustible storage on
s/te. (501. 4)CFC

14

Note: A temporary aggregate base or asphalt grindings roadway is not considered an
all-weather surface for emergency apparatus access. The first lift of asphalt
concrete paving shall be installed as the minimum roadway material and must be
engineered to support the designated gross vehicle weight of 37 tons.

The building as proposed shall be protected with an approved automatic fire sprinkler
system complying with the 2022 edition of NFPA 13. Submit to this office for review and
approval prior to installation. (903. 2) CFC, (R313. 3) CRC, Contra Costa County General
Plan / Contra Costa County Ordinance 2022-34.

Page 3 of 5
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15. New buildings shall have approved radio coverage for emergency responders. An
emergency responder radio coverage system shall be installed when the conditions of
CFC 510.4. 1 are not met. Testing shall be conducted and the results submitted to the Fire
District prior to the building final. (510. 1) CFC

16. The developer shall provide traffic signal pre-emption systems (Opticom) on any new or
modified traffic signals installed with this development. (21351) CVC

17. Flammable or combustible liquid storage tanks shall not be located on the site without
obtaining approval and necessary permits from the Fire District. (3401. 4) CFC

18. The owner shall cut down and remove all weeds, grass, vines, or other growth that is
capable of being ignited and endangering property. (304. 1.2) CFC

19. The owner or the owner's authorized agent shall be responsible for the development,
implementation and maintenance of a written plan in compliance with NFPA 241,
establishing a fire prevention program at the project site applicable throughout all phases
of the construction. The plan shall be made available for review by the fire code official
upon request. (Ch. 33) CFC

The fire prevention program superintendent shall develop and maintain an approved
prefire plan in cooperation with the fire chief. The fire chief and fire code official shall be
notified of changes affecting the utilization of information contained in such prefire plans.
(Ch. 33) CFC

20. The developer shall submit building construction plans and specifications for the subject
project to the Fire District through the public portal
(htt s://confire.vision33cloud.com/citizen ortal/a /landin ).
After the new construction / tenant improvement plans are approved, plans and
specifications for all deferred submittals shall be submitted, including, but not limited to the
following.

. Private underground fire service water mains

. Fire sprinklers

. Standpipe

. Fire alarm

. Fire pump if required

. Emergency Responder Radio Coverage System (ERRCS)

All projects shall be submitted to the Fire District for review and approval prior to
construction of the building or installation of the systems to ensure compliance with
minimum requirements related to fire and life safety. Plan review and inspection fees shall
be submitted at the time of plan review submittal. (105.4. 1) CFC, (901.2) CFC, (107) CBC
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ALL PLAN SUBMITTALS SHALL BE SUBMITTED THROUGH THE FIRE DISTRICT'S
PUBLIC PORTAL WEBSITE: htt s://confire.vision33cloud.com/citizen ortal/a /landin

Our preliminary review comments shall not be construed to encompass the complete
project. Additional plans and specifications may be required after further review.

To schedule a Fire District Ins action of the Access and H drant installation prior to construction
or the storage of combustible materials on the job site, contact the Fire District (minimum 2
working days in advance) at 925-941-3300 ext. 3902 OR schedule through the Fire District's
Public Portal Website under the corresponding permit number
htt s://confire.vision33cloud.com/citizen ortal/a /landin

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact this office at (925) 941-3300.

Sincerely,

^-
Michael Cameron

Fire Inspector

ec: Department of Conservation and Development
30 Muir Rd.
Martinez, CA 94553

File: 2867 WILLOW PASS RD-PLN-P-2024-004055
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The applicant must apply directly with
Golden State Water Company for water
service. The applicant is responsible for
related fees and may also be responsible
for funding improvements or new
infrastructure based on the project's
impact on the existing system. The New
Business narrative and application can be
found at: 

https://www.gswater.com/information-cont
ractors-consultants
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Bay Point 
Municipal 
Advisory 
Committee 

 
 
 

 
The Bay Point Municipal Advisory Committee serves as an advisory body to the 
Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors and the County Planning Agency. 

 

Record of Actions 
 

6:00 pm 
April 1, 2025 

 
 

1. Call to Order/Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance 
Council members present; Mason, Lessley, Garcia, Garcia-Lopez, Shah and Tremaine, and 
Torres 
  

2. Approval of Agenda – Motion to approve agenda by Member Lessley, second by Member 
Garcia-Lopez, motion carried 7/0. 
 

3. Approval of Minutes for November 5, 2024 – motion made by Member Lessley second by 
Member Garcia-Lopez, motion carried 7/0. 
 

4. Public Comment – none 
 

5. Agency Reports 
a. Supervisor Scales-Preston – Armando Carrasco - gave us an update on the Community 

Clean up that will be taking place on April 26, 2025 from 8:30-12:00pm or until containers 
are full. The Community Resource Fair which will now be in the Fall 

b. Contra Costa County Sheriff’s Office – Lt. Daniels –  shared that Deputy Diaz had been 
nominated for Officer of the Year. He shared that crime continues to be down with a 2% 
drop, vandalism remains high. They have added some new cameras in addition to the Flok, 
they have been effective in catching people doing illegal dumping.  

c. The Sheriff’s plan to hold a Basketball Camp at Riverview Middle School on April 10 
serving up to 30 youth. The Bike Rodeo will be on May 10th at Shore Acres Elementary, it 
will have a safety and educational focus this year. Any vendors wishing to participate can 
contact the Lt. 

d. Contra Costa County Code Enforcement – Joe Lasado was unable to attend so 
Armando reported that there were 21 new cases opened, 10 existing cases closed with 57 
still active. 

Debra Mason Chair 
 

Shanelle Scales-Preston, District V 
Supervisor 
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e. Golden State Water – Tina Gonzalez – Tina reported that annual maintenance continues, 

they are currently working on a new water main. 
 

f. MOTCO – Chief Armacost – gave us an update on the Coyote Shield activity that will 
take place in June, the MAC is participating in the planning meetings. 
 

6. Items for Discussion and/or Action: 
a. District Chief Vito Impastato – Quarterly Contra Costa Fire Update – Reported 

there are 35 stations in the district and 41 companies. Station 86 in Bay Point has a high 
volume of rescue calls. 

b. DCD Planner – Emily Groth – Gave an update on the Bay Point/Pittsburg Energy 
Enhancement Pilot Program,  the first phase of the program ends June 30, 2025 She 
also reported on the BayREN EASE (Efficiency and Sustainable Energy) Home 
Program.  

c. Achal Adhikari, Project Director, Alliant Communties and Katia Kamranger, 
Consultant – Willow Pass Apartments Proposal – Katia gave an update and 
overview of where the project is and changes they have made. Community concerns 
were voiced about distance between the apartments and the church on the corner, was 
there notification to existing homeowners, would there be parking on the street for 
residents and would they be using Contra Costa Labor Standards regarding prevailing 
wages. 

 
 
Adjourn to May 6, 2025 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

























From: Lawrence Theis
To: Adrian Veliz
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque
Subject: Re: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
Date: Monday, June 2, 2025 8:48:59 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Adrian - probably more my fault, I am not that familiar with the typical protocols in
these situations.

Yes- I am confirming that PW's COAs remain applicable for the revised project, I did not
see the need for any new COAs.

LT

From: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Sent: Monday, June 2, 2025 8:07 AM
To: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>; Simone Saleh
<Simone.Saleh@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: RE: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Hi Lawrence: 

Yes, when we spoke, I was seeking to determine whether PW’s review of the revised project
would affect the previously adopted MND so I could plan accordingly. I was also expecting a
response from PW typically a staff report and recommended COA’s for the revised project. I
apologize if that wasn’t clear after we spoke. At any rate, it sounds like we are ok with applying
all of the same PW COA’s from the old project to this one?
 
They are not seeking plan check review at this time, they are still seeking to revise their
entitlement, and I am just trying to get my ducks in a before preparing to take this to public
hearing.
 
Thanks,
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 

​
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From: Lawrence Theis
To: Monish Sen
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque; Simone Saleh; Larry Gossett; Fernando Valdez; Adrian Veliz
Subject: Re: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal (CROSSWALKS ACROSS WILLOW PASS RD IN BAY POINT)
Date: Monday, June 30, 2025 9:27:24 AM
Attachments: image006.png

Monish - thank for the feedback and confirmation about this crosswalk being intentionally eliminated.

Overall my thought is that we eliminate the crosswalk condition in its entirety since PW went through the effort to eliminate the unenhanced crosswalk in the first place with their recent capital improvement project.

Here is my reasoning, certainly a new apartment complex will potentially initiate more pedestrians in the area, but I don't think there are a lot of destinations on the northside of Willow Pass Rd in this area unless you work for the Henkel Corporation. The northside bus stop may
be one destination, and its current location further west, closer to Manor Dr (signalized intersection) probably works better as is. Then the southside bus stop location being in front of the future apartment complex probably works fine since most riders exiting at this stop head
south into the neighborhood - so its placement is not as critical to a Willow Pass Rd crossing. I also think moving the bus stop to the west (on the southside) would likely place it in front of the church on the northwest corner of Willow Pass/Clearland which will likely not be
supported by the church and their are several at grade utility vaults that would make it difficult to anchor in a bus shelter.

Adrian - I recommend that we remove the old COA #39 from the future COAs for the revised development and not require the bus stop (southside) be relocated.

Larry

From: Monish Sen <monish.sen@pw.cccounty.us>
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2025 7:36 AM
To: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <jocelyn.larocque@pw.cccounty.us>; Simone Saleh <Simone.Saleh@pw.cccounty.us>; Larry Gossett <Larry.Gossett@pw.cccounty.us>; Fernando Valdez <fernando.valdez@pw.cccounty.us>; Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Subject: RE: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal (CROSSWALKS ACROSS WILLOW PASS RD IN BAY POINT)
 
Larry,
 
You are correct that we removed the uncontrolled crosswalk at WPR and Clearland with the last resurfacing. That crosswalk had several “unique” features that were not ideal. The north side went into a driveway, there were some ped involved collisions reported, and there is a fully controlled
crossing at Manor Road only a few hundred feet to the west. We would be open to the applicant reinstalling a crossing in the vicinity of their development, but with enhancements (probably a minimum PHB). The bus agency could then work with us/developer to relocate the bus stops to the
“new” crossing.
 
Monish
 
From: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2025 8:18 PM
To: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>; Monish Sen <monish.sen@pw.cccounty.us>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>; Simone Saleh <Simone.Saleh@pw.cccounty.us>; Larry Gossett <Larry.Gossett@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: Re: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal (CROSSWALKS ACROSS WILLOW PASS RD IN BAY POINT)

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Hi Adrian - I have reviewed the 30 day comments letter from PW dated Dec 2024, the approved COAs March 2024, and the latest site plans.
 
I recognize the Dec 2024 comments were made after the original COAs were approved, therefore it would be best to include incorporate any changes from the Dec 2024 comments letter into the updated COAs, at quick glance it appears most items are addressed in the latest
plan set so this should not be a major issue for the applicant.
 
The specific item related to the Bus Stop took a bit more investigating. The original COAs do not make any direct reference to relocating the southside bus stop, just east of Clearland. COA 18 is a general COA about corresponding with Tri Delta Transit which could be somewhat
related - but this is really a TDM condition. Unless Tri-Delta specifically asked to relocate the bus stop, it is my guess that the impetus to move the bus stop to the west side of Clearland was to better align across from the existing northside bus stop and to add a cross walk
(north-south across Willow Pass Rd) on the westside of Clearland. This crosswalk (not the bus stop relocation) is included in the original COAs (39) - to essentially repaint it or move to the westside.

It is my opinion that it is probably best to NOT add a COA to relocate the bus stop UNLESS Tri Delta specifically asked for it. This would not add an additional offsite improvement to the previously approved project. 
 
Also it may be necessary to eliminate the original COA 39 since it is clear the old faded crosswalk (see aerial) was not recently restriped in the streetview photo from March 2025. It is my guess the County specifically eliminated non-stop controlled crosswalks on Willow Pass Rd. I remember a
while back the County going through the process of formally removing existing crosswalks - and this location may be one of them. I have copied the County Traffic Engineer (who is probably the most knowledgable about this location) and asking him if he can confirm my suspicion.
 
I think we should hear from the Traffic Engineer before deciding on the bus stop and crosswalk.
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From: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2025 12:11 PM
To: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>; Simone Saleh <Simone.Saleh@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: RE: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Hi Larry:
 
We spoke about this project earlier this month and you advised that PW works recommended COA’s for the previously approved Land Use Permit #CDLP22-02036 would also apply unchanged for the revised project (CDDP24-03051).
 
I’m preparing my staff report for public hearing and I am seeking clarification on one of PW’s comments relating to relocating the bus stop (see attached comments, bullet point at the top of pg 2). Would this require an exception to any provisions of the ordinance code if they do not relocate the bus stop?  I noticed
that our COA’s for CDLP22-02036 did not require the relocation of the bus stop, and that no exception was noted in that approval. If I got it wrong last time and didn’t call out an exception, I want to make sure that this is rectified for the revised project.
 
I appreciate any clarification that you are able to provide.
 
Thanks and best regards,
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 

​
 
 
 
From: Adrian Veliz
Sent: Monday, June 2, 2025 8:07 AM
To: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>; Simone Saleh <Simone.Saleh@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: RE: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Hi Lawrence:

Yes, when we spoke, I was seeking to determine whether PW’s review of the revised project would affect the previously adopted MND so I could plan accordingly. I was also expecting a response from PW typically a staff report and recommended COA’s for the revised project. I apologize if that wasn’t clear after
we spoke. At any rate, it sounds like we are ok with applying all of the same PW COA’s from the old project to this one?
 
They are not seeking plan check review at this time, they are still seeking to revise their entitlement, and I am just trying to get my ducks in a before preparing to take this to public hearing.
 
Thanks,
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 

​
 
 
 
From: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Sent: Sunday, June 1, 2025 11:04 AM
To: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>; Simone Saleh <Simone.Saleh@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: Re: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Hi Adrian,
 
My understanding from your initial May 1st email was to confirm that the proposed reduction in scope of the project (Parcel A being removed) would have any impact on the MND determination - and as I stated on May 7th , I think the MND determination is not impacted by this change, nor did
I think any COAs would be affected in the already approved permit for CDLP22-02029 (from March 4 , 2024).
 
Is the applicant looking for a full public works review of its improvement plan? I will need to check if the applicant has formally submitted to the PLAN CHECKING unit of Engineering Services in PW for its review, including review deposits and fees. I am not sure if this project has already
been assigned to a Plan checker in ES - therefore I am copying Jocelyn and Simone to see if this project application is already logged in with PW.
 
I assume since this project already has an approved permit, it is no longer in the application phase and into the plan check phase.
 
Larry
 
 

From: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2025 3:39 PM
To: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: RE: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Good afternoon Larry:
 
We spoke about this project a couple of weeks ago. I’m just circling back to see if you have an update on PW’s review, or perhaps an ETA on the comments?

Thanks,
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 

​
 
 
 
From: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 2:33 PM
To: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
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Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: Re: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Adrian - I left you a voicemail around 2 pm today. Let me know if you would like to talk - please call me at 925-890-9732.
 
My general overview of the difference of the two submittals is the removal of Parcel A to the east of the development - which reduced the overall footprint of the apartment complex and parking lot. 
 
I think your main concern is if this triggered the need for offsite drainage improvements. Based on the most recent submittal, their approach to onsite stormwater detention remains the same except they only need one storage pipe set versus the two in the prior submittal. The applicant
still intends on mitigating peak runoff ONSITE and does not propose anything offsite. Therefore I do not think the footprint for the project has expanded which would trigger additional CEQA analysis.
 
I did not perform a hydraulic analysis of the stormwater system to see if it is meeting pre-project flows; just observing what is being proposed by the applicant with their latest design.
 
LT

From: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 9:34 AM
To: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: RE: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Please see attached Civil plan set and SWCP from the prior approval. Let me know if you need anything else. No rush on the formal response memo, what I’m hoping to ascertain in the near term is more of a characterization as to whether I should expect any drainage issues that might need me to revise the CEQA
review that was previously performed. This characterization is for my use only, and I will not represent this characterization to the applicant as representative of your forthcoming memo/comments.
 
Thanks again for looking at this. I look forward to speaking at 2pm today.

Best,
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 

​
 
 
 
From: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 9:23 AM
To: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: Re: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
sounds good (2pm) - do you have the previous submittal of the stormwater improvement plans so I can compare and see what changed.
 
My initial thought is that a smaller project with less impervious surface will have "less" drainage runoff impact - so it is probably OK.
 
But I will look at what changed and what the current proposed design looks like - there is some onsite draiange pipe storage being planned.
 
I will also need to talk to Jocelyn before we formally respond. 

From: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 9:17 AM
To: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: RE: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Thank you, lets plan on speaking at 2pm.

Best,
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 

​
 
 
 
From: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 8:00 AM
To: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Cc: Jocelyn LaRocque <Jocelyn.LaRocque@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: Re: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Thanks Adrian- I am in a meeting from 9:30 to 11:30 this morning. 
 
Can we set a time to talk either at 9:00 am or 2:00 pm.
 
 
 

On May 7, 2025, at 7:27 AM, Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us> wrote:
﻿
Hi Lawrence –

Thank you so much for the quick response. I have added your email to provide access to the link below. The COA for the original entitlement are attached. The project is still for the same number of multi-family residential units and the building is pretty much in the same location. I seem to recall the
drainage for this site being particularly tricky the first time around. The original project site was comprised of APN 093-081-027, -093-081-028 and 093-081-029.
 
The new project no longer includes the APN ending in -029, reducing the project site by about ¾ of an acre. I’ll give you a call to discuss later this morning.

Best,
 
 
 CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 
​
 
 
 
From: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 6, 2025 8:57 PM
To: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Subject: Fw: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
See below - corrected your email address
 

From: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 6, 2025 8:54 PM
To: adrian.veliz@dcd.cccounty.su <adrian.veliz@dcd.cccounty.su>
Cc: Larry Gossett <Larry.Gossett@pw.cccounty.us>; Jocelyn LaRocque <jocelyn.larocque@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: Fw: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Hello Adrian,
 
My name is Larry Theis, and I am filling in for Larry Gossett for about a month while he is out. I am a consultant working in the Engineering Services/Development Review division of the Public Works Department. I cannot access the link you sent to Larry Gossett since the
secured link is sent to LG's email. If you are in a time crunch, please give me a call or let me know a time I can call you at 925-655-2879. Otherwise please send me a direct link to my email so I can review the second submittal and I would like to see the approved COAs.
 
I guess the main issue is finding out what is changing since the LP/DP permit was approved.
 

Sincerely,
 
Larry Theis, PE
PRESIDENT
THEIS ENGINEERING & ASSOCIATES
 Cell (925) 890-9732
 Larry@Theis-Engineering.com
 
 
 

From: Jocelyn LaRocque <jocelyn.larocque@pw.cccounty.us>
Sent: Tuesday, May 6, 2025 5:04 PM
To: Lawrence Theis <Larry@theis-engineering.com>
Subject: Re: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Larry,
Would you be able to jump in on this application? Adrian Veliz has the below question if additional offsite drainage improvements may be needed. Please let me know. 
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Thanks
 
Get Outlook for iOS

From: Larry Gossett <larry.gossett@pw.cccounty.us>
Sent: Friday, May 2, 2025 2:54:01 PM
To: Jocelyn LaRocque <jocelyn.larocque@pw.cccounty.us>; Larry Theis <larry@theis-engineering.com>
Subject: FW: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
 
 
From: Adrian Veliz <Adrian.Veliz@dcd.cccounty.us>
Sent: Thursday, May 1, 2025 12:59 PM
To: Larry Gossett <larry.gossett@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: RE: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Hi Larry:
 
I called earlier to check in on this project. I have a meeting scheduled next week with my applicants for this project to discuss next steps. As you likely recall, this project is a modification of a LP/DP permit that the County ZA approved last year. One of the topics that I will be discussing with my
applicant will be whether we need to do any additional CEQA work for the project revision. My initial belief is that the MND prepared for the prior approval should still cover the revised project, however, this is assuming that their drainage plan looks OK to PW and will not require any significant
offsite improvements to accommodate the site drainage. I recall from the previous review of this site that drainage particularly tricky for this site,  and I’m unsure if the smaller project will exacerbate any prior drainage concerns for this property.
 
I was wondering if you or the assigned engineer can advise if the project is likely to require offsite drainage improvements that weren’t covered in the prior project description?
 
Thanks,
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 
​
 
 
 
From: Adrian Veliz
Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2025 1:15 PM
To: Larry Gossett <larry.gossett@pw.cccounty.us>
Subject: Willow Pass Apartments - CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Good afternoon Larry:

The applicant has provided a response to PW’s comments on the proposed affordable housing project located at the corner of Willow Pass Road and Clearland Drive. I have attached PW’s prior comments for reference. The resubmittal packet exceeds email size thresholds, so I have included a weblink
that you can use to access the revised submittal.

Please kindly review the revised submittal and provide your comments to me by May 6, 2025. Let me know if you have any questions, or have any issues accessing the documents linked below.
 
 
 CDDP24-03051 Second Submittal
 
Thanks Larry
 
Adrian Veliz, Senior Planner
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division
30 Muir Road Martinez, CA 94553
(925) 655-2879 
​
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