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Other Less-than-Significant Effects

Section 15128 of the CEQA Guidelines requires that the EIR “contain a statement briefly indicating the
reasons that various possible significant effects of a project were determined not to be significant and
were therefore not discussed in detail in the EIR.” The following environmental topics, included in the
City’s CEQA Thresholds, were found not to be significant.

Agriculture and Forest Resources

Farmland Conversion

Impact Ag-1: Future development pursuant to or consistent with the Specific Plan would not 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. (No Impact)

Lands designated by the California Resources Agency as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland
of Statewide Importance are considered Farmland for purposes of CEQA. There are no designated
Farmlands within the Planning Area. The Planning Area and surrounding areas are developed and are
designated as Urban and Built-Up Land."

Mitigation Measures

None needed

Agricultural Zoning or Williamson Act Conflicts

Impact Ag -2: Future development pursuant to or consistent with the Specific Plan would not conflict
with existing zoning for agricultural use, or with a Williamson Act contract. (No Impact)

The Planning Area is urbanized and not zoned for agricultural use. There are no Williamson Act contracts
within the Planning Area or in the vicinity. The Specific Plan would not conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use or any Williamson Act contracts.

! california Department of Conservation, Division of Land resource Protection, Contra Costa County Important
Farmland 2008, July 2009. The Planning Area is designated Urban and Built Up Land, which is defined as,
“...occupied by structures with a building density of at least 1 unit to 1.5 acres, or approximately 6 structures
to a 10-acre parcel. Common examples include residential, industrial, commercial, institutional facilities,
cemeteries, airports, golf courses, sanitary landfills, sewage treatment, and water control structures.
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Mitigation Measures

None needed

Forest Resources

Impact Ag-3: Future development pursuant to or consistent with the Specific Plan would not conflict
with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of forest land, and would not result in the loss of
forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use or timberland zoned Timberland
Production. (No Impact)

The Planning Area and surrounding areas are urbanized and do not contain Farmland or Forest Land.

Mitigation Measures

None needed

Other Changes Affecting Farmland or Forest Resources

Impact Ag-4: The Specific Plan would not involve any changes in the existing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use. (No Impact)

The Planning Area and surrounding areas are urbanized and do not contain farmland or forest land.

Mitigation Measures

None needed

Biological Resources

Special-Status Species

Impact Bio-1: Future development pursuant to the Specific Plan would not have a substantial direct
adverse effect 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. However, tree removal, building demolition, and other
construction activities can cause disturbance, noise, or loss of habitat for resident or migratory
birds and mammals, including special-status species potentially occurring within the Planning
Area. (LTS with SCA)

Wildlife use within the Planning Area is expected to be relatively low due to the absence of natural
habitat, the proximity of streets and development, and the lack of protective cover. Birds (e.g., house
sparrow, starling, crow, etc.) and wildlife such as opossums and small rodents typically associated with
developed properties would be expected to occur. Special-status species are not expected to occur
within the Planning Area because of a lack of suitable habitat, the smaller size and fragmented nature of
remaining habitat, prior disturbance, and the current level of human activity. According to the Open
Space, Conservation and Recreation Element of the City of Oakland General Plan, there are no special-
status species known to occur within the Planning Area.
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Based on a search of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) conducted for this EIR?, there
are a number of special-status animals that may potentially use habitat in the Planning Area, including
the peregrine falcon, Cooper’s hawk, red-shouldered hawk, red-tailed hawk, pallid bat, silver-haired bat,
hoary bat, and big free-tailed bat. Tree removal, building demolition, and other construction activities
can cause disturbance, noise, or loss of habitat for resident or migratory birds and mammals, including
special-status species potentially occurring within the Planning Area.

Standard Conditions of Approval

The following City Standard Conditions of Approval, SCA 44, Tree Removal During Breeding Season, and
SCA D, Bird Collision Reduction, would be a mandatory requirement of each individual future
development project pursuant to the Specific Plan that requires removal of any unprotected tree when
it is approved by the City. SCA 44 would require a survey by a qualified biologist to verify the presence or
absence of nesting birds before removal of any tree during the breeding season and an appropriately
sized buffer around any nest that may be found. SCA D would reduce incidents of bird and bat collisions
with new buildings.

SCA 44: Tree Removal During Breeding Season. (Prior to issuance of a tree removal permit.) To the
extent feasible, removal of any tree and/or other vegetation suitable for nesting of raptors shall not
occur during the breeding season of March 15 and August 15.

a. If tree removal must occur during the breeding season, all sites shall be surveyed by a qualified
biologist to verify the presence or absence of nesting raptors or other birds. Pre-removal surveys
shall be conducted within 15 days prior to start of work from March 15 through May 31, and
within 30 days prior to the start of work from June 1 through August 15. The pre-removal surveys
shall be submitted to the Planning and Zoning Division and the Tree Services Division of the
Public Works Agency.

b. If the survey indicates the potential presences of nesting raptors or other birds, the biologist shall
determine an appropriately sized buffer around the nest in which no work will be allowed until
the young have successfully fledged. The size of the nest buffer will be determined by the
biologist in consultation with the CDFG, and will be based to a large extent on the nesting
species and its sensitivity to disturbance. In general, buffer sizes of 200 feet for raptors and 50
feet for other birds should suffice to prevent disturbance to birds nesting in the urban
environment, but these buffers may be increased or decreased, as appropriate, depending on the
bird species and the level of disturbance anticipated near the nest.

SCA D: Bird Collision Reduction. (Prior to issuance of a building permit and ongoing.)

The SCA applies to ALL new construction, including telecommunication towers, which include large
uninterrupted expanses of glass that account for more than 40% of any one side of the building's
exterior AND at least one of the following: (a) the project is located immediately adjacent to a
substantial water body (i.e. Oakland Estuary, San Francisco Bay, Lake Merritt or other substantial
lake, reservoir, or wetland); OR (b) the project is located immediately adjacent to a substantial
recreation area or park (i.e. Region-Serving Park, Resource Conservation Areas, Community Parks,
Neighborhood Parks, and Linear Parks and Special Use Parks and generally over 1 acre in size),
which contains substantial vegetation, OR (c) the project includes a substantial vegetated or green
roof (roofs with growing medium and plants taking the place of conventional roofing, such asphalt,
tile, gravel, or shingles), but excluding container gardens.

The project applicant, or his or her successor, including the building manager or homeowners’
association, shall submit plans to the Planning and Zoning Division, for review and approval,

? California Natural Diversity Database, Biogeographic Data Branch, Department of Fish and Game, August 8, 2012.
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indicating how they intend to reduce potential bird collisions to the maximum feasible extent. The
applicant shall implement the approved plan, including all mandatory measures, as well as
applicable and specific project Best Management Practice (BMP) strategies to reduce bird strike
impacts to the maximum feasible extent.

a. Mandatory measures include all of the following:

Comply with federal aviation safety regulations for large buildings by installing
minimum intensity white strobe lighting with three second flash instead of blinking
red or rotating lights.

Minimize the number of and co-locate rooftop-antennas and other rooftop
structures.

Monopole structures or antennas shall not include guy wires.
Avoid the use of mirrors in landscape design.

Avoid placement of bird-friendly attractants (i.e. landscaped areas, vegetated roofs,
water features) near glass.

b. Additional BMP strategies to consider include the following: Make clear or reflective glass visible
to birds using visual noise techniques. Examples include:

vi.

vii.

viii.

Use of opaque or transparent glass in window panes instead of reflective glass.

Uniformly cover the outside clear glass surface with patterns (e.g., dots, decals,
images, abstract patterns). Patterns must be separated by a minimum 10 centimeters
(cm).

Apply striping on glass surface. If the striping is less than 2 cm wide it must be
applied vertically at a maximum of 10 cm apart (or 1 cm wide strips at 5 cm
distance).

Install paned glass with fenestration patterns with vertical and horizontal mullions of
10 cm or less.

Place decorative grilles or louvers with spacing of 10 cm or less.

Apply one-way transparent film laminates to outside glass surface to make the
window appear opaque on the outside.

Install internal screens through non-reflective glass (as close to the glass as possible)
for birds to perceive windows as solid objects.

Install windows which have the screen on the outside of the glass.

Use UV-reflective glass. Most birds can see ultraviolet light, which is invisible to
humans.

If it is not possible to apply glass treatments to the entire building, the treatment
should be applied to windows at the top of the surrounding tree canopy or the
anticipated height of the surrounding vegetation at maturity.

c. Mute reflections in glass. Examples include:

Angle glass panes toward ground or sky so that the reflection is not in a direct line-
of-sight (minimum angle of 20 degrees with optimum angle of 40 degrees).

Awnings, overhangs, and sunshades provide birds a visual indication of a barrier
and may reduce image reflections on glass, but do not entirely eliminate reflections.

d. Reduce Light Pollution. Examples include:

Page 4.12-4

West Oakland Specific Plan —Draft EIR



4.12 Other Less-than-Significant Effects

i Turn off all unnecessary interior lights from 11 p.m. to sunrise.

ii. Install motion-sensitive lighting in lobbies, work stations, walkways, and corridors,
or any area visible from the exterior and retrofitting operation systems that
automatically turn lights off during after-work hours.

iii. Reduce perimeter lighting whenever possible.

e. Institute a building operation and management manual that promotes bird safety. Example text in
the manual includes:

i Donation of discovered dead bird specimens to authorized bird conservation
organization or museums to aid in species identification and to benefit scientific
study, as per all federal, state and local laws.

ii. Production of educational materials on bird-safe practices for the building
occupants.

iii. Asking employees to turn off task lighting at their work stations and draw office
blinds or curtains at end of work day.

iv. Schedule nightly maintenance during the day or to conclude before 11 p.m., if
possible.

With required implementation of SCA 44, Tree Removal During Breeding Season, and SCA D, Bird
Collision Reduction, the potential impacts of the Specific Plan on special-status species would be less
than significant.

Mitigation Measures

None needed

Riparian Habitat and Sensitive Natural Communities

Impact Bio-2: Future development pursuant to the Specific Plan would not have a substantial adverse
effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and
Wildlife Service. (No Impact)

The State of California recognizes some plant communities as sensitive natural communities if they are
uncommon, regionally declining, or vulnerable. Among these communities are riparian habitat, coast
live oak forest, freshwater seeps, freshwater marshes, and coastal salt marsh. According to the Open
Space, Conservation and Recreation Element of the City of Oakland General Plan, there is no riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community within or adjacent to the Planning Area. The California
Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) tracks communities it believes to be of conservation concern and
these communities are typically considered sensitive for the purposes of CEQA analysis. No CNDDB-
listed sensitive natural communities occur within the Planning Area.

Mitigation Measures

None needed
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Wetlands

Impact Bio-3: Future development pursuant to or consistent with the Specific Plan would not 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. (No Impact)

According to the Open Space, Conservation and Recreation Element of the City of Oakland General Plan,
there are no wetlands known to occur within the Planning Area. Development in accordance with the
Specific Plan would not involve the direct removal or fill of wetlands or indirectly affect the hydrology,
soil, vegetation or wildlife of wetlands.

Mitigation Measures

None needed

Wildlife Movement and Breeding Sites

Impact Bio-4: Future demolition and construction activities associated with development pursuant to
the Specific Plan would not substantially interfere 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, but could temporarily reduce
nesting opportunities for resident and migratory bird species that are protected by the federal
Migratory Bird Treaty Act or California Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3800,
could also eliminate bat roosts and, if construction were to occur during the maternal roosting
season, young bats incapable of flight could be destroyed. (LTS with SCA)

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) implements international treaties between the U.S. and other
nations devised to protect migratory birds, any of their parts, eggs and nests from activities such as
hunting, pursuing, capturing, killing, selling and shipping, unless expressly authorized in the regulations
or by permit. As authorized by the MBTA, the USFWS issues permits to qualified applicants for the
following types of activities: falconry, raptor propagation, scientific collecting, special purposes
(rehabilitation, education, migratory game bird propagation and salvage), take of depredating birds,
taxidermy, and waterfowl sale and disposal. The regulations governing migratory bird permits can be
found in 50 CFR part 13 General Permit Procedures and 50 CFR part 21 Migratory Bird Permits. The state
of California has incorporated the protection of birds of prey in Sections 3800, 3513 and 3503.5 of the
California Fish and Game Code.

California Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3800

These sections of the California Fish and Game Code prohibit the "take, possession, or destruction of
birds, their nests or eggs." Disturbance that causes nest abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort
(killing or abandonment of eggs or young) is considered a "take." Such a take would violate the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The act is implemented as part of the review process for any required State
agency authorization, agreement, or permit.

The Planning Area is limited in its function for wildlife movement due to its extensively developed
nature. However, proximity to San Francisco Bay makes the Planning Area accessible to migratory birds.
Nesting birds, including raptors, are protected by the CDFG Code Section 3503, which states "It is
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unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except as otherwise
provided by this code or any regulation made pursuant thereto." Passerines (songbirds) and non-
passerine land birds are further protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

Construction disturbance during the breeding season could result in the incidental loss of fertile eggs or
nestlings, or otherwise lead to nest abandonment. Therefore, the California Fish and Game Code
typically recommends preconstruction surveys for nesting birds that could potentially be directly (actual
removal of trees/vegetation) or indirectly (noise disturbance) impacted by construction-related
activities.

Bats may use vacant buildings, structures and trees within the Planning Area as seasonal or maternal
roost. Future development in accordance with the Specific Plan could eliminate bat roosts and, if
construction were to occur during the maternal roosting season, young bats incapable of flight could be
destroyed.

Standard Conditions of Approval

The following City Standard Condition of Approval, SCA 44, Tree Removal During Breeding Season, would
be a mandatory requirement of each individual future development project pursuant to the Specific Plan
that requires removal of any unprotected tree when it is approved by the City. SCA 44 would require a
survey by a qualified biologist to verify the presence or absence of nesting birds before removal any
unprotected tree during the breeding season and an appropriately sized buffer around any nest that
may be found. With required implementation of SCA 44, the potential impacts of the Specific Plan on
nesting birds would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

None needed

Conflicts with Local Policies or Ordinances

Impact Bio-5: Future development pursuant to or consistent with the Specific Plan may require the
removal of trees that are protected by the City of Oakland Tree Protection Ordinance. (LTS with
SCA)

City of Oakland Tree Protection Ordinance

Future development in accordance with the Specific Plan may require the removal of trees that are
protected by the City of Oakland Tree Protection Ordinance. The City of Oakland Tree Protection
Ordinance (Oakland Municipal Code Chapter 12.36) applies to the removal of protected trees under
certain circumstances. Factors to be considered in determining significance include the number, type,
size, location and condition of the protected trees to be removed or affected by construction and the
protected trees to remain, with special consideration given to native trees. Protected trees include the
following:

e Quercus agrifolia (California or coast live oak) measuring four inches diameter at breast height (dbh)
or larger; and

o any other tree measuring nine inches dbh or larger except Eucalyptus and Pinus radiata (Monterey
pine); provided, however, that Monterey pine trees on City property and in development-related
situations where more than five Monterey pine trees per acre are proposed to be removed are
considered to be Protected trees.
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Any project that would involve the removal of any tree or community of trees protected by the Tree
Protection Ordinance would be required to first obtain a permit from the City and comply with any
conditions of the permit, including replacement plantings and protection of remaining trees during
construction.

Standard Conditions of Approval

The following City Standard Conditions of Approval, SCA 45, Tree Removal Permit, SCA 46, Tree
Replacement Plantings, and SCA 47, Tree Protection During Construction, would be a mandatory
requirement of each individual future development project pursuant to the Specific Plan that requires
removal of any tree protected by the Tree Protection Ordinance. SCA 45, 46 and 47 require any project
that involves removal of any tree protected to first obtain a permit from the City and comply with any
conditions of the permit, including replacement plantings and protection of remaining trees during
construction.

SCA 45: Tree Removal Permit. (Prior to issuance of a demolition, grading, or building permit.) Prior
to removal of any protected trees, per the Protected Tree Ordinance, located on the project site or in
the public right-of-way adjacent to the project, the project applicant must secure a tree removal
permit from the Tree Division of the Public Works Agency, and abide by the conditions of that
permit.

SCA 46: Tree Replacement Plantings. Prior to issuance of a final inspection of the building permit.
Replacement plantings shall be required for erosion control, groundwater replenishment, visual
screening and wildlife habitat, and in order to prevent excessive loss of shade, in accordance with
the following criteria:

a. No tree replacement shall be required for the removal of nonnative species, for the removal of
trees which is required for the benefit of remaining trees, or where insufficient planting area
exists for a mature tree of the species being considered.

b. Replacement tree species shall consist of Sequoia sempervirens (Coast Redwood), Quercus
agrifolia (Coast Live Oak), Arbutus menziesii (Madrone), Aesculus californica (California
Buckeye) or Umbellularia californica (California Bay Laurel) or other tree species acceptable to
the Tree Services Division.

c. Replacement trees shall be at least of twenty-four (24) inch box size, unless a smaller size is
recommended by the arborist, except that three fifteen (15) gallon size trees may be substituted
for each twenty-four (24) inch box size tree where appropriate.

d. Minimum planting areas must be available on site as follows:
i For Sequoia sempervirens, three hundred fifteen square feet per tree;
ii. For all other species listed in #2 above, seven hundred (700) square feet per tree.

e. In the event that replacement trees are required but cannot be planted due to site constraints, an
in lieu fee as determined by the master fee schedule of the city may be substituted for required
replacement plantings, with all such revenues applied toward tree planting in city parks, streets
and medians.

f.  Plantings shall be installed prior to the issuance of a final inspection of the building permit,
subject to seasonal constraints, and shall be maintained by the project applicant until
established. The Tree Reviewer of the Tree Division of the Public Works Agency may require a
landscape plan showing the replacement planting and the method of irrigation. Any replacement
planting which fails to become established within one year of planting shall be replanted at the
project applicant’s expense.
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SCA 47: Tree Protection During Construction. Prior to issuance of a demolition, grading, or
building permit. Adequate protection shall be provided during the construction period for any trees
which are to remain standing, including the following, plus any recommendations of an arborist:

a. Before the start of any clearing, excavation, construction or other work on the site, every
protected tree deemed to be potentially endangered by said site work shall be securely fenced
off at a distance from the base of the tree to be determined by the City Tree Reviewer. Such
fences shall remain in place for duration of all such work. All trees to be removed shall be
clearly marked. A scheme shall be established for the removal and disposal of logs, brush, earth
and other debris which will avoid injury to any protected tree.

b. Where proposed development or other site work is to encroach upon the protected perimeter of
any protected tree, special measures shall be incorporated to allow the roots to breathe and
obtain water and nutrients. Any excavation, cutting, filing, or compaction of the existing ground
surface within the protected perimeter shall be minimized. No change in existing ground level
shall occur within a distance to be determined by the City Tree Reviewer from the base of any
protected tree at any time. No burning or use of equipment with an open flame shall occur near
or within the protected perimeter of any protected tree.

c. No storage or dumping of oil, gas, chemicals, or other substances that may be harmful to trees
shall occur within the distance to be determined by the Tree Reviewer from the base of any
protected trees, or any other location on the site from which such substances might enter the
protected perimeter. No heavy construction equipment or construction materials shall be
operated or stored within a distance from the base of any protected trees to be determined by the
tree reviewer. Wires, ropes, or other devices shall not be attached to any protected tree, except
as needed for support of the tree. No sign, other than a tag showing the botanical classification,
shall be attached to any protected tree.

d. Periodically during construction, the leaves of protected trees shall be thoroughly sprayed with
water to prevent buildup of dust and other pollution that would inhibit leaf transpiration.

e. If any damage to a protected tree should occur during or as a result of work on the site, the
project applicant shall immediately notify the Public Works Agency of such damage. If, in the
professional opinion of the Tree Reviewer, such tree cannot be preserved in a healthy state, the
Tree Reviewer shall require replacement of any tree removed with another tree or trees on the
same site deemed adequate by the Tree Reviewer to compensate for the loss of the tree that is
removed.

f.  All debris created as a result of any tree removal work shall be removed by the project applicant
from the property within two weeks of debris creation, and such debris shall be properly
disposed of by the project applicant in accordance with all applicable laws, ordinances, and
regulations.

With required implementation of SCA 45, 46 and 47, the impact of the Specific Plan related to conflicts
with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

None needed
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Conflicts with Habitat Conservation Plans

Impact Bio-6: Future development pursuant to or consistent with the Specific Plan would not conflict
with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. (No Impact)

There is no Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other adopted habitat
conservation plan applicable to the Planning Area. The Specific Plan would not conflict with the
provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

Cumulative Biological Impacts

Cumulative Impact Bio-7: Given the number of similar development projects currently in progress, as
well as those proposed at this time within the geographic context of this analysis, the
incremental contribution of development under the West Oakland Specific Plan towards
cumulative biological impacts is not considerable and is considered to be less than cumulatively
considerable. (LTS)

The geographic area considered for the biological resources cumulative analysis is the City of Oakland.
Most natural areas in the City have been completely developed and the hillsides have been graded
extensively. However, several sensitive species and a rare vegetation community still exist within the
City. As such, development of other past, present, current, pending, and future projects around the City
could have a significant cumulative impact on sensitive species and habitat.

Future development pursuant to or consistent with the Specific Plan and all other future projects in the
City would be required to comply with local, State, and federal laws and policies and all applicable
permitting requirements of the regulatory and oversight agencies intended to address potential impacts
on biological resources. New projects would be required to demonstrate that they would not have
significant effects on these biological resources, although it is possible that some projects may be
approved even though they would have significant, unavoidable impacts on biological resources. As
explained in more detail above, biological impacts resulting from implementation of the Specific Plan are
considered less than significant. Therefore, given the heavily urbanized context, the effect of the Plan on
biological resources in combination with other foreseeable similar projects, would likely be less than
significant. Given the number of similar development projects currently in progress, as well as those
proposed at this time within the geographic context of this analysis, the incremental contribution of
development under the Specific Plan towards cumulative biological impacts is not considerable and is
considered to be less than cumulatively considerable.

Geology and Soils

Earthquake Fault Rupture

Impact Geo-1: There are no Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones and no known earthquake fault traces
within the Planning Area. Future development in accordance with the Specific Plan would not
expose people or structures to substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or
death, as a result of the surface rupture of a known earthquake fault. (LTS)

West Oakland is located within the greater San Francisco Bay Area, which is recognized as one of the
more seismically active regions of California. Geologic and geomorphic structures within the San
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Francisco Bay Area are dominated by the San Andreas Fault, a right-lateral strike-slip fault that extends
from the Gulf of California to Cape Mendocino. It forms a portion of the boundary between two
independent tectonic plates: the Pacific plate and the North American plate. In the San Francisco Bay
Area, movement across this plate boundary is concentrated on the San Andreas Fault. Much of the
remainder is distributed across the Calaveras, Hayward, Greenville, Concord Green Valley, and Rodgers
Creek fault zones. Together, these faults are referred to as the San Andreas Fault system. Movement
along the San Andreas Fault system has been ongoing for about the last 25 million years. The northwest
trend of the faults within this fault system is largely responsible for the strong northwest structural
orientation of geologic and geomorphic features in the San Francisco Bay Area.

The active Hayward fault is the closest fault to West Oakland, located approximately 3.5 miles to the
east along the southwestern base of the East Bay hills, paralleling Highway 13. Some of the other active
fault system within approximately 100 kilometers of the Planning Area 