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Authorizing the District to file a Notice of Exemption for the Piedmont 
Finishing Kitchen & Cafeteria 

Adoption of resolution 1617-0195 Authorizing the District to file a Notice of 
Exemption for the Piedmont Finishing Kitchen & Cafeteria 

Pursuant to the District's Bond Measure J, the District developed the Piedmont 
Finishing Kitchen & Cafeteria Measure J Project ("Proposed Project") to better 
support student nutrition and learning by providing Cafeteria, Kitchen and 
support Circulation space. 

Prior to approving the Proposed Project, the District must comply with the 
California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"). The District staff determined 
that the Proposed project: 

The Piedmont Project (Project) involves site preparation and construction 
of a 5,000 square-foot (sf) one-story school kitchen and cafeteria building, to 
be located entirely within the existing school grounds. The proposed facility 
building will have a seating capacity of 150 students and consist of a kitchen, 
cafeteria, and support/circulation space. 
There would be no changes to the current physical layout of other buildings at 
the school site, and no increase in school classrooms or enrollment capacity 
would result 

The Project meets the criteria stated in CEQA Guidelines Section 15314: Minor 
Additions to Schools for the Class 14 Categorical Exemption for CEQA. Further, 
it does not meet any of the criteria for exceptions to such an exemption given 
in Guideline Section 15300.2 (a)-(f). Therefore the Project is "Within a class of 
projects that have been determined not to have a significant effect on the 
environment and which shall, therefore, be exempt from the provisions of 
CEQA 

Once a project is determined to be exempt, the project is no longer subject to 
either the procedural or substantive requirements of CEQA, and construction of 
the project can begin upon its approval. 
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Should be Board adopt the Resolution, District staff will file a Notice of 
Exemption with the Alameda County Clerk. 

0.0% 

Adoption of resolution 1617-0195 authorizing the district to file a Notice of 
Exemption for the Piedmont Finishing Kitchen ft Cafeteria 
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RESOLUTION OF THE 
BOARD OF EDUCATION 

OF THE OAKLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

RESOLUTION NO. 1617 - 0195 

AUTHORIZING THE DISTICT TO FILE A NOTICE OF EXEMPTION FOR 
THE PIEDMONT FINISHING KITCHEN AND CAFETERIA PROJECT 

WHEREAS, the Oakland Unified School District (District") has developed the 
Piedmont Elementary School ("School") Measure J Project ("Project") described in detail 
below, located within the existing school grounds of the Piedmont Elementary School 
Campus ("Campus") at 4314 Piedmont A venue, Oakland, CA 94611 , to provide 
facilities support better student nutrition. 

WHEREAS, The Piedmont Project (Project) involves site preparation and 
construction of a 5,000 square-foot (sf) one-story school kitchen and cafeteria building, to 
be located entirely within the existing school grounds. The proposed facility building will 
have a seating capacity of 150 students and consist of a kitchen, cafeteria, and 
support/circulation space. There would be no changes to the current physical layout of 
other buildings at the school site and no increase in school classrooms or enrollment 
capacity would result. 

WHEREAS, the Project meets the criteria stated in CEQA Guidelines Section 
15314: Minor Additions to Schools for the Class 14 Categorical Exemption for CEQA. 
Further, it does not meet any of the criteria for exceptions to such as exemption given in 
Guideline Section 15300.2 (a)-(f). Therefore, the Project is "Within a class of projects 
that have been determined not to have a significant effect on the environment and which 
shall, therefore, be exempt for the provisions of CEQA. 

NOW, THEREFORE, is found, determined and resolved by the District's Board 
of Education ("Board") as follows, for good and sufficient cause based on the entire 
record of proceedings: 

1. The above recitals are true and correct. 

2. The Project meets the definition of the Class 14 Categorical Exemption. 

3. There are no known unusual circumstance that would disqualify the 
Project from being categorically exempt. 

4. The applicable requirements of CEQA have been fulfilled for the Project. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby determines that the Project 
is categorically exempt from CEQA. 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby approves the Project. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Superintendent and the Superintendent's 
designee are hereby authorized and directed to file a Notice of Exemption for the Project 
with the Clerk Recorder's Office of the County of Alameda. 

Attachments: 

Exhibit 1. Piedmont Finishing Kitchen Notice of Exemption 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Governing Board of Education of the Oakland Unified 
School Distri ct , this 14th Day of June, 2017, by the following vote: 

A YES: Jody London, Aimee Eng, Jumoke Hinton Hodge, Roseann Torres, Shanthi 
Gonzales, Vice President Nina Senn, President James Harris 

NOES: None 

ABSTAINED: None 

ABSENT: None 

CERTIFICATION 

------------·------···-
!, Devin Dillon, Secretary of the Board of Education of the Oakland Unified School 
District does herby certify that the foregoing Resolution was duly approved and adopted 
by the Board of Education of said district at a meeting thereof held on the 14 th Day of 
June, 2017, with a copy of the Resolution being on file in the Administrative Office of the 
District. 

-~) . -
Devin Dillon 
Secretary Board of 
Education 



Notice of Exemption 
- --------=----------·------· Appendix E 

To: Office of Planning and Research 
P.O. Box 3044, Room 11 3 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 

From: (Public Agency) : Oakland Unified School District 

1000 Broadway 

County Clerk 
County of : Alameda 
1106 Madison Street 

Oakland, Ca. 94607 

Project Title: Piedmont Avenue School Fi~ishing Kitchen & Cafeteria 

Oakland, CA 94607 

(Address) 

Project Applicant: Oakland Unified School ~-is_t_ric_t ___ ___ ------- · --- ----· 

Project Location - Specific: 

Piedmont Avenue School, 4314 Piedmont Avenue 

Project Location - City: Oakland Project Location - County: _A_la_m_e_d_a _____ _ 

Description of Nature , Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project: 
Piedmont is a K-5 school, enrollment - 349. The Project constructs a 4,000 sf one-story kitchen and cafeteria 
building within existing school grounds. Students currently eat lunch in an existing multi-purpose room. The 
facility will improve student nutrition and enable other academic uses for the existing room. 

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Oakland Un ified School District 

Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Oakland Unified School District 

Exempt Status: (check one): 

D Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15268) ; 

0 Declared Emergency {Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a)); 

D Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b) (4); 15269(b)(c)); 
~ Categorical Exemption. State type and section number: Section 15314--Minor Addition to Schools 

D Statutory Exemptions. State code number : --- --------·--------

Reasons why project is exempt: 
Project is exempt because (a) it is a minor addition; (b) it does not increase original student capacity by more 
than 25% or ten classrooms; and (c) none of the exceptions given in Section 15300.2 apply to this project. In 
particular, there are no unusual circumstances that would result in significant environmental effects. 

Lead Agency 
Contact Person: Marion McWilliams Area Code!felephone/Extension: 510.879.8535 

If filed by applicant: 
1. Attach certified document of exemption finding . 
2. Has a Notice of Exemption been filed by the public agency approving the project?. 0 Yes D No 

Signature : ------------- Date : ___ __ _ Title : 

D Signed by Lead Agency D Signed by Applicant 

21 83 and 21110, Public Resources Code. Date Received for fil ing at OPR: 
1152, t'!nd 21152.1 , Public Resources Coda. 

Revised 2011 
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General Project Information 

1. Project Title: 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: 

Piedmont Fin ishi ng Kitchen Project 

Oakland Unifi ed School District 
955 High Street 
Oakland, CA 94601 

M ary Ledezma 
Project Manager, Facilities Pl an ning & M anagement 
955 High Street 
Oakland, CA 94601 
510-535-7055 
Mary.ledezma@ousd.org 

4. Project Location: 4314 Piedmont Ave . 
Oakla nd, CA 94611 

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address: Oakland Unified Schoo l District 

6. Existing General Plan Designation: M ixed Housing Type Residential 

7. Existing Zoning: RM-2 

8. Project Description: 

The Piedmont Finishing Kitchen Project involves site preparation and construction of an approximately 
4,000 square foot (sf) one-story school ki tchen and cafeteria building, to be loca ted within the existing 
school grounds. The proposed facility build ing wi ll have a seating capacity of 144 students and consist of 
a kitchen, cafeteria, and support areas. 

The proposed building would be constructed alongside the 2-story school addition. Food delivery and 
staff parking would be accessed via an existing drive aisle from Piedmont Ave. The project will also 
include minor re-gradi ng of the concrete drive cut at the Echo Avenue entrance, relocation of at least 
four picnic tabl es, and removal of one tree to provide adequat e fire lane. There would be no changes to 
the current physical layout of other buildings and outdoor play areas at the school site and no increase 
in school classrooms or enro llment capacity would result. 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: 

The Project site is located along the Mixed Use Piedmont Avenue corridor, a wel l-esta blished residential 
and commercial neighborhood (see Figure 1). Less than Y.-mile to the north and east li es open space, 
includ ing the Mountain View Cemetery and the Cl aremont Country Club. The school si te is accessed 
directly from Pi edmont Avenue. 

The site is bordered to the northeast by res idences with frontages on Glen Eden Avenue, both single and 
multi -family dwellings. Adjacent to the southeast are the Piedmont Avenue Branch of t he Oakland Publ ic 
Library and the Child Deve lopment Center. Across Echo Avenue (so uthwest of the site) are residences. 

10. Agencies Whose Approval is Required 

The Oakland Unified School Di stri ct has jurisdiction for project approvals and financ ing. Project 
approval s are gra nted by the Division of the Stat e Architect, wh ich has jurisdiction over faci lities 
construction on OUSD property. 
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Project Description 

Schoo l Faciliti es 

Piedmont Avenue School is a K-5 school, with a current enrollment of approximately 349 students .1 The 
Project involves site preparation and construction of an approximately 4,000 square foot (sf) one-story 
school kitchen and cafeteria building, to be located alongside the 2-story additional school building 
within the existing school grounds (see Figure 2) . Students currently eat lunch in an existing multi
purpose room within the main school building. There are no kitchen facilities for student meal 
preparation at the present time. The original school building, built in 1940, has been rated in the 
Oakland Cultural Heritage Survey as C3, meaning it is of "Secondary Importance: Superior or visually 
important example, or very early (pre-1906). [Buildings classified C] warrant limited recognition" 2. The 

site is not within a historic District of Oakland. 

The proposed facility building will have a seating capacity of 144 students and consist of: 

• Kitchen (965 sf) 

• Cafeteria (2750 sf) 

• Structure/shafts/framing (285 sf) 

Site Des ign Concepts and Master Pl an 

The proposed building would replace approximately half of the school's roughly 15,000-square foot 
grass field (see Figure 3). The building would be as close as twenty (20) feet to the 2-story additional 

classroom . In addition, a delivery zone would be created by extending the existing drive aisle which is 
accessed from Piedmont Avenue . The drive aisle has a current clearance of 11'-10". It will be extended 
southeast from its current endpoint behind the 2002 schoolroom addition to the edge of school 
property, adjacent to the Child Development Center. Fourteen (14) new parking spaces will be created 
on either side of a new hammerhead for truck deliveries that would be part of the extended drive aisle. 
In addition, the curb cut and gate access on Echo Avenue would be expanded to 18'. To provide an 
adequate fire lane from the Echo Avenue access, four concrete picnic tables and an existing tree will be 
removed. The picnic tables will be relocated outside the new cafeteria site. There would be no changes 
to the current physical layout of other buildings and outdoor play areas at the school site and no 
increase in school classroom s or enrollment capacity would result. 

Food Service and Ki tchen Renovati on 

Currently students use a multi-purpose room to eat lunch in two shifts: K-lst (130 students) and 2nd -

5th (240 students); there are no meals prepared onsite . The new kitchen and cafeteria facility would 
include the following layout and square footages. The seating capacity of 144 is based on California 
Building Code requirements . The cafeteria will include twelve (12) twelve-person rectangular tables. 
Table 1 details the square footage for the various kitchen and cafeteria functions : 

1 Educa tion Data Partn ership, ava ilab le at htt p://www.ed-data.o rg/schoo l/ Alameda/Oakland -Unified/ Pi edmont-Avenue
El ementary. Accessed M arch 15, 201 7 

2 Oakl and Cultural Heritage Survey. Avai lab le at 

http://www2.oak landnet.com/Government/o/PBN/OurServices/Historic/DOWD009 155. Accessed March 15, 2017. 
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Table 1. Proposed Facility Details 

Room/Function Anticipated square footage 

Kitchen 

Food Prep 200 

Dry Storage 100 

Co ld storage/freezer 100 

Dishwashing/Cleaning 150 

Point of Sa le Area Station 30 

Queuing/Serving lines 200 

Kitchen Office 120 

Staff Restroom 65 

Subtotal 965 
.• 

Cafeteria 

Seating (12 Tables) 2100 

Storage 100 

Restrooms 300 

Janitor Closet 50 

Janitor Office 100 

Uti lity Room 100 

Subtotal 2750 

Structure/Shafts/Framing 285 

Total Building Area (excluding 4000 
exterior seating) 

The kitchen will use an elect ri c Combi oven, w hich combines several different types of food preparation 
functions into a single unit. 

Access, Traffic, & Parking 

Because the project will not add to the stud ent, t eacher, or administrator population on-site, it would 
not lead to any increases in vehicular or pedestri an traffi c. The ex istin g dr ive aisle accessed from 
Piedmont Ave will be ext ended approximat ely 160 ft . to t he edge of the school property. A 

hammerhead-type road design will be install ed nea r th e fa r edge that provides access to the new 
addition al asph alt parking area, which will con ta in 14 sta ndard spaces, of whi ch two are handicapped

accessibl e). 

The hammerhe ad will also provid e access for t ruck deliveri es. The addition of kitchen fa ciliti es will cause 
a small increase in truck traffi c, w ith twi ce-wee kly t ru ck deliver ies reg ular food and se rvi ce-related 
items. Trash/recycling se rvices will add an add it iona l pick-up site to the weekly existin g se rvice at new 
trash enclosure created at the southeast corn er of t he schoo l site. 

Daily Lunch Program 

The proposed co nstruction and alterations to exist ing schoo l faci liti es wi ll not resu lt in changes to the 
ex isting stagge red ca mpus lunch schedul es. K- l ' t students eat from 11:15-11:SSam, and 2nd thru 5th eat 

from 12:10-12:SOpm . 
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Pro ject Constructi on 

Construction activities are anticipated to occur for a total of 245 active days, spanning approximately 12 

months, from 2018 through 2019. Construction would occur in a single phase. Construction activities 
would consist of limited excavation and grading, foundation construction, construction of the building 
and finishing interiors, and roadway and parking lot finishing. The construction activities at the site will 

include asphalt and subgrade soil removal to approximately 2.5 feet below ground surface for utilities, 
and up to forty (40} feet for drilled pier foundations. Typical equipment used during construction would 

include an excavator, skid-steer loader, backhoe, trencher, crane, rough terrain forklift, paver, and 
paving equipment. Staging would primarily occur within the Project site area, accessed from the 

Piedmont Avenue drive aisle. 

Figure 1: Regional Location 

Source: GoogleMaps 
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Figure 2: Project Site and Surroundings-Piedmont Avenue School 

Source : Google Earth, as annotated by Lamphier-Gregory. 
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Categorical Exemption Analysis 

The following analysis presents substantial evidence that a Class 14 CEQA Exemption is applicable to the 
proposed Project and that there are no exceptions that app ly to the Project or its site that would 
preclude the use of an exemption . 

Class 14 Exemption Criteria 

Article 19 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15300 to 15333), 
includes a list of classes of projects that have been determined to not have a significant effect on the 
environment and, as a result, are exempt from review under CEQA. Among the classes of projects that 
are exempt from CEQA review are those projects that consist of minor additions to existing schoo ls . 
CEQA Guideline §15314 (or "Class 14") defines minor additions to schools as a minor addition to an 
existing school "where the addition does not increase the original student capacity by more than 25% or 
ten classrooms, whichever is less. The addition of portable classrooms is included in this exemption." 

Project Analysis-Exemption Criteria 

Yes No 

0 Does the project increase student capacity by more than 25% or by 10 classrooms, 

whichever is less. The addition of portable classrooms is included in this exemption. 

As detailed in the project description, the proposed Project would result in no net increase of classroom 
or student capacity. The Project therefore qualifies for a Class 14 exemption as a project consisting of a 
minor addition to a school. 

The Class 14 exemption contains no additional qualifying criteria . 

Exceptions 

Even if a project is ordinarily exempt under any of the potential categorical exemptions, CEQA 
Guidelines §15300.2 provides specific instances where exceptions to otherwise applicab le exemptions 
apply. Exceptions to a categorical exemption apply in the following circumstances, effective ly nullifying a 
CEQA categorica l exemption: 

(a) Location. Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the project is to be 
located. A project that is ordinarily insignificant in its impact on the environment may in a 
particularly sensitive environment be significant. Therefore, these classes are considered to apply 
all instances, except where the project may impact on an environmental resource of hazardous 
or critical concern where designated, precise.fy mapped, and officially adopted pursuant to law 
by federal, state, or local agencies. 

(b) Cumulative Impact. All exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when the cumulative impact 
of successive projects of the same type in the same place, over time is significant. 

(c) Significant Effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a 
reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment due to 
unusual circumstances. 
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(d} Scenic Highways. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may result in 
damage to scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees, historic buildings, rock 
outcroppings, or similar resources, within a highway officially designated as a state scenic 
highway. This does not apply to improvements which are required as mitigation by an adopted 
negative declaration or certified EIR. 

(e) Hazardous Waste Sites. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project located on a site 
which is included on any list compiled pursuant to §65962.5 of the Government Code. 

(f) Historical Resources. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may cause a 
substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. 

Project Analysis-Exceptions to Categorical Exemptions Checklist 

In addition to investigating the applicability of CEQA Guidelines §15314 (Class 14 exemption), this 
technical report also assess whether any of the exceptions to qualifying for an exemption are present. 

The following analysis compares the criteria of CEQA Guidelines §15300.2 (Exceptions) to the proposed 
project. If a project meets any of the exception criteria, it would not qualify for a CEQA exemption. 

Criterion 15300 .2(a): Location 

Yes No 

D Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the project is to be 
located. 

The Project is exempt under Class 14. Therefore, the exception for location does not apply. 

Criterion 15300.2(b): Cumul ati ve Impact 

Yes No 

D Does the project have the potential to contribute considerably to significant cumulative 
impacts of successive projects of the same type and in the same place, over time? 

The Project represents an additional building footprint of 4,000 sq. ft. onto the campus. Piedmont 
Avenue School was originally constructed in 1940, and a second classroom was added in 2002 . The Child 
Development Center, adjacent to the southeast, was built in 1970. No further development of the 
school site is contemplated . Given the limited number of development projects that have occurred on 
the site, and the fact that the school site is situated within a residential neighborhood, there would not 
be the potential for cumul ative physical impacts related to successive projects of the same type in this 
location. 

Nevertheless, this document addresses the potential for cumulative impacts to noise, air quality and 
traffic from the Project. These impacts are discussed below. 

Noise 

According to the Noise Element of the City of Oakland's Genera l Plan, the Project is located within an 

area with an anticipated ambient noise level of 65dBA in 2025 .3 The Noise Element characterizes this 
level of ambient noise as Conditionally Acceptable for school land use . 

3 City of Oak land General Pl an , Noise Element, 2005, Figu re 2. 
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The primary noise sources throughout the site are localized sources including traffic along roadways 
serving the site, community noise (e.g., dogs barking, conversations, music, children playing, etc.) and 
school noise (e .g. children playing or conversing). 

The proposed Project would not increase the number of students and related activity levels at the site. 
Therefore, campus noise would not increase. It would, however, slightly increase the number of daily 
personal vehicle trips for additional kitchen staff and introduce new truck traffic for regular deliveries of 

food and related supplies . Conventional estimates of noise perceptibility4 suggest that: 

1. Increases of less than 3dBA are virtually imperceptible by the human ear. 
2. A doubling of the sound source is required to produce an additional 3 dBA of noise. This means 

that a minimum of doubling the number of vehicles traversing the roads would generate a 
perceptible increase in noise. 

The incremental number of vehicle trips from new kitchen staff would not double the number of vehicle 
trips in the morning or afternoon peak trip times. OUSD estimates that 2-3 additional staff would be 
needed to service the kitchen. Therefore, once construction of the Project is completed, increases in 
traffic would not result in an increase in ambient noise levels greater than 3 dBA and would not 
considerably contribute to area traffic noise. Projected noise levels at the school site would not 

discernably increase the current ambient noise levels at adjacent receptors. 

Truck deliveries would occur twice a week, most likely from a 14-foot box truck. Deliveries would occur 
at any time during weekday hours between 8 a.m . -5 p.m., ensuring minimal total disturbance to nearby 

residents and sensitive receptors. 

In addition to students onsite, there would be other sensitive receptors adjacent to the Project site, at 

the Piedmont Avenue branch of the Oakland Public Library, the Child Development Center, and 
surrounding residences. In addition, there is another sensitive receptor within 1000' of the Project site: 
Saint Leo the Great (Pre K-51

h school). Site work and exterior construction noise would last 
approximately 12 months, the duration of which would not be considered a noise impact under CEQA. 
Construction noise would occur only during daytime hours and ground-borne vibration would not reach 
levels that could be damaging to nearby structures. The school would adopt the Conditions of Approval 
in Attachment A to minimize construction noise impacts. If construction activities include extreme noise
generating activities ((e.g ., pier drilling, pile driving and other activities generating greater than 90dBA), 
the school would also prepare a Construction Noise Management Plan prepared by a qualified acoustical 
consultant that contains a set of site-specific noise attenuation measures to further reduce construction 

impacts associated with extreme noise generating activities . 

With compliance with the Conditions of Approval, the proposed Project would not result in significant 
noise impacts. Additionally, construction and operation of a school within a residential neighborhood 
and the noise associated with those activities would not be considered an unusual circumstance . 

Air Quality 

BAAQMD presented screening criteria in their 2011 CEQA Guidelines that identify project sizes by type 
that could have the potential to result in emissions over threshold levels. For an elementary school, the 
screening size for operational criteria pollutants is 2,747 students/271,000 square feet, for operational 

greenhouse gas emissions it is 44,000 square feet, and for construction pollutants is 3904 
students/277,000 square feet . For a middle school, the screening size for operational criteria pollutants 

4 Federa l Highway Administ ra ti on w ebsi te, avail able at 

ht tps:// www. fhwa .dot. gov/ e nvi ronm ent/noise/no ise barriers/ design const ru cti on/keepdow n .cfm. Accessed March 6, 
2017 
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is 2,460 students/285,000 square feet, and for construction pollutants is 3261 students/277,000 square 
feet (no screening size is given for operational greenhouse gas emissions) .The proposed Project is well 
below these screening level sizes for all param eters and the refore impacts are considered to be less 
than significant . Additionally, the construction-period is shorter than 2 years, which is generally 
considered the minimum length for an accurate health risk analysis, and construction activities do not 
include substantial earth-moving. Emissions-related construction-period health risks would not be 
cumulatively considerable . Therefore, the Project will not result in consid erabl e contribution to 
cumulative air quality or greenhouse gas emissions impacts. 

Traffic 

The number, timing, location, and duration of school drop-offs and pick-ups would not change. 

Currently, staff vehicles can park within the drive aisle accessed from Piedmont Avenue, which can 
accommodate 8-10 cars. The Project will extend the drive aisle and create 14 dedicated parking spaces 
at the far end, replacing the current mode of haphazard parking. Therefore, the proposed Project is 

expected to improve access to and availability of on-site parking and circulation. Truck deliveries of food 
and related supplies would occur twice a week using a 14-foot box truck, which will use the drive aisle 

and hammerhead turnaround . This low freque ncy of deliveries would not cause significant conflicts with 
bicyclists or pedestrians. 

Therefore, the Project would not result in significant traffic impacts. 

Ba sed on the analysis above, the Project woul d not considerably contribute to cumulative impacts in the 

vicinity. This exception criterion would not apply to the proposed Project . 

Criter ion 15300.2(c) : Sign ificant Effects from Unusual Circumstances 

Yes No 

D Is there a reasonable possibility that the project will have a significant effect on the 
environment due to unusual circumstances? 

There are several ways in which a given project might be so different from others in its exemption 
ca tegory that it could be properly characterized as having "unusual circumstances" : 

1. Project Size-ls the project of unusual size? 

Project: the Piedmont Avenue project is of routine size for a kitchen facility serving a student 
population of 349. The proposed cafeteria seating capacity of 144 is ba sed on California Building 
Code requirements. The Project would reduce the grass field size, but it would still be ~7,000 
sq uare feet. 

2. Location : 

a. Environmentally se nsitive location-Would the project cause impacts to a sensitive 
ecosystem (wetl ands), resource (creek), or biological community (specia l statu s or protected 
species )? 

Project: The school is on fully developed property. A completely culverted portion of Glen 
Echo Creek (al so known as Cemetery Creek) runs north to south beneath the property, 
entering the site about 368' east of Piedmont Avenue, and exiting about 276' east of 
Piedmont Avenue. Architectural drawings created for the 2002 school addition show the 
cu lvert to be a concrete arched structure buried about 17.5 ft below ground surface, with its 
highest point about 10 ft below ground surface. OUSD's pre-const ruct ion project design 
wou ld include mapping the creek culvert and ensuring that construction of the project 
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would not damage the integrity of the concrete structure, by constructing the Project on 

drilled pier foundations, among other measures. 

b. Presents safety hazard to people or structures on campus (soils and geologic conditions) 
from: 

i. Surface fault rupture-The Project is not within an Earthquake Fault Zone as defined by 
the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, meaning that the Project would not be 
subject to substantial risk of surface fault rupture. 

ii. Seismic shaking--The Project site is approximately 1.5 miles from the Hayward Fault. The 
Association of Bay Area Governments Resilience Program (ABAG) maps from the 
California Geological Survey provides an estimated the level of risk from various seismic 
events, including seismic shaking from serious earthquakes. It predicts that the East Bay, 

from San Pablo Bay to San Jose and from the Bay to the Caldecott Tunnel (and including 
the Project site), would be subject to "very strong" shaking from a 7.0 earthquake on 

the Hayward Fault 5 . Because millions of people, and hundreds of schools, are present in 
this area of very strong shaking, this is not considered an unusual circumstance in the 

regional context. 

iii. Liquefaction-Soil liquefaction and seismically-induced settlement typically occur in 
saturated cohesionless soils; and in low-plasticity silts due to cyclic softening where the 
groundwater is relatively shallow. During an earthquake, ground shaking causes a rapid 
increase in the porewater pressure within the soil mass under undrained conditions. The 
generation of excess porewater pressures causes a corresponding decrease in the soil's 
effective stress, which can result in a sudden loss of soil bearing strength and ground 
surface settlement within the liquefied (and softened) soil layers. Soil liquefaction 
potential is generally affected by soil types, mineral contents, ground acceleration, 
duration of shaking, and frequency content of the earthquake ground motion, among 
other factors . 

A Geotechnical Report was prepared for the Project6
. The liquefaction analysis indicated 

that, due to the depth of the liquefiable layer encountered, "we do not regard the 
potential for liquefaction-induced reduction in the bearing capacity of shallow 
foundations as a design consideration for the project based on the depth of this layer 

and the anticipated foundation loads." 7 As a Condition of Approval for the Project, the 
District shall implement the geotechnical recommendations included in the report . 
Foundation and structural design of the Project will be required to be consistent with 
recommendations of the geotechnical report to ensure proper construction techniques 
based on the specific properties of the site soils . 

iv. Landslides-The Geotechnical Report found that the ground slope around the proposed 
location is less than 20 :1 (horizontal to vertical and no significant slopes will be 

5Association of Bay Area Governments, Resili ence Program, map ava ilable at 
ht tp ://gis.a bag.ca .gov/website/Hazards/? hlyr=cgs l iqZones. Accessed M arch 7, 2017 

6 Geotechnical Eva luation and Geologic Haza rd Assessment, Piedmont Ave nue El ementary School , prepared by Ninyo Moore. 
June 10, 2016. 

7 Ibid ., p. 9. 
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constructed for the Project. It therefore co ncluded that slope stability or landslid ing are 
not design con siderations for t he Project ." 8 

Project: In summary, the Project site is not characterized by unusual circumstances with 
respect to seismic hazards. 

In addition, the following conclusions can be drawn regarding the circumstances of th e Project: 

• Location of a school within a residential neighborhood is not an unusual circumstance and 
existence of traffic noise is not an unusual circum st ance . 

• Operation of a school within a resident ial neighborhood and the traffic associated with school 
activities would not be considered an unusual circumstance . 

Based on the analysis of Project circumstances, there are no unusual circumstances or other topics areas 
under which the Project could contribute to significant effects. Th erefore, the proposed Project is not 
characterized by " unusual circumstances" and t here is not a reasonable possibility that the Project will 
have a significant effect on the environment. This exception criterion would not apply to the proposed 
Project. 

Criterion 15300.2(d) : Scenic Highway 

Yes No 

D Does the project have the potential to resul t in damage to scenic resources including 
but not limited to, trees, historic buildings, rock outcroppings or simi la r resources, 
within a highway officially designated as a state scenic highway? 

The Project site is located within %-mile of the designated State Scenic Highway 580 corridoc. However, 
the single-story Project would not impair the scenic views of the hills from highway travelers. Therefore, 
the Project does not have the potential to resu lt in damage to scenic resources within a state scenic 
highway. This exception criterion would not apply to the proposed Project . 

Criterion 15300.2(e): Hazard ous Waste Sites 

Yes No 

0 0 Is the project located on a site which is included on any list co mpiled pursuant to 
Section 65962.5 of the Government Code? 

Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) conducted a search of availabl e environm ental records at and 
near the Project site. The full radius map and report are included as Attachment C and summarized 
below. The Project site is not identified on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the 
Government Code ("Cortese List " ). However, t he Project site is list ed on the California HAZNET 
database du e to 0.8 tons of so lid waste dispose d as "Surface lmpoundment That Will Be Closed As 
Landfill " in 2013 . In add ition, the School wa s cited for an unspecifi ed viol ation of the Toxic Substances 
Control Act in 1998. These individual records do not qualify the site for listing on the Cortese List or 
otherwise create a significant hazard to the pu blic or the environment. 

In addition, a So il Analytical Report for the Project site was conducted by Ninyo Moore in May 20169. 
The Report found that the asphalt is acceptable for reuse at the site and the so il would be cla ss ified as 

8 Ibid ., p.11. 
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Class II non-hazardous wa ste . The preparers recommended that the soil proposed for excavation is 
disposed off-site at a Class II facility . 

This exception criterion for hazardous waste sites would not apply to the proposed Project. 

Criterion 15300.2(f): Histori ca l Resources 

Yes No 

D Does the project have the potential to cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource? 

Piedmont Avenue School is not listed or eligible for listing on the California Register of Historical 
Resources or the National Register of Historic Places. The original school building, built in 1940, has been 
rated in the Oakland Cultural Heritage Survey as C3, meaning it is of "Secondary Importance: Superior or 

visually important example, or very early (pre-1906). [Buildings classified C] warrant limited 

recognition" 10. The site is not within a historic District of Oakland. 

Previous construction on the site has not resulted in recorded finds of archeological resources. However, 
in the event of an unanticipated discovery, existing requirements pursuant to state law require that, in 

the event that archaeological or paleontological resources are encountered during construction, work 
must be halted and a qualified archaeologist consulted . Further, any human remains found on the site 
are required to be handled in accordance with Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5097.98, including 
determination whether Native American Heritage Commission and/or investigation of the cause of 
death is required. 

Implementation of these existing regulations would ensure that any resources that may be discovered 
are recovered and that appropriate procedures are followed in the event of accidental discovery to 
minimize potential risk of impact on archaeological resources, paleontological resources and/or human 
remains to a less-than-significant level. 

Therefore, the proposed Project will not result in adverse changes to historic/cultural resources. This 
exception criterion would not apply to the proposed Project. 

Conclusion 

The previous analysis presents substantial evidence that a Class 14 CEQA Exemption is applicable to the 
proposed project and that there are no exceptions that apply to the project or its site that would 
preclude the use of an exemption. The Project meets the criteria stated in CEQA Guidelines Section 
15314: Minor Additions to Schools for the Class 14 Categorical Exemption from CEQA. Further, it does 
not meet any of the criteria for exceptions to such an exemption given in Guidelines Section 15300.2 (a)
(f) . Therefore the Project is "within a class of projects that have been determined not to have a 
significant effect on the environment and which shall, therefore, be exempt from the provisions of 

CEQA". 11 

9 So il and Asphalt Sampling and Laboratory Analysis, prepared by Ninyo & Moore. May 27, 2016. 

10 Oakland Cultural Heritage Survey. Available at 

http://www2.oak1andnet.com/Gove rnm ent/o/PBN/OurServices/H istoric/DOWD009155. Accessed March 15, 2017. 

11 CEQA Guidelines 2017, Section 15300. 
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Attachment A: Recommended Conditions of Approval (CAs) 

This document provides a se ries of recommen ded Conditi ons of App roval (CAs) intended to ensure that 

construction and operations activities associated with the Piedmont Avenue Fini shing Kitchen and 

Cafeteria Project do not cau se significant environmental impacts. These recomm end ations draw heavily 

from the City of Oakland 's Uniformly Applied Developm ent Standards, adopted as Standard Conditions 

of Approval (Standard Conditions of Approval, or SCAs), which were originally adopted by the City in 

2008 and have been incremental ly updated over time, most recently in 2015 . The Oakland's SCAs 

incorporate development policies and stand ards from various adopted pl ans, pol ici es, and ordinances 

(such as the Oakland Planning and Mun icipal Codes, Oakl and Creek Protect ion, Stormwater Wate r 

Management and Discharge Control Ordinance, Oakland Tree Protection Ordinance, Oakland Grading 

Regulations, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Syst em (NPDES) permit requirements, Housing 

Element-related mitigation measures, Green Building Ordinance, historic/Landmark status, California 

Building Code, and Uniform Fire Code, among others), which have been found to substantia lly mitigate 

environmental effects . 

The Project w ill also conform to the standards required by the Cal ifornia Divis ion of the State Arch itect, 

a state agency wh ich provides design and construct ion oversight for K-12 schools, community colleges, 

and various other state-owned and leased faci liti es. The Division also develops accessibi lity, structural 

safety, and historical building codes and standards utilized in various pu blic and private buildings 

throughout the state of California . In addition, Title S, Division 1, Chapter 13, Subchapter 13 of the 

California Code of Regulations provides variou s applicable standards regarding school construction . 

Applicable CAs could be adopted as requirement s of an individual Project wh en it is approved by the 

Division of the State Architect, and are designed to, and w ill , avoid or subst antially reduce a Project's 

environmental effects . 

The Project sponsor (OUSD, " District") would be responsible for compliance w ith any recommendations 

in approved technical reports and with all CAs set fo rth here in at its sole cost and expense, unless 

otherwise express ly provided in a specific SCA, and subject to the revi ew and approval of OUSD. 

When 

Required 

Aesthetics, Shadow and Wind 

CA-1 : Landscape Plan Prior to approva l of constructio n-rela ted pe rmi t 

a. Landscape Plan Required 

The Dist rict shall submit a final La ndscape Plan for review and 
approva l by t he Stat e Architect. The Landscape Plan shall be 

included w it h the set of drawings submitted fo r t he 

construct ion-relat ed permit. 

CA-2: Lighting Prior t o bui ldi ng permit fin al 

Proposed new exterior lighting f ixtures sha ll be adeq uately 

shielded to a point be low the light bu lb and refl ector to prevent 

unnecessary glare onto adjacent propert ies. 

Air Quality 

CA-3: Construction-Related Air Pollution (Dust and Equipment I During construct ion 
Emissions) 
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When 
Required 

The District sha ll implement all of the fo llowing appl icable air 
pollution control measures during construction of the Project: 

a. Water all exposed surfaces of act ive construction areas at 
least twice daily. Watering should be sufficient to prevent 
airborne dust from leaving the site. Increased watering 
frequency may be necessary whenever w ind speeds exceed 
15 mi les per hour. Rec laimed water should be used whenever 

feasible. 

b. Cover all trucks hau ling so il, sand, and other loose materials 
or require all trucks to maintain at least two feet of freeboard 
(i.e., the minimum requ ired space between the top of the 
load and the top of the trailer). 

C. All vis ible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent pub lic roads 
shall be removed using wet power vacu um street sweepers at 
least once per day. The use of dry power sweep ing is 
prohibited. 

d. Pave all roadways, driveways, sidewa lks, etc. within one 
month of site grading or as soon as feasible. In add iti on, 
building pads sho uld be laid within one month of grading or 
as soon as feasib le unless seeding or so il binders are used. 

e. Enclose, cover, wate r twice dai ly, or apply (non-toxic) soi l 
stabilizers to exposed stockpi les (dirt, sand, etc.). 

f . Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mil es per hour. 

g. Idling times on all diesel-fueled commercial vehic les over 
10,000 lbs. shall be minimized either by shutting eq uipment 
off when not in use or reducing the maximum idl ing time to 
five minutes (as required by the California airborne toxics 
contro l measure Tit le 13, Section 2485, of the Cal ifornia Code 
of Regulations) . Clear signage to this effect shall be provided 
for construction workers at all access points. 

h. Idling tim es on all diesel-fueled off-road vehic les over 25 
horsepower sha ll be minimized either by shutting equipment 

off when not in use or reducing the maximum idling time to 
five minutes and fleet operators must develop a w ritten 
policy as requi red by Title 23, Section 2449, of the California 
Code of Regulations ("California Air Resources Board Off-
Road Diese l Regulations" ). 

i. All construction eq uipment sha ll be maintained and properly 
tuned in accordance with the manufacturer's specifications. 
All equipment sha ll be checked by a certified mechanic and 
determined to be running in proper condition prior to 
operation. 

j . Portab le equ ipment sha ll be powered by electr icity if 

avai lable. If electr icity is not avai lable, propane or natural gas 
sha ll be used if feasible. Diesel engines shall on ly be used if 
electricity is not available and it is not feasib le to use propane 
or natural gas. 

Cultural Resources 

CA-6: Archaeological and Paleontologica l Resources - Discovery During construction 
During Construction. 
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When 
Required 

Pursuant to CEQA Guideli nes secti on 15064.S(f), in th e event th at 
any historic or prehistoric subsurface cu ltural resou rces are 

discovered during ground disturbing act ivities, all wo rk w ithin 50 

feet of the resources shall be halt ed and th e District shal l consult 
w ith a qualifi ed archaeo logist or paleontologist, as appli cab le, t o 

assess the significance of th e find . In the case of di scovery of 

paleonto logical resources, the assessment shall be done in 

accordance w ith t he Societ y of Vertebrate Paleontology 
standards . If any fi nd is det ermin ed to be significa nt, appropriate 

avoidance measures recommended by the consultant must be 
followed unless avoidance is det ermin ed unnecessa ry or 
infeasible by th e District . Feas ibility of avoidance shall be 

determined with consideration of factors such as th e nature of 

the f ind, Project design, cost s, and other considerati ons. If 
avoidance is unnecessa ry or infeasib le, oth er appropriate 

measures (e .g., dat a recovery, excavation) shall be inst itu ted. 

Work may proceed on other parts of the Project site w hile 

measures for the cultural resources are implemented. 

In the event of data recove ry of archaeo logica l resources, th e 

District sha ll subm it an Archaeologica l Resea rch Design and 

Treatment Plan (ARDTP) prepared by a qualifi ed archaeo logist. 
The ARDTP is req uired to identify how th e proposed dat a 

recovery program wou ld preserve th e signifi ca nt informat ion the 
archaeological resource is expected to co ntain . Th e AR DTP shall 

identify t he sci ent ific/ histor ic research question s applica ble to 
the expected resou rce, th e data classes th e resource is expected 
to possess, and how th e expected data classes would add ress t he 

app licable research questions. Th e ARDTP shall include the 

analysis and specify th e curation and sto rage methods. Data 

recovery, in genera l, sha ll be li mit ed to the portions of the 

archaeo logica l resource th at could be impact ed by th e Proj ect. 
Destructive dat a recove ry methods shall not be appl ied to 
portions of th e archaeological reso urces if nondestru cti ve 

meth ods are pract icable. Beca use th e intent of th e ARDTP is to 
save as much of th e archaeologica l resource as possib le, inclu ding 

moving th e resource, if feasibl e, preparation and implementati on 

of th e ARDTP w ou ld reduce th e pot ential adverse im pact to less 
th an significant. The Di str ict shall implement the ARDTP at its 
expense. 

In th e event of excavat ion of pa leon tologica l resources, t he 

District shall have an excavation plan prepared by a quali fi ed 

paleonto logist. All significant cu ltural materials recovered shall be 
subject to scientifi c analys is, professional museum cu rat ion, 

and/o r a report prepared by a qualifi ed pa leo nto log ist , as 
appropri at e, accord ing to current professional standards and at 

the Di strict ' s expense. 
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CA-7: Human Remains - Discovery during Construction. 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines sect ion 15064.5(e)(l), in the event 
th at hum an ske letal rem ains are uncovered at the Project site 
during construction activiti es, all work sha ll immediately hal t and 
the District shall noti fy the Alameda County Coroner. If the 
County Coroner determines that an investigation of the cause of 
death is required or that th e remains are Native American, al l 
work sha ll cease with in 50 feet of t he remains until appropriate 
arrangements are made. In the event that the remains are Native 
American, the City shall contact the Ca liforn ia Native American 
Heri ta ge Commiss ion {NAHC), pursuant to subdivision (c) of 
section 7050.5 of the Cali fornia Health and Safety Code. If the 
agencies determine that avoidance is not feasible, th en an 
alternative plan shall be prepared with specific steps and 
timeframe required to resume const ruction act iviti es . 
Monitoring, data recovery, determination of significance, and 
avoidance measures (if applicab le} shall be completed 
expeditiously and at the expense of the District. 

Geology and Soils 

CA-8: Construction-Related Permit(s). The Project shall comp ly 
with all st andards, requirements and conditions cont ained in 
construction-related codes, including but not limit ed to the 
Ca li fornia Building Code and th e Division of the State Architect, to 
ensure structural integrity and safe const ruction . 

CA-9: Soils Report. its in 2016. The District shall implement the 
recommendations contained in th e approved Geotechn ica l report 
during Project des ign and construction. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

CA-10: Hazardous Materials Related to Construction. 

The District shal l ensure that Best M anagement Pract ices (BMPs) 
are implem ented by th e contractor duri ng construct ion to 
minimize potentia l negative effect s on groundwater, so ils, and 
human hea lth. These shall inc lude, at a minimum, the fo llowing: 

a. Follow manufacture's recommendations for use, storage, 

and disposa l of chemica l products use d in const ru ction; 

b. Avoid overtopping construction equ ipm ent fu el gas tanks; 

c. During routine maintenance of construction equipment, 

properly contain and re move grea se and oils; 

d. Properly dispose of discarded containers of fu els and other 

chemica ls; 

e. Implement lead-safe work pract ices and comply with all 

loca l, reg ional, state, and federa l requirements conce rning 

lead (for more information refer to the Alameda County 

Lead Poisoning Prevention Program); and 

If so il, gro undwa ter, or other env iro nmental medium w ith 
suspected contamination is encountered unexpected ly during 
construction act ivities (e .g., identifi ed by odor or visua l staining, 
or if any underground storage tanks, aba ndoned drums or other 
haza rdous materials or wastes are encountered), th e District's 
contractor shall cease work in the vicinity of the suspect material, 
the area shal l be secured as necessary, and the contractor sha ll 
take all appropriate measures to protect human hea lth and the 
environme nt . Appropriate measures shall include notifying all 

When 
Required 

During Construction 

Prior to approval of construction-related perm it 

Prior to approval of construction-related permit 

During construction 
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appl icab le regulatory agency(ies) and implementation of the 
actions described in this Condition of Approva l, as necessary, to 
identify the nature and extent of contamination. Work sha ll not 
resume in the area(s) affected until the measu res have been 
implemented under regulatory agency oversight, as appropriate. 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

CA-11: Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan for 
Construction 

a. Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan Required 

The District shall have prepared an Erosion and Sedimentation 
Control Plan that includes all necessary measures to prevent 
excessive stormwater runoff or carrying by stormwater runoff of 
so lid materials on to lands of adjacent property owners, public 

streets, or to creeks as a result of cond itions created by grad ing 
and/or construction operations. The Plan shall include 
appropriate measures, such as short-term erosion control 
planting, waterproof slope covering, check dams, interceptor 
ditches, benches, sto rm drains, dissipation structures, diversion 
dikes, retarding berms and barriers, devices to trap, store and 
filter out sediment, and stormwater retention basi ns. Off-site 
work by the District may be necessary. The District shall obtain 
permission or easements necessary for off-site work. The Plan 

shall specify th at , after construction is complete, th e District sha ll 
ensure that th e storm drain system shall be inspected and that 
debris and se diment is cl ea red . 

When 
Required 

Prior to Approval of Construction-Related Permit 

b. Erosion and Sedimentation Control During Construction During Construction 
Requirement: No grading shal l occur during the wet weather 
season (October 15 through Apri l 15) unless specifica lly 
authorized in writing by the DSA. 

CA-12: Drainage Plan for Post-Construction Stormwater Runoff Prior to construct ion 
on Hillside Properties 

Requirement: The District shall prepare and implement a 
Drainage Plan that includes measures to reduce the volume and 

velocity of post-co nstruct ion stormwater runoff to the maximum 
extent practicable : Stormwater runoff shall not be augmented to 
adjacent properties, creeks, or storm drains. The Drainage Plan 
shall be included with the project drawings submitted to the DSA 
for site improvements. 
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W hen 
Req uired 

CA-13: Site Design M easures to Reduce Stormwater Runoff Ongoing 

Requirement: Pursuant t o Provis ion C.3 of the Municipal Regional 
Stormwater Permit issued under th e National Po llutant Di scharge 
Elim inati on System (NPDES), th e District is encouraged to 
inco rporate appro priate site design measures into the project to 
reduce t he amount of stormwater runoff. These measures may 
inc lude, but are not limited to, t he fol lowing: 

a. Minimize impervious surfaces, especially direct ly 

connected impervious surfaces and surface parking 

areas; 

b. Uti lize permea ble paving in place of impervious paving 

w here appropriat e; 

C. Clust er structures; 

d. Direct roo f run off to vegetat ed areas; 

e. Preserve quality open space; and 

f . Esta blish vegetated buffer areas. 

CA-14: Source Control Measures to limit Stormwater Pollution Ongoing 

Requirement: Pursuant to Provisio n C.3 of the Municipal 
Regiona l Stormwat er Perm it issued under the Nationa l Pol lutant 
Discha rge Elimination System (NPDES), t he District is encouraged 

to incorporate appropriat e source contro l measures to limit 
po ll ution in stormwat er runoff. These measures may inc lude, but 
are not li mited to, th e fo llowing: 

a. Stenci l storm dra in inl ets " No Dumping - Drains to 

Bay;" 

b. Minimize t he use of pest icides and fert ilize rs; 

C. Cover outdoor mat erial st orage areas, load ing docks, 

repai r/ maintenance ba ys and fu eling areas; 

d. Cover trash, food waste, and compactor enclosures; 

and 

e. Plumb t he fo llow ing discharges to th e sa nit ary sew er 

system, subject to City approva l: 

f . Discharges from indoor fl oo r mats, equ ipment, hood 

fi lter, wash racks, and, cove red outdoor wash racks for 

resta urants; 

g. Dumpster drips from covered t rash, food waste, and 

compacto r enclosures; 

h. Discharges from outdoor covered wash areas fo r 

vehicles, eq uipmen t, and accesso ries; 

i. Swimmi ng poo l wat er, if di scharge to on-site vegetated 

areas is not feas ib le; and 

j . Fire sprinkler t eat wat er, if discharge to on-site 

vegetated areas is not feas ible. 

CA-15: NPDES C.3 Stormwater Requirements for Small Projects Prio r t o Approva l of Construct ion 

Requ irement : Pursuant to Prov ision C.3 of th e Munici pal Regiona l 
Stormwate r Perm it issued under t he National Pol lutant Discha rge 
Elim ination System (NPDES), the District sha ll incorporate one or 
more of the fo ll owing site design measures into th e project: 
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a. Direct roof runoff into cisterns or rain barrels for reuse; 

b. Direct roof runoff onto vegetated areas; 

c. Direct runoff from sidewa lks, walkways, and/or patios 

onto vegetated area s; 

d. Direct runoff from driveways and/or uncovered parking 

lots onto vegetated areas; 

e. Construct sidewa lks, walkways, and/or patios w ith 

permeable surfaces; or 

f. Construct bike lanes, driveways, and/o r uncove red 

parking lots with permeab le surfaces. 

The project draw ings submitted for construction approval shal l 
inc lude the proposed site design measure(s) and the approved 
measure(s) sha ll be install ed during construction . 

Noise 

CA-16: Construction Days/Hours 

Th e District shal l comply wi th the following restrictions 
concerning construction days and hours: 

a. Construction activities are limited to between 7:00 a.m. and 

7:00 p.m . Monday through Friday, except th at pier drilling 

and/or other extreme noise generating activiti es grea ter 

than 90 dBA shall be limited to between 8:00 a. m. and 4:00 

p.m. 

b. Construction activiti es are limited to between 9:00 a. m. and 

5:00 p.m. on Saturday. In res idential zones and within 300 

feet of a res idential zone, construction activities are allowed 

from 9:00 a. m. to 5:00 p.m. on ly within the interior of th e 

bui lding with the doors and windows closed. No pier dri lling 

or other extreme noise generatin g activ it ies greater than 90 

dBA are allowed on Satu rday. 

c. No construction is allowed on Sunday or federal holidays. 

Construction act iviti es include, but are not limited t o, truck idling, 
moving equipment (including trucks, eleva tors, etc.) or materials, 
de live ries, and constru ction meetings held on-site in a non
enclosed area. 

CA-17: Construct ion Noise 

The District's constru ct ion contractor shall impl ement noise 
re duction measures to red uce noise im pacts due to construction. 
Noise reduction measures include, but are not limited to, the 
following: 

a. Equipment and trucks used for Project construction shall 

utilize th e best ava ilable noise contro l techniques (e.g., 

improved mufflers, equipment redes ign, use of intake 

si lencers, ducts, engine enclosures and acoustical ly

attenuat ing shields or shrouds) whereve r feasib le. 

b. Except as prov ided herein, impact too ls (e.g. , jack hammers, 

pavement breakers, and rock dri lls) used for Project 

construction shall be hydraulically or electrica lly powered to 

avoid noise assoc iated with compressed air exhaust from 

pneumatica lly powered tools. However, wh ere use of 

W hen 

Required 

During Construction 

During Construction 
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Wh en 

Required 

pneumatic tools is unavo idab le, an exhaust muffler on the 

compressed air exha ust shall be used; th is muffler can lower 

noise levels from the exhaust by up to about 10 dBA. 

External jacket s on the tools themselves sha ll be used, if 

such jackets are commercially avai lable, and this could 

achieve a reduction of 5 dBA. Quieter procedures sha ll be 

used, such as drills rather th an impact equipment, whenever 

such procedures are availab le and consistent w ith 

construction procedures. 

c. The contractor shall use temporary power poles instead of 

generators where feasible . 

d. Stationary noise sources shall be located as far from 

adjacent properties as possible, and they shall be muffled 

and enclosed w ithin temporary sheds, incorporate insu lat ion 

barriers, or use other measures as determined by the City to 

provide equiva lent no ise reduction . 

e. The noisiest phases of construct ion sha ll be limited to less 

than 10 days at a t ime. 

CA-18: Extreme Construction Noise Prior to Approva l 

a. Construction Noise Management Plan Required 

Prior to any extreme no ise generating construct ion activit ies 
(e.g., pier dri lling, pile driving and other act ivities generating 
greater than 90dBA), the District sha ll have a Construction Noise 
M anagement Plan prepared by a qualified acoustical consultant 
that conta ins a set of site-spec if ic noise attenuation measures to 
further reduce construction impacts associated with extreme 
noise generat ing activities. The District and construction 
contractor sha ll imp lement the approved Plan during 
construction . Potential attenuation measures inc lude, but are not 
limited to, the following : 

i. Erect temporary plywood noise barriers around the 

construction site, particu larly along on sites adjacent to 

res identia l bui ldings; 

ii . Imp lement "quiet" pile driving t echnology (such as pre-

drilling of piles, the use of more than one pile driver to 

shorten the total pile driving duration), where feasible, in 

consideration of geotechnical and structural req uirements 

and conditions; 

iii. Uti lize noise contro l blankets on th e bui lding structure as th e 

building is erect ed to reduce noise em iss ion from the site; 

iv. Eva luate the feasibility of noise control at the receivers by 

temporarily im proving the noise red uction capabi lity of 

adjacent bui ldings by the use of sound blankets for example 

and implement such measure if such measures are feas ib le 

and would noticea bly reduce noise impacts; and 

V. Monitor the effect iveness of noise attenuation measures by 

taking noi se measurements. 

Based on the potenti al noise impacts from construction 

equ ipment to nearby sensi tive receptors, th e follow ing draft site-
specific noise attenuation measures are add itiona lly 
recommended for inclusion in th e Construction Noise 
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When 
Required 

Ma nagement Pl an: 

Temporary noise ba rri ers w ill be placed between t he proposed 
construction act ivities and nea rby receptors. Th e no ise 

barriers may be const ructed from plywood and inst al led on 
top of a portable conc rete K-R ail system to be able to move 

and/o r adjust th e wa ll location during const ruct ion act ivit ies. A 

sound blan ket syst em hung on scaffolding, or other noise 

reduction materials th at resu lt in an eq uiva lent or greater 
noise reduction than plywood, may also be used. Due t o the 

proximity of th e commercial and apart ment bui ldings locat ed 

at th e no rth ern and southern bord ers of Project site, 
respect ive ly, th e use of Sound Transmi ss ion Class (STC) rat ed 

materi als, or ot her mate ri als th at could similarl y provi de high 
leve ls of noise reduct ion above w hat plywood or sound 

blanket s alone could prov ide, should be inco rporat ed into th e 

design of th e noise barri ers installed at th ese borders. An STC 

rat ing roughly eq uals t he dec ibel red ucti on in noise volume 

th at a wa ll, w indow, o r door can prov ide. Th erefore, using 
STC-rated materials could subst antially increase th e level of 

noise reduction prov ided by t he barrier. The composit ion, 

location, height, and w idth of th e barriers during different 

phases of const ruction w ill be det ermined by a qualified 
acoustica l consultant and incorporat ed into th e Construct ion 

Noise M anagement Plan fo r the Project. 

Best ava ilable no ise contro l t echniq ues (e.g., improved 
mufflers, eq ui pment redes ign, use of intake silencers, duct s, 

engine enclosures and acoustica lly-attenuating shields or 

shrouds) wi ll be used fo r Project equ ipment and truc ks during 
constru ction w herever feasible. For exampl e, exhaust mufflers 

on pneumat ic too ls ca n lower noise leve ls by up to about 10 
dBA and ext ern al jackets ca n lower noise leve ls by up to about 
5 dBA. 

Noise contro l bla nkets w ill be uti lized on th e building structure 

as th e buildi ng is erected to redu ce no ise emi ss ion from t he 
site . Th e use of no ise cont ro l blankets w il l particu larly be 

ta rgeted to cover t he levels of th e bu i ldi ng th at have line of 
sight w ith t he w indows of adjacent receptors; 

Const ruction equi pment w ill be pos it ioned as fa r away from 
noise-se nsit ive receptors as possible. The Project site is 

surro unded by ha rd surfaces, and th erefo re, fo r every 
doubl ing of th e distance betwee n a given receptor and 

construct ion equipment, noise w ill be red uced by 
approximately 6 dBA. 

b. Public Notificat ion Required 

The District's const ru cti on contractor sha ll noti fy property 

owners and occupants located within 300 feet of th e constru ction 
acti viti es at least 14 ca lendar days pri or to commencing extreme 

noise generat ing activiti es. Th e public notice shall provide th e 

est imated start and end da tes of t he extreme noise generating 
activities and describe noise at tenuation measures to be 

implemented. 
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When 

Requ ired 

Transportation /Traffic 

CA-19: Construction Activity in the Public Right-of-Way Prior to Approva l of Construction 

a. Obstruction Permit Required 

The District sha ll obtain an obstruction permit from the City of 
Oakland prior to placing any temporary construct ion-related 
obstruction in the public right-of -way, including City streets and 

sidewa lks. 

b. Traffic Control Plan Required Prior to Approva l of Con~truction 

In the event of obstruct ions to vehicle or bicycle trave l lanes, the 
District sha ll submit a Traffic Control Plan to th e City for review 
and approva l prior to obtaining an obstructi on permit. The 
District shall submit evidence of City approva l of the Traffic 
Control Plan w ith the applica tion for an obstruction permit. The 
Traffic Control Plan sha ll contain a set of com prehensive traffic 
control measures for auto, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian 
detours, including detour signs if requ ired, lane closure 
procedures, signs, cones for drivers, and designated construction 
access routes . The District shall implement the approved Plan 

during construction. 

c. Repair City Streets Prior to Building Completion 

Th e District shall repair any damage to the public right-of way, 
including streets and sidewa lks caused by Project construction at 
his/her expense. All damage that is a threat to pub lic health or 
safety shall be repai red immed iat ely. 

\ 

Utilities and Service Systems 
H 

CA-20: Construction and Demolition Waste Reduction and Prior to Approva l of Constructi on 

Recycling 

The District sha ll prepare a Construction and Demolition Waste 
Reduction and Recyc ling Plan (W RRP} w hich specifies the 
methods by which the Project w ill divert construction and 
demolition debris waste from landfi ll disposal. 

CA-21: Underground Utilities During Construction 

The District sha ll place underground all new utilities serving the 
Project and under the contro l of the Distri ct and the City of 
Oak land, inclu ding all new gas, electric, cable, and telephone 
facilities, fire alarm condu its, street light wiring, and other wiring, 
condu its, and simi lar faci lities. The new faci liti es sha ll be placed 
underground along the Project' s street frontage and from the 
Project structures to the poi nt of service. Utilities under the 
contro l of other agencies, such as PG&E, sha ll be placed 
underground if feasible. All utilities shall be insta ll ed in 
accordance w ith standard specificat ions of the serving utilities. 
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Attachment B: Environmental Data Resources Radius Map Report, dated March 3, 2017 
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