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The last paragraph on page 4.3-36 which continues on page 4.3-37 is 
hereby amended as follows: 
 

With the improvement, the intersection would operate at acceptable lev-
els of service in the PM peak study period.  However, The improvement 
is not included in the capital improvement program and there is no fund-
ing programmed for the improvement; therefore, it is not feasible.  Until 
such time as the recommended measures are programmed.  This impact 
would be considered significant and unavoidable. 

 
Figure 4.4-1 on page 4.4-3 of the DEIR is hereby amended as shown on 
page 62 of this Final EIR. 
The figure has been updated to include the revised study area boundary. 
 
The second set of bullets on page 4.4-6 is hereby amended as follows: 

 
Additionally, there are several transmission mains in the Eden Area along 
roadway easements, including: 
♦ Foothill Boulevard  
♦ Blossom Way  
♦ Hathaway Avenue  
♦ Dell Court  
♦ Bartlett Avenue  
♦ Grove Way 
♦ Mission Boulevard  
♦ Oak Street  
♦ Apple Avenue  
♦ Mattox Road   
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The text on page 4.4-12 under heading 1. Existing Setting is hereby 
amended as follows: 
 

Wastewater treatment service in the Eden Area is provided by the Oro 
Loma Sanitary District, which serves Ashland, Cherryland, San Lorenzo 
and Hayward Acres.  Mt. Eden is on individual septic systems as there is 
no municipal wastewater provided for the area.  The Oro Loma Sanitary 
district is described below and shown on Figure 4.4-2.  two sanitary sewer 
districts, described below and shown on Figure 4.4-2: 
♦ Oro Loma Sanitary District, which serves Ashland, Cherryland, San 

Lorenzo, Hayward Acres, Hillcrest Knolls and El Portal Ridge. 
♦ Castro Valley Sanitary District, which serves the Fairmont Com-

plex. 
♦ Mt. Eden is on individual septic systems as there is no municipal 

wastewater provided for the area. 
 
Figure 4.4-2 on page 4.4-13 of the DEIR is hereby amended as shown on 
page 64 of this Final EIR. 
The figure has been updated to include the revised study area boundary. 
 
The following text and footnotes are deleted from pages 4.4-14 through 
4.4-15: 
 

b. Castro Valley Sanitation District 
The Castro Valley Sanitation District (CVSD) provides wastewater col-
lection services to the Fairmont Complex.  The CVSD serves a popula-
tion of approximately 55,000, with more than 22,000 single and multi-
family residences and businesses.29  The sewage collection system com-
prises approximately 155 miles of sewers and eight sewage pumping 
plants, together with five miles of outfall sewer lying outside the District 
boundaries.30 

 

As stated above, the collected wastewater in the CVSD is treated through 
the Oro Loma/Castro Valley Wastewater Treatment Plant.  The CVSD  
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The last paragraph on page 4.8-11 is hereby amended as follows: 
 

As shown in Figure 4.8-2, the landslide risk in the Eden Area is consid-
ered greatest along the eastern boundary.  in the Fairmont Complex, 
Hillcrest Knolls, and El Portal Ridge areas.  In addition, there are smaller 
landslide zones near the Ashland/Cherryland border, west of I-580. 

 
The last paragraph on page 4.8-14 through 4.8-15 is amended as follows: 
 
According to Figure 4.8-2, much of the Eden Area would be subject to lique-
faction in the aftermath of a seismic event.  The portions of the Eden Area 
which are most susceptible to liquefaction are San Lorenzo, Hayward Acres, 
Cherryland and Ashland.  Hillcrest Knolls, the Fairmont Campus and El Por-
tal Ridge do not represent a high risk due to their higher elevation in the 
Eden Area.  The UBC, which the County has incorporated into its Municipal 
…. 
 
The second paragraph under Section 1 on page 4.9-3 of the DEIR is 
hereby amended as follows: 
 

In Alameda County, discharge from new development projects that cre-
ate or replace 10,000 square feet or more of impervious surface must 
comply with the NPDES permit.  This permit requires that permanent 
post-construction stormwater quality control measures and treatment fa-
cilities be implemented on the site.29  Compliance with four main control 
measures (Treatment Control, Source Control, Site Design and Hydro-
modification Management) outlined by Alameda County involves con-
struction best management practices (BMPs), erosion control standards, 
stormwater treatment, detainment and infiltration measures, as well as 
quantity controls.  Infiltration measures may not be applicable to certain 
areas because of the soil types, such as clay or bedrock.  The Alameda 
Countywide Clean Water Program (ACCWP) administers the County’s 

                                                         
29 Alameda County Department of Public Works, September, 2005, Storm-

water Quality Control Requirements, page 1,2. 
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NPDES permit, which covers the each of the 14 cities, the Unincorpo-
rated Area and the two flood control districts.  This done through a con-
sortium of 17 member agencies in Alameda County.30 

 
The first paragraph under Section 2 on page 4.9-4 of the DEIR is hereby 
amended as follows: 
 

Alameda County Public Works Department, along with the other agen-
cies participating in the ACCWP, has adopted the Stormwater Quality 
Management Plan, which describes the ACCWP’s approach to reducing 
stormwater pollution in the County.  The Plan covers fiscal year 2001/02 
through 2007/08.  The Plan is the ACCWP’s third stormwater quality 
management plan and is intended to serve as the basis of the ACCWP’s 
third stormwater discharge permit from the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board.31  Chapter 13.08 of the Alameda County Ordinance 
Code, which is also known as the Alameda County Stormwater Man-
agement and Discharge Control Ordinance, governs the Stormwater 
Quality Management Plan. 

 
The second paragraph under Section 5 on page 4.9-6 of the DEIR is 
hereby amended as follows: 

 
Due to the geographic location of the Eden Area, the chances that inun-
dation from a flood would affect the area is unlikely.  However, there are 
a few locations near the San Francisco Bay that are subject to flooding 
under extraordinary circumstances including 100 year floods, tsunamis 
and seiche.  Of particular concern are the drainage capacity of both San 
Lorenzo and Estudillo creeks to carry flood waters.  These hazards are 
discussed in this section. 

 
                                                         

30 Alameda County Department of Public Works, September, 2005, Storm-
water Quality Control Requirements, page 1. 

31 ACCWP, Stormwater Quality Management Plan: July 2001-June 2008, 2003, 
page 1-1. 
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Floodplain zones are determined by the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) and used to create Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) 
designating these areas.  These tools assist cities in mitigating flooding 
hazards through land use planning.  FEMA also outlines specific regula-
tions for any construction, whether residential, commercial, or industrial 
within 100-year floodplains.32  Additionally, the County’s Floodplain 
Ordinance (Ordinance Code Chapter 15.40) governs any construction in 
the 100-year floodplain. 

 
The text under Section a. on page 4.9-7 through 4.9-8 of the DEIR is 
hereby amended as follows: 

 
A 100-year flood is defined as an event that has a 1 percent chance of be-
ing equaled or exceeded each year.  Thus, the 100-year flood could occur 
more than once in a relatively short period of time.33  that would cause 
inundation to at least one foot, and that is expected to occur, on average, 
every 100 years.  Areas potentially subject to flooding from a 100-year 
event include various low-lying areas mapped by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).  The 100-year flood, which is the standard 
used by most Federal and state agencies, is also used by the National 
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) as the standard for floodplain manage-
ment and to determine the need for flood insurance.  A structure located 
within a special flood hazard area shown on an NFIP map has a 26 per-
cent chance of suffering flood damage during the term of a 30-year mort-
gage.  The Alameda County Building Inspection Department Division 
reviews permits for compliance with their flood hazard abatement codes 
and regulations, so the potential for flooding from a 100-year flood at in-

                                                         
32 The 100-Year Floodplain is are the area that has a one percent chance of 

being inundated during any particular 12-month period.  The risk of this area being 
flooded in any century is one percent but statistically the risk is almost 40 percent in 
any 50-year period. 

33 Federal Emergency Management Agency’s website.  
http://www.fema.gov/faq/faqDetails.do? action=Init&faqId=1014, accessed on 
March 12, 2007. 




