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.{. INTRODUCTIO'N

At recent community meetings, co$Knunity members have asked about the environmental review

procegs for&e proposed revisions to the Oakland Zss Master Plan (Mester l1*). Inresponse to

ihese questions, the City has prepared;this fact Sheet to c]ari{ tit-e-C1ty's environnrental review

progesi and the enviroruneatal revisw documents related to the Citls 1998 approval of the

Master Plan and the proposed revisions to the aBproved Master Flan.

B. CEQA

The California Environmental Qualify Act (CEQA) is a state lary $at requir_es public agencies,

such as the Cjty of qakl*nd, to sfudy thd pgtential environr,rental'impacts- of proposed,projects

and, if feasible to avoid or mitigate those impacts

Generally, when a project is initially proposed, ihe_C1U 
evaluates whether a project qualifies for

one or *nr, ,r,"*pti"* tAut 
"o 

*"inoti"ed under CEQA. Ifa project {oe1ryt qu{it,pt?"
exernption, then the City gener*lXy prepa,res p hitial Study, lased on thc gityl* Initial Study

Eny ronmental Checkliitjncluding the Crtyls threshsld$ for determining $i$Cr*ficance of
potertial irnpaots, to detemrine whether,an environmental.l1pu"t qeport (EIR), a negative

declaration, or a mitigated negative dectrlaration €vtND) will be required'

Under CEeA, an EIR isrequired i{ based on substantial evidencg a project rnathlve.one 
.or

*or* signiicant adverse ,n"ironn*ta1:impacts' A neryIlldeclarationis ffenaree llen1he
City det-errnines, based on substantial evidence in tlo hitial Study, thataprojest would not

"**""a 
any of the City's significance threshotds and wguld not have'any sigpificanf

"nuiton*eotal 
effects. A t{ND is prepared when the City detennines, based on substantiai

evidence in the Initial Study, that the Project's potentially significant urlpacts will be avoided or

mitigated to a less than significant lev-el thrcugh the imposiiion of mitigation.measurss.

Under CEeA, wben a project has been'the subject of a previous emrironmentai rpview document

(as is the casewith the Mister Plan), a new negative_declaration, lvIND, or ER. can be required

only under cefiain. limited circumstancss, most nokbly if revisions to theprojeot, new

infonnation or changes in the project circumstances would result in nery sigpificant irnpacts that

were not covered by-the previous environmertal review document, or ifthere is a substantial

increase in the severity oipreviously identified impacts, If no new significant impacts would

result nor a subslantiai increase in the serrerity of a previously identified impact, then CEQA
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allows the City to pre,par€ an addendum to &e previous environrnental review document. An
addendum reviews the project changes, new information and changes in circtmstances in the
con.text of the previous environme*tal review and the City's significance thresholds,arid,if rnust
contain substantial evidense suppoding:the conclusion that no new significant adver$ imlacts
would occur, and that there is no subskntial increase in previously idenlified impaets.

C. OAKLANO ZOO MASTER PLAN CEQA DOCUMENTS
i

i. 1998 kritial StndyllvlND

The Master Plan was fully evaluated in an Initial Study/IrdND, which was adopted by the City in
1998 when it approved the MasterPlan. The Initial StudyA4-.ND examined thepotential
environrnental impacts associated with the fultr implemsntafon of the Master Plan, including all
the impravements planned for the three,landscape areas.of the Arborehrrn, tie Zoa, and

California 1820 (now called "Caiifomia!'). .Thq Initial StudylttlND evaluated potential impacts

from the Master PIan associated with, among others, geology, hydrology, biology, air quality,
t;af'fiq noise, land use, aeslhetics, public services/utilities, and eqergy. This eraluatioa
determined that, with the mitigation rneasures irnposed by the City, no significant impacts would
result from implementation of the Master Plan. The Master Plan Initial Study/IvIND from 1998

was not subjected to a legal challenge and hence is presurned valid under CEQA law.

2. 2009 CBOA Documenf

In conneciion with the proposed Master Plan revisions, fhe Cityhas been direclingfte
prepamtion of a new C€QA document to evaluate whettrer the proposed Master,Plan revisions
lor California!, new information, or changed circumstances of the project worild cause any new

significant impacts that werenot identified in the previous Iniiial StudyAvlhlD, or cause a

substantial increase in the severity of a prcviously identified impact.

It is important to acknowledge that approximately 2l3s of the Master Plan (those elements

included in the Arboretum and Zoo project ar€as) has bqen implemented/Cornuleted and:these

elements are flo longer subject to any etrvironmental review. Moreover, the poturtial

enviro*rnental irnpacls associated'with*he California! project 4rya lmderthe 1998 Master?-Ian

were acknowlodged and mitigation measures wero provided in the Initial:Study/11{ND. The,new

CEQA dosument will evaluate only the revisioTts proposed by the Zoo to thc California! project

ar$a, new infofmation and any changes,in the uuderlying prOject circumstances.

The Cify is requiring a full evaluation of the revisions to tbe Californial project area, oe'rv

information and the project circumstances implicated by these changes. We are requiring expert

technical review of the project revisions, nsw information and the project circumstances from

biologists, hydrologists, noise expert$, naffic engineering exportE, air quality experts, visual

irnpacl experts, and others. fhe Ciry will use,fhese expert reviews and its own expertiss to

determine whether any ne$r significant:impacts not covered by the Initial.Study/lvlND could

oscur, or whether there is a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified irnpact.

When this evatruation is complete, the City will decide on the final nature of the CEQA
document. Whether the f,rral CEQA docurnent prepared fsr the Master Plan revisious is an

addendurn or some other CEQA document, it will contain athorough environmental analysis,
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supported by expert evidence, of the project revisions, new infornratisn and any changes in the
project circurnstances.

Additionally, ffiy CEQA document prepared for the revised Master Plan will be available for
public review prior to the City public hearings on the project'applications. Even if thq Cjty
decides to prepare an addendum to the previous Initiai Study[UNn, the Cify will provide a
public review period for the addendum even though CEQA does not require public review of an

addendum. Nonetholess, the City has,deoided to exceed the logal requiremeats byprovidrhg a

public review period sf no less than 17 days for an addondum. 
,

Following,a public review and after cornpletion of the final CEQA document,learings onthp
MasterPlan revisions will be scheduled'at the Fart and'Recreation Advisory Commissioq the
Planning Cbmmission and the City,Council.

If you would like to receive 4 copy of the final CEQA documen| tbat the Ci-ff prepares for the

Master Plan revisions, please contact .A-ubrey Rose or Darin Ranelletti at arosq@saklandnet.csm

{238-2071) or dranclletti@o:rklandnet.cor:* (23S-3653). The final CEQA documentwilt also be

availabtre at the City's website at

rgnmentaldoqrmer,*s.html and at City qf,fices located at 250 Ffank Ogawa P-laza,$uite 3315 (3

Floor CEDA Reception).

kM@
SoottMiller

ZoningManager
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