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Executive Summary

This Second Revised Draft Vegetation Management Plan (VMP_or Plan) describes the actions that the Oakland Fire
Department (OFD) will continue to take over the 10-year Plan timeframe to reduce fire hazard on 1,924 acres of
City-owned land and along 308 miles of roadway in the City of Oakland’s designated Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone (VHFHSZ). The VMP has been developed to meet its stated goals of reducing wildfire hazard on City-owned
land and along critical access/egress routes, reducing the likelihood of ignitions and extreme fire behavior to
enhance public and firefighter safety, avoiding or minimizing impacts to natural resources, and contributing to
regional efforts to reduce wildfire hazard in the Oakland Hills.

The Oakland Hills present a complex wildfire environment that presents a significant risk to public and firefighter
safety and the built and natural environment. This area is one of the highest risk areas in the country for devastating
wildland urban interface (WUI) fires; and is the location of one of the state’s most destructive historic wildfires, the
1991 Tunnel Fire. Lessons learned from this and more recent, devastating wildfires in Northern California highlight
the importance of managing vegetation to reduce wildfire hazard.

Development of this Plan included a detailed assessment of wildfire hazard, which was used to identify and map
areas with high ignition potential or where extreme wildfire behavior would be expected, given current terrain and
fuel conditions. Plan development also included coordination with OFD personnel and significant public and
stakeholder outreach to better understand current vegetation management activities in the Plan Area. Vegetation
treatment projects were then identified and prioritized based on proximity to Plan Area structures, roads, ridgelines,
and park access gates, where fire behavior is anticipated to be extreme (high flame lengths and/or crown fires),
and where continuation of the City’s goat grazing program would effectively maintain lower fuel loads. Identified
priority projects total 1,366 acres within the Plan Area’s 1,924 total acres. This Plan also prioritizes vegetation
management along 310 miles of primary access/egress routes in the Plan Area_and removal of hazard trees on
City-owned properties where could strike adjacent roads if they fell.

This Plan also outlines measurable vegetation treatment standards, by dominant vegetation type, and identifies a
range of vegetation management tools that can be utilized by OFD, or its contractors, to reach these treatment
standards. As vegetation is dynamic in nature, this Plan outlines an adaptive field assessment and work plan
development process to be implemented by OFD annually, which accounts for the variability in vegetation condition
project site conditions over time.

10057-01
SEPTEMBER 2023NOVEMBER 2619

viii



CITY OF OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA / SECOND REVISED DRAFT VEGETATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

10057-01
SEPTEMBER 2023NOVEMBER 2619



Acronyms and Abbreviations

BAAQMD Bay Area Air Quality Management District

BMP best management practice

CAL FIRE California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
CAL-IPC California Invasive Plant Council

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

City City of Oakland

CSSC Chabot Space and Science Center

CWPP The Alameda County Community Wildfire Protection Plan
EBMUD East Bay Municipal Utility District

EBRPD The East Bay Regional Park District

EIR Environmental Impact Report

FHSZ Fire Hazard Severity Zone

GIS geographic information system

HCP Habitat Conservation Plan

Horizon Horizon Water and Environment

Intermix Wildland Urban Intermix

OFD Oakland Fire Department

OWLS Oakland Wildland Stewards

PRC California Public Resources Code

USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

VHFHSZ Very High Wildfire Hazard Severity Zone

VMP Vegetation Management Plan

VOC volatile organic compound

WHR California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System
WUI Wildland Urban Interface
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1 Introduction

The Oakland Hills exhibits a complex wildfire environment that presents a significant risk to public and firefighter
safety and the built and natural environment. This region has been subject to numerous damaging wildland fires,
is influenced by local extreme wind and weather conditions (including Diablo wind events), has steep and varied
terrain, and enjoys a complex mosaic of different vegetation types. It is one of the highest risk areas in the country
for devastating wildland urban interface (WUI) fires, including one of the state’s most destructive historic wildfires,
the 1991 Tunnel Fire, which destroyed 2,900 structures, injured more than 150 people, and killed 25 people (CAL
FIRE 202249a). The portion of the Oakland Hills within the City of Oakland (City) has been designated a Very High
FWidfire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ).

Of the variables that comprise the wildland fire environment (weather, terrain, and fuels [vegetation]), vegetation is
the only variable that can be managed. The goal of vegetation management, as identified in this Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP or Plan), is not to remove all vegetation wholesale, but to target vegetation management
activities to minimize the potential for ignitions, crown fires, and extreme fire behavior by reducing and maintaining
fuel loads and altering the structure, composition, and spacing of retained vegetation. Conducted in strategic and
prioritized locations, vegetation management enhances fuel/fire breaks, provides defensible space around
structures and assets, provides space for staging areas, and enhances ingress and egress routes. Managing
vegetation at City-owned parcels and along roadways also creates strategic fuel breaks. These fuel breaks function
to compartmentalize wildfires, modify their progression patterns across the landscape, and improve the ability to
control or combat wildfire once started.

This VMP outlines a framework for managing fuel loads and vegetation arrangements on City-owned properties and
along roadways in the City’s VHFHSZ and acknowledges that vegetation is a dynamic component to wildfire hazard
necessitating an adaptive management approach. The goals, objectives, and recommendations identified in this
Plan are based on existing field conditions and the principles of vegetation management for fire hazard reduction.
This VMP includes specific measures and treatments that have been identified and prioritized to reduce and
maintain lower fuel loads in high fire hazard areas (FEMA 1992).

This VMP does not propose vegetation type conversion as an end goal or strategy in and of itself; rather thinning
vegetation and providing, creating, and maintaining adequate spacing between retained vegetation is the primary
management strategy to reduce the potential for ignitions and the likelihood of extreme fire behavior. This VMP
also identifies best management practices (BMPs) to be implemented during vegetation management activities to
reduce or avoid impacts to natural resources present in the Plan Area. (A glossary of terms used in this VMP is
provided in Appendix A.)

This Second Revised Draft VMP has been prepared with stakeholder input gained through a variety of outreach
efforts including questionnaire responses, direct written comments on the scope and extent of the Plan, direct
written comments on-an earlier draft versions of the Plan (May 2018_and November 2019), public meetings with
stakeholders, and site visits with stakeholders.

California faces a dramatic increase in the number and severity of wildfires. EighteenFifteen of the 20 most
destructive wildfires in the state’s history have occurred since 2000; thirteenter of the most destructive fires have
occurred in the past 10 yearssinee-2045 (CAL FIRE 202249a). During development of this Second Revised Draft VMP,
numerous significant, catastrophic wildfires have occurred in California, including several in Northern California.
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The 2017 Nuns, Tubbs, and Pocket Fires in Napa and Sonoma Counties collectively burned over 110,000 acres,
destroyed over 6,800 structures, and resulted in 25 fatalities. The 2018 Carr Fire in Shasta County burned nearly
230,000 acres, destroyed over 1,600 structures, and resulted in 8 fatalities. TEinaHythe 2018 Camp Fire in Butte
County burned over 153,000 acres, destroyed nearly 19,000 structures, and resulted in 85 fatalities. The 2020
and 2021 wildfire seasons included 9 of the top 20 largest wildfires in the state, including the 2020 August Complex
(1,032,648 acres), the 2021 Dixie Fire (963,309 acres), the 2020 SCU Lightning Complex (369,625 acres), the
2020 Creek Fire (379,895 acres), the 2020 LNU Lightning Complex (363,220 acres), the 2020 North Complex
(318,935 acres), the 2021 Monument Fire (223 124 acres), the 2021 Caldor Fire (221,835 acres), and the 2021
River Complex (199,359 acres) ( W ~
on—record-in-Galifornia{CAL FIRE 2024:28a}b CoIIectlver these wildfires in 2020 and 2021 destroyed 7,214
structures and resulted in 24 fatalities (CAL FIRE 2022b). While these fires burned under extreme conditions,
preliminary research indicates that proper planning, including vegetation management, can aid in wildfire resiliency.
Vegetation management approaches including ladder fuel reduction via stand thinning, roadside fuel treatments,
focusing on removing more flammable vegetation, and prescribed burning, have been identified as an important
tool in reducing wildfire hazard and enhancing wildfire resiliency (Sonoma Veg Map 2018). These lessons have been
considered in development of this Second Revised Draft VMP.

The fire hazard condition present in the Oakland Hills necessitates a proactive hazard mitigation approach. This
VMP acknowledges the City’s responsibility to address fire risk on its properties and recognizes that vegetation
management is only one component of an overall broader and multi-faceted approach to address and reduce fire
hazards in the Oakland Hills. The Oakland Fire Department (OFD) and other City departments are actively engaged
in additional fire hazard reduction efforts through the implementation of other plans and programs that focus on
other aspects to fire risk reduction apart from vegetation management. While these various efforts are integrated
by the City, this VMP is a stand-alone document owing to its technical nature and the need to conduct specific
vegetation focused analyses to provide the vegetation focused recommendations of this Plan. Vegetation
management is one tool among many to reduce the fire risk. This Plan focusses on vegetation management on City-
owned properties as a specific component of the City’s overall fire risk reduction strategy.

Development of this VMP shows the City's commitment to this responsibility. Finally, the goals, objectives, and
management recommendations in this VMP are consistent with Objective CO-10 and Policy CO-10.1 of the Open
Space Conservation and Recreation Element of the City of Oakland General Plan (City of Oakland 1996), which call
for managing vegetation to minimize the risk of catastrophic wildfire.

1.1 Purpose and Vision

All vegetation will burn; however, vegetation can be managed to minimize the potential for ignition, facilitate
suppression activities, and reduce the likelihood of extreme fire behavior. Annual expenditures associated with
wildfire suppression in California have been steadily growing over the past 20-25 years, totaling $47.7 million in
1997/1998 (fiscal year) up to $9474-millienl1.23 billion in 2047/20482020/2021 (CAL FIRE_ 20422c8b).
Vegetation management has proven to be a cost-effective approach for reducing wildfire hazard. As presented by
the Multihazard Mitigation Council (20198), the benefit-cost ratio for WUI wildfire mitigation projects averages 3:1
($3 dollars saved for every $1 spent).

The biological, ecological, and community resources present in the Plan Area were carefully considered in
developing this VMP. The purpose of this VMP is to evaluate the specific wildfire hazard factors in the Plan Area and
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provide a framework for managing vegetative fuel loads on City-owned properties and along roadways within the
City’'s VHFHSZ, such that wildfire hazard is reduced and negative environmental effects resulting from vegetation
management activities are avoided or minimized.

The longer-term vision for this VMP involves implementing this Plan such that the fire risk in the Oakland Hills on
City-owned properties is reduced. When implemented, the City will follow the Plan framework and methodology to
prioritize vegetation management activities in areas with the highest risks, while also providing emergency egress
routes, and maintaining access to parks and open spaces. Implementation of the VMP will require funding and a
commitment of resources to undertake the activities and recommendations identified in this Plan. While preliminary
cost estimates for the activities recommended in this Plan were developed as part of the VMP process, it is beyond
the scope of this current VMP to identify or address the specific funding mechanisms that would be necessary to
implement the VMP. The City will work with local park stewards and volunteer groups to coordinate vegetation
management activities so that people are informed of the City’s activities. The City seeks to avoid and minimize
potential negative environmental effects of vegetation management to the greatest extent possible, but also
recognizes that vegetation management is essential, and the environmental impacts of a catastrophic wildfire in
the Oakland Hills similar to the 1991 Tunnel Fire greatly exceed the small-scale, incremental, measured, and
routine vegetation management activities recommended in this Plan. In summary, the longer-term vision for the
VMP is to protect public safety and foster a healthy environment in the Plan Area.

While this VMP is intended to be a stand-alone document, the information and recommendations presented herein
will be used by OFD in evaluating vegetation management needs on an ongoing basis. This VMP will also be a critical
component to the overall fire hazard reduction effort being conducted by OFD in the Oakland Hills. Nothing in this VMP
shall be construed to create a duty for OFD to conduct fire inspections beyond what state and local law already require.

1.2 Plan Area Location

For the purposes of this VMP, the Plan Area encompasses City-owned parcels and the areas within 30 feet of the
edge of roadsides located within the City’s VHFHSZ, as defined in Section 4904.3 of the Oakland Fire Code (Oakland
Municipal Code Chapter 15.12). The Plan Area also encompasses the area within 30 to 100 feet of the edge of
roadsides in the City’s VHFHSZ where dead and dying trees (as determined by a Certified Arborist, Licensed Forester,
or Fire Safety Expert) are present on City-owned property and could strike the road if they fell. As described in
Section 9 of this VMP, the goal of fuel treatment is to alter the structure, composition, and spacing of retained
vegetation to moderate potential fire behavior. Retained vegetation can reduce wind exposure, retain soil and
surface fuel moisture, and reduce the potential for soil erosion. Specifically, the Plan Area includes:

= 419 City-owned parcels, ranging in size from <0.1 acres to 235 acres and totaling 1,924 acres. Parcels
have been categorized into the following categories, as described in Section 9.2: urban and residential,
canyon areas, ridgetop areas, City park lands and open space, other areas, and medians.

= Roadside areas along 308 miles of road within the City’s VHFHSZ, which includes surface and arterial
streets, State Routes 13 and 24, and Interstate 580.

The City’s VHFHSZ encompasses approximately 11,890 acres and extends along the western slope of the Oakland
Hills. The extent of the City’s VHFHSZ is presented in Figures 1 and 2, and a detailed description of the Plan Area is
presented in Section 2. Table 1 summarizes the sizes and quantities of City-owned parcels in the Plan Area.
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Table 1. City-Owned Parcels within the Plan Area

Parcel Category Quantity Total Acreage

Urban and Residential 152 51.2
Canyon Areas 89 188.7
Ridgetop Areas 11 130.2
City Park Lands and Open Space 91 1,522.9
Other Areas* 43 24.5
Medians 33 6.1
Total: 419 1,923.6

*  Other Areas are developed City-owned properties in the Plan Area that include fire stations (nos. 6, 7, 21, 25 and 28), structures,
City facilities (parking lots, police stations), paved areas, and parks and playgrounds (e.g., Montclair Park). Other Areas are not
provided management recommendations in this VMP.
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1.3 Plan Scope and Timeframe

The scope of this VMP covers all existing and recommended vegetation management and appurtenant actions
occurring on City-owned parcels or along the edge of public roads within the Plan Area. This VMP recognizes that
vegetative fuels are one component of wildfire hazard. Vegetation management is a fundamental strategy to
reducing fire risk in the Plan Area, and a single component within a multi-faceted approach that is necessary to
comprehensively reduce wildfire risk in the Plan Area. Other critical components necessary to reduce wildfire risk
include structural hardening through building codes and standards, providing and maintaining suitable access
and egress routes, ensuring water availability, firefighter training, and establishment, maintenance, and
inspection of defensible space on private properties. OFD and other City departments are addressing these other
components of wildfire risk reduction through various plans and programs, including public outreach and fire
prevention education and training, roving fire patrols, private property defensible space inspections, and
adoption of codes for structures in VHFHSZs. Consequently, this VMP focuses exclusively on vegetation
management in the Plan Area and is intended to complement other wildfire risk reduction plans and programs
being planned or implemented by OFD and other City departments. Readers and stakeholders are directed to the
City’s other plans and programs to address other aspects of wildfire risk reduction in the Plan Area. The purpose
and focus of this VMP is vegetation management.

The timeframe for this VMP is 10 years. The goals, objectives, methods, and recommendations contained herein
should be reviewed at the end of the 10-year timeframe, following a re-evaluation of Plan Area’s wildfire hazard
conditions and the success of vegetation management actions implemented over the 10-year VMP timeframe.
Following such a subsequent review, revisions to VMP goals, objectives, methods, or recommendations may be
necessary to reflect wildfire hazard conditions within the Plan Area at a later time.

1.4 Vegetation Management Goals and Objectives

The OFD has identified four primary goals to guide preparation of this VMP and subsequent vegetation management
actions implemented to follow this VMP intended to reduce wildfire hazard. The VMP goals provide a framework under
which more specific management objectives and recommendations were developed, as presented in this VMP. The goals
of the VMP are as follows:

= Reduce wildfire hazard on City-owned land and along critical access/egress routes within the City’s
designated VHFHSZ;

= Reduce the likelihood of ignitions and extreme fire behavior to enhance public and firefighter safety;
= Implement practices to avoid or minimize impacts to natural resources;

= Maintain an active role in regional efforts to reduce wildfire hazard in the Oakland Hills.

To achieve these vegetation management goals for the Plan Area and over the VMP timeframe, objectives were
developed to achieve desired levels of wildfire hazard reduction, public and firefighter safety, and resource
protection. The purpose of the objectives is to enable the OFD to make informed, adaptive decisions according to
site-specific conditions and prepare annual vegetation management action plans that meet VMP goals over time.
The objectives of the VMP are as follows:

= Reduce the likelihood of catastrophic wildfires by limiting ignition potential, reducing fuel loads, and
modifying fuel arrangements on City-owned lands.

= Reduce the likelihood of extreme fire behavior within the Plan Area.
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= |dentify and define vegetation management actions that consider site-specific vegetation type, fuel hazard,
treatment effectiveness, and ongoing maintenance requirements.

= |dentify and prioritize fuel treatment areas based on fuel loads and arrangements, terrain, topographic
exposure, and proximity to roads and structures.

= Retain vegetation where feasible to reduce wind exposure, retain soil and surface fuel moisture, and reduce
the potential for soil erosion.

= Develop management recommendations that enable OFD to make informed, adaptive decisions on an
annual basis (or more often as necessary) regarding vegetation management within the Plan Area,
considering the benefits of treatment, potential environmental effects, and treatment costs.

= Avoid, minimize and/or reduce potential adverse effects of vegetation management on sensitive biological
resources, water resources, aesthetics, soils, and slope stability.

= |ncrease the ability of OFD and other responding agencies to suppress wildfire in the Plan Area in order to
minimize wildfire impacts to Plan Area resources.

= Routinely evaluate the effectiveness and implementation frequency of vegetation management actions
within the Plan Area.

1.5 Summary of Plan and Hazard
Assessment Methodology

Development of this VMP included an assessment of wildfire hazard within the Plan Area and an evaluation of
variables that contribute to wildfire risk. The following components comprise the hazard assessment methodology
conducted for this VMP:

= Field Assessments: Conducted to identify vegetative communities and land cover types, fuel
characteristics, fuel models, terrain, and hazard conditions in the Plan Area.

=  Geographic Information Systems (GIS) Analysis: Conducted to evaluate conditions in the Plan Area,
including terrain, vegetative cover, land ownership, City-owned parcel distribution, the area of land within
100 and 300 feet of existing structures, the area of land within 150 feet of park access gates, the area of
land within 300 feet of ridgelines, and the extent and distances of Plan Area roads.

= Fire Behavior Modeling: Conducted in a GIS for selected larger parcels to identify areas that may be subject to
extreme fire behavior, considering weather, fuels, and terrain variables.

e Research and Community Input: Research was conducted to document existing vegetation management
practices used by OFD and to identify areas subject to high ignition potential. Input from the public on
specific fire hazards and high ignition areas was also included. Research was also conducted to evaluate
potential costs associated with implementation and maintenance of areas recommended for management
under this VMP.

This assessment allowed for the prioritization of vegetation treatment areas within the Plan Area, which was based
on several factors, including proximity to structures (e.g., WUI), ridgelines, and access gates, areas along critical
access/egress routes, areas subject to increased ignition potential, and areas that exhibit the potential for extreme
fire behavior. A more detailed discussion of the methodology is presented in Section 3.
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1.6 Volunteer and Stewardship Groups

Volunteer and stewardship groups have been active participants in vegetation management activities in the Plan
Area for many years. This VMP recognizes their important role in vegetation management in the Plan Area, and their
role is described in detail in Section 11.2.

1.7 How to Use This VMP

This VMP is structured to provide descriptions of vegetation management techniques, standards for vegetation
management, and specific projects for implementation of these standards.

This Plan can be read in a linear fashion, from beginning to end. However, the user of this Plan will find that they will
have to actively cross-reference between the sections of the Plan to better understand site-specific recommendations.

Sections 2 and 3 provide a description of the Plan Area and the methodology for the wildfire hazard assessment,
respectively. Section 4 describes existing codes and standards relevant to vegetation management activity in the Plan
Area or the City’s VHFHSZ. Section 5 describes existing land or resource management plans and programs relevant
to vegetation management activity in the Plan Area or the City’'s VHFHSZ, which were consulted during VMP
development. Section 6 describe the public and stakeholder engagement effort conducted during Plan development
and revision. Section 7 summarizes biological, ecological, and community resources found in the Plan Area.

Description of vegetation management techniques is provided in Section 8, along with best management practices
for each technique. For example, hand labor techniques will include line trimming, branch pruning/removal, and
hand pulling. Best management practices for hand labor techniques include proper training in equipment use,
pruning according to International Society of Arboriculture and American National Standards Institute A300
standards, and protecting retained trees and vegetation from tool and equipment damage.

Section 9 outlines vegetation management and maintenance standards, specific recommendations for key areas,
and the procedures for identifying and planning annual vegetation treatment operations. Section 9.1 covers
management and maintenance standards by dominant vegetation type. For example, maintenance standards for
grassland/herbaceous vegetation (grasses; other light, flashy fuels; and surface fuels capable of igniting and
carrying fire) are intended to reduce vegetation height (e.g., mowing, grazing) resulting in a shorter and more
compact surface fuel layer that is less ignitable and less likely to sustain fire spread. Standards for
grassland/herbaceous vegetation include treatment to heights not to exceed 3 inches within 30 feet of a habitable
structure. Beyond 30 feet from a habitable structure, grasses, weeds, and thistles shall be treated such that heights
do not exceed 18 inches, but it is recommended to cut grasses below 6 inches in height.

Section 9.2 describes current vegetation management practices, and specific recommendations for key areas
based on site-specific conditions. For example, current vegetation management in Joaquin Miller Park includes
treatment of roadside areas and goat grazing in grassland and disturbed areas. Specific high priority Plan
recommendations for Joaquin Miller Park include management of vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within
300 feet of ridgelines, within 150 feet of park access gates, and within 30 feet of known human congregation areas
along Skyline Boulevard. If vegetation in these areas is grassland/herbaceous, it would be managed to meet the
vegetation management standards outlined above.
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Section 9.3 lists the procedures for identifying and planning annual vegetation treatment operations. This includes
field assessment of vegetation conditions, treatment timing, treatment prioritization (Priority 1, 2, or 3), and
treatment technique selection. This will be captured in annual vegetation management work plans developed by
OFD. For example, vegetation management for Joaquin Miller Park identified in the annual work plan would identify
vegetation treatment types, area to be treated, implementation timing, resource needs and availability, funding
sources, and monitoring and tracking needs.

The vegetation treatment techniques presented in Section 8 are the practices and actions used to modify or remove
vegetation, while the vegetation management and maintenance standards presented in Section 9 are the
measurable guidelines to achieve the desired vegetation condition to reduce fire hazard. For example, management
of grassland in Joaquin Miller Park to the treatment standards outlined above could be accomplished using any of
the techniques described in the Plan, such as line trimming, grazing, or mowing,

Section 10 outlines additional best management practices (BMPs) intended to avoid or minimize potential impacts
associated with vegetation treatment or removal. For example, as Joaquin Miller Park contains a population of the
federally threatened and state endangered species pallid manzanita, measures to protect this species would
include identifying locations where this species exists, flagging avoidance areas, and notifying contractors of
avoidance areas during the contract bid phase.

Section 11 describes OFD partnerships in reducing fire hazards both on City property and regionally in the Oakland Hills,
including other City departments, other large landowners and land managers, and stakeholder and volunteer groups.

Section 12 outlines the methods for implementing the vegetation management recommendations included in this
VMP over the 10-year plan timeframe, including annual reporting metrics and documentation for VMP
implementation performance.

In summary, Sections 1 through 7 provide important background, context, and setting information to understand
the Plan activities. Sections 8 through 12 provide the more specific actions and recommendations of the Plan.
Sections 8 through 12 generally require an iterative approach when considering what vegetation management
actions to take, including selecting practices (Section 8), determining the criteria or guidelines to implementing
those practices most effectively (Section 9), identifying applicable BMPs (Section 10), planning and coordinating
with other partners (Section 11), and considering the steps to implement the plan activities (Section 12).
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2 Plan Area Description

The fire environment comprises several factors. Fires can occur in any environment where conditions are conducive
to ignition and fire movement. The three major components of the fire environment are climate, topography, and
vegetation/fuel. The state of each of these components and their interaction with each other determine the
potential characteristics and behavior of a wildfire at any given moment. Understanding these existing conditions
is necessary to understanding the potential for wildfire within the Plan Area.

Wildfires are a regular and natural occurrence in most of California. However, the numbers of fires and acres burned
annually has increased in recent years. These wildfires are mostly human-triggered, suggesting that the historic fire
interval has been artificially affected across large areas. In addition, wildfire suppression® efforts over the last
several decades may have aided in the accumulation of fuels in some natural communities (Minnich 1983; Minnich
and Chou 1997) resulting in larger and more intense wildfires. Large wildfires have had, and will continue to have,
a substantial and recurring role in California landscapes (Keeley and Fotheringham 2003), in part because (1)
California landscapes become highly flammable each fall, (2) the climate in the region has been characterized by
fire climatologists as the worst fire climate in the United States (Keeley 2004) with Diablo winds occurring during
autumn after a 6-month drought period each year, and (3) ignitions via anthropogenic sources have increased or
are increasing in many wildland or WUl areas.

Based on available information and an understanding of the fire environment, it is expected that wildfires will occur
again and will burn within the Plan Area. In addition, the Plan Area is classified by the City as a VHFHSZ (Chapter 49,
Oakland Fire Code). The Very High Fire Hazard rating is based on a combination of relevant factors of fuel/vegetation,
terrain, and climate/weather. Fire Hazard Severity zoning is discussed in more detail in Section 2.5.

2.1 Climate

The climate in the Plan Area is influenced by the maritime locale adjacent to the San Francisco Bay (Bay) and is
frequently under the influence of a seasonal, migratory, subtropical high-pressure cell known as the Pacific High
(WRCC 2017a). Wet winters and dry summers with mild seasonal changes generally characterize the San Francisco
Bay climate. This climate pattern is occasionally interrupted by heat waves, cold snaps, isolated thunderstorms,
fog, or dry easterly (or northeasterly) winds (WRCC 2017a), known locally as “Diablo” winds.2

The great majority of precipitation in the Plan Area occurs during the winter months due to the migration of mid-
latitude cyclonic storms (fronts) arriving to the California coast. Rainfall amounts generally increase with elevation
along the East Bay Hills due to orographic lifting and cooling processes. Although not typically associated with
increased fire risk due to the cooler seasonal temperatures and moister conditions, development of strong mid-
winter high pressure conditions also results in off-shore Diablo-type winds in the winter season. Winter cold snaps
can occur when frigid high latitude or arctic air masses descend to California.

Live fuel moisture content, a measure of the relative mass of water and indicator of ignitability, for most vegetation
in the Oakland Hills reaches the driest point in the late summer, or early fall period. Seasonal drying of vegetation

1 The act of extinguishing a wildfire.
2 Diablo winds are warm, dry winds that flow downslope when stable, high-pressure air is forced across and down the lee slopes of
a mountain/hill range (e.g., Oakland Hills). Diablo winds are similar to Santa Ana winds in Southern California.
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produces conditions that can result in fuel-driven wildfires and fire-associated climatic changes. This condition is
referred to as a plume-dominated wildfire. Plume-dominated wildfires are fires where the energy produced by the
fire in conjunction with atmospheric instability creates significant convective forces and increased wind speeds.
Such fires are extremely unpredictable, spread in various directions simultaneously, and exhibit extreme fire
behavior. These fires are extremely dangerous and are often large.

The average annual high temperature calculated from January 1948 to June 2016 for the Oakland area is
approximately 65.0° Fahrenheit (F), with higher temperatures in summer and early fall (June through September)
reaching up to an average of 73.4°F (WRCC 2017b). The average annual low temperature is 50.0°F, and winter
low temperatures are routinely between 42°F and 50°F. The average annual precipitation for the area is 18.03
inches, with the most rainfall concentrated in the months of November (2.52 inches), December (3.11 inches),
January (3.71 inches), February (2.71 inches), and March (2.57 inches) (WRCC 2017b). Rainfall is much less during
summer months of June (0.18 inches), July (0.04 inches), and August (0.05 inches) (WRCC 2017b).

The regional prevailing wind pattern is from the west or northwest, but the presence of the Pacific Ocean causes a
diurnal wind pattern known as the land/sea breeze system. During the day, onshore winds are from the west and
travel from the Bay, up the hillslopes and canyons, to the ridgetop of the Oakland Hills. At night, gentler offshore
winds, derived from cooler air masses moving downslope, are from the east, and travel from the ridgetop, down the
hillslopes and canyons, toward the Bay.

During the summer season, the diurnal winds can be slightly stronger than the winds during the winter season due
to greater pressure gradient forces. During summer months, pressure differences between the eastern Pacific and
interior areas maintains both northwesterly winds over the coastal waters and onshore winds in the Bay Area. These
winds, while not as strong as Diablo winds, can contribute to fire hazard when appropriate conditions exist for
wildfire ignition and spread. Surface winds can also be influenced locally by topography and slope variations. The
varied topography of the Oakland Hills affects wind velocity and patterns. The highest wind velocities are typically
associated with downslope, canyon, and Diablo winds.

Summer fog is an important element of the Bay Area and East Bay Hills microclimates. The generation of Bay fog
involves a combination of local and regional atmospheric and topographic processes occurring at daily and
seasonal cycles. Warming land surfaces in California’s Central Valley during the summer season rise and create an
on-shore, generally westerly, wind direction along the central California coastline. This wind carries marine air over
the cool coastal waters (subject to the southerly California Current). The marine air masses are cooled to saturation,
fog is formed, and by advection the fog moves inland, favoring gaps in the coast range where it can penetrate. The
summer advective fog season in the Bay Area is most pronounced in June, July, and into August, but such fog may
generate earlier in May and also into the later summer and fall weeks of September.

In the Plan Area, such summer fog typically arrives in the late afternoon or evening and persists through the mid to
late morning before “burning off,” which is essentially evaporation with the morning sun. Summer fog in the Plan
Area is an important influence to local atmospheric, plant, and soil moisture (the water balance), and thereby
directly influences the component of the fire risk due to climate. In the Plan Area, heavy fog is even known to
generate measurable fog drip precipitation, when moisture coalesces along tree leaves, branches, and trunks.

During periods when the low-pressure gradient of the Central Valley ceases or reverses, the atmospheric pressure
and wind gradients that drive the great San Francisco Bay “fog machine” described above stop. When this happens,
on-shore flows are reversed to off-shore flows, potentially creating strong Diablo winds, with the overall effect that
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atmospheric, plant, and soil moisture rapidly decreases. This increased aridity in turn increases the fire risk. The
reduction in summer fog and increase in local aridity and off-shore Diablo winds is most intense in the later summer
and fall weeks of September, October, and early November when the Oakland Hills frequently experience clear
skies and warmer temperatures.

The fire season in the Oakland Hills typically starts in September, as the fog recedes earlier in the day and vegetation
begins to dry out from regular, dry, offshore winds. The fire season typically ends in November with the onset of
winter rainfall, cooler temperatures, and higher relative humidity. Fires are less common between December and
August. However, climate change effects are extending fire season throughout the state, and the fire season in the
Oakland Hills may ultimately be year-round. The highest fire danger for this area coincides with the period when the
Diablo winds are at their strongest.

Diablo wind conditions are a reversal of the prevailing westerly onshore winds that usually occur on a region-wide
basis during late summer and early fall. These winds are warm, dry winds that flow from the warmer, drier inland area
east, over the crest of the Oakland Hills, and down through canyons to the Bay. As the winds converge through the
canyons, their velocities increase. Consequently, peak velocities are highest at the mouths of canyons and dissipate
as they spread across valley floors or the Bay. In extreme cases, wind speeds can exceed 60 miles per hour.

Micro-climates, the climate of a small, restricted area, also characterize the Oakland Hills due significant variations in
topography. Micro-climates in the area range from low-elevation, wind-sheltered, and damp locations with northerly or
easterly aspects (e.g., lower portions of Claremont Canyon, Shepherd Canyon, Sausal Creek), to high-elevation, wind-
exposed and dry locations with southerly or westerly aspects (e.g., Grizzly Peak Open Space, North Oakland Regional
Sports Field, lots along Skyline Boulevard). Microclimate conditions can greatly affect fire hazard, and should be
considered when determining vegetation treatment priorities and implementation timing. Such conditions are often not
captured in weather station datasets or recorded in easily referenced weather almanacs, but are usually well known to
locals, land managers, and local agency fire personnel.

2.1.1 Climate Change

As noted above in Section 1, California faces a dramatic increase in the number and severity of wildfires with ten
thirteen of the most destructive fires occurring sinee2045in the past 10 years (CAL FIRE 202249a). The state’s
major study on climate impacts, the Fiftheurth Climate Assessment (Bedsworth et al. 202248), projects that
California’s wildfire burn area likely will increase by 77 percent by the end of the century. As identified in Governor
Newsom’s Strike Force report (State of California 2019), the growing risk of catastrophic wildfires has created an
imperative for the state to act urgently and swiftly to expand fire prevention efforts.

Climate change is expected to make forests more susceptible to extreme wildfires by altering temperatures (Hayhoe et
al. 2004) and the availability and aridity of fuels (Abatzoglou and Williams 2016). Anthropogenic climate change has
emerged as a driver of increased forest fire activity, a trend that is expected to continue when fuels are not limiting
(Abatzoglou and Williams 2016). All analyses completed for fire occurrence and severity into the future predict more
frequent fires, a greater number of fires, and higher fire severity under climate change scenarios (Fried 2004, Lenihan
2008, Westerling et al. 2011, Westerling 2018).

A changing climate, combined with anthropogenic factors, has already contributed to more frequent and severe wildfires
in the western United States (Abatzoglou & Williams 2016, Mann et al. 2016, Westerling 2016), with the number of
human-caused fires being much higher in more populated regjons of the state. Recently, the area burned by wildfires
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has increased consistent with increasing air temperatures (OEHHA 2018). Increased wildfire risk and severity are
vulnerabilities which are anticipated throughout California (Westerling 2018, Krawchuk et al. 2009). Increased fire
occurrence and severity under climate change will secondarily affect other areas of vulnerability, as noted below.

= |ncreased Fire Risk: Warmer air temperatures are expected to lengthen the fire season, drying out
vegetation more quickly and increasing fire risk. Based on high- and low-emissions climate change
scenarios, increases in the number of high-severity wildfires is anticipated (Westerling 2018). Multi-year
severe drought is supported as a factor in increasing fire size and severity, as well as tree mortality (Crockett
and Westerling 2018). On inter-annual and shorter time scales, climate variability affects the flammability
of live and dead forest vegetation (Westerling 2016).

= Greater Fuel Loads: Years with widespread fires are historically preceded by wet years which influence
greater vegetation growth, especially in the understory. Highly flammable species, which often populate
disturbed areas quickly, may have a competitive advantage over other species, typically resulting in a
higher, more flammable fuel load. Drought may result in increased tree mortality, which contributes to
higher fuel loading and wildfire size and severity (Crockett and Westerling 2018). Increasing fire size and
severity and tree mortality are linked to increasing temperatures and aridity (Crockett and Westerling
2017). Increased prevalence of dead or desiccated fuels resulting from drought effects is conducive to
crown fires, which require ladder fuels to move from volatile grasses to the less volatile mid-level forest to
the dry and volatile canopy cover (Crockett and Westerling 2017). Increased fuel aridity contributes to larger
forest areas experiencing increased periods of high fire potential (Abatzoglou and Williams 2016).

= Ecological Impacts: Increased fire severity is expected to amplify and accelerate the ecological impacts of
climatic change. Drought years may increase the vulnerability of tree populations to insects and disease,
and the lower occurrence of extended freezing periods in the winter will allow greater insect survivability.
Climate-induced changes in fire behavior and frequency will influence species distribution, migration, and
extinction (Flannigan 2000). Greater occurrence of fires increases the amount of carbon and particulates
released into the atmosphere (Westerling 2006).

= Social Impacts: Increased expenditures for fire suppression are anticipated and the amount of burned
property (in total area and in monetary value) in Northern California increases substantially under global
climate models’ high-emissions scenarios due to greater fire risk (Westerling and Bryant 2008, Levy 2018).
In areas with the highest fire risk, wildfire insurance is estimated to see costs rise by 18 percent by 2055
and the quantity of properties insured lowered (Westerling 2018). Wildland fire smoke exposure is a
growing risk to public health (Domitrovich et al. 2017). Secondary effects of increased fire, such as loss of
recreational amenities, area closures, and excessive smoke, can have serious financial effects for regional
business interests and local economies.

The management recommendations included in this VMP include strategic and selective fuels management actions
to reduce fuel loads, minimize ignitions, and reduce the potential for extreme fire behavior. The management
standards for forested areas are intended to reduce overall fuel loads and increase retained tree health and vigor
by increasing retained tree spacing. Increased tree spacing would result in less competition for resources (such as
water and soil nutrients). Reduced fuel loads would modify potential fire behavior, reducing heat output and the
potential for crown fires and fire-related tree mortality. This VMP anticipates an increase in wildfire potential due to
climate change, and seeks to manage fuels such that wildfire impacts are reduced.
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2.2 Topography

The Oakland Hills area is located in the steep coastal mountains to the east of the San Francisco Bay known as the
East Bay Hills. The hillslopes and canyons meet the Bay plain to the west and slope upward to the northwest-
southeast-oriented ridgeline to the east. The lowest elevations in the City’s VHFHSZ are approximately 70 feet above
mean sea level at the bottoms of Arroyo Viejo and San Leandro Creek (USGS 2013a, 2013b). The highest elevations
are in the northern portion of the City’s VHFHSZ (approximately 1,500 feet above mean sea level near Grizzly Peak
(USGS 20134, 2013b).

The City’'s VHFHSZ is characterized by multiple drainages that run generally east to west, or northeast to southwest,
downward from the summit ridgeline that roughly parallels Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Skyline Drive. Listed in
general north to south order, prominent watersheds and drainages include Claremont Canyon, Temescal Creek,
Shepherd Creek, Palo Seco Creek, Sausal Creek, Horseshoe Creek, Rifle Range Branch (Creek), Country Club Creek,
Arroyo Viejo, Grass Valley Creek, and San Leandro Creek. The creeks in the City’s VHFHSZ generally converge into
a few larger creeks in the lower Bay plain region, ultimately reaching the San Francisco Bay. The steepest slopes in
the City’s VHFHSZ have gradients up to 62 degrees (186%), although the majority of the area has slope gradients
of less than 27 degrees (50%), and the mean slope gradient for the area is 16 degrees (29%) (USGS 2013a, 2013b).

All slope aspects are represented in the City’s VHFHSZ, with a higher proportion of south-, southwest-, and west-
facing slopes present. The effect of aspect on fire hazard is related to solar exposure. South and west-facing slopes
are subject to more thermal heating from the sun and consequently have higher temperatures and lower fuel
moistures. These slope aspects are typically dominated by lighter fuels (brush, grasses). North- and east-facing
slopes receive less solar exposure and are therefore cooler and typically have heavier fuel loads (trees).

Topography affects wildfire movement and spread. Steep terrain typically results in faster upslope fire spread
due to pre-heating of uphill vegetation. Flat areas typically result in slower fire spread, absent of windy conditions.
Topographic features such as saddles, canyons, and chimneys (land formations that collect and funnel heated
air upward along a slope) may form unique circulation conditions that concentrate winds and funnel or accelerate
fire spread. For example, fire generally moves slower downslope than upslope. Terrain may also buffer, shelter,
or redirect winds away from some areas based on canyons or formations on the landscape. Saddles occurring at
the top of drainages or ridgelines may facilitate the migration of wildfire from one canyon to the next.

The narrow drainage and sub-drainage topographic features of the Oakland Hills have the capability to funnel winds,
increase wind speeds, erratically alter wind direction, and facilitate fire spread and promote extreme fire behavior.
This is especially true during Diablo wind events, when strong easterly or northeasterly winds are aligned with the
downslope direction of the canyons and watersheds of the Oakland Hills. The topography of the Oakland Hills is
therefore capable of producing wind conditions that promote extreme wildfire behavior.

Various terrain features can also influence fire behavior, as summarized in Table 2. Plan Area terrain is graphically
presented in Figures 3.1 through 3.10.
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Table 2. Effects of Topographic Features on Fire Behavior

Topographic
Feature

Narrow Canyon

Effect

Surface winds follow canyon direction, which may differ from prevailing wind; wind
eddies/strong upslope air movement expected, which may cause erratic fire behavior;
radiant heat transfer between slopes facilitates spotting/ignition on opposite canyon side.

Wide Canyon

Prevailing wind direction not significantly altered; aspect significant contributor to fire
behavior. Wide canyons not as susceptible to cross-canyon spotting except in high winds.

Box
Canyon/Chute

Air drawn in from canyon bottom; strong upslope drafts. No gaps or prominent saddles to let
heated air escape. Fires starting at canyon bottom can move upslope very rapidly due to a
chimney-like preheating of the higher-level fuels and upslope winds.

Ridge

Fires may change direction when reaching ridge/canyon edge; strong air flows likely at ridge
point; possibility for different wind directions on different sides of ridge. Ridges experience
more wind. Fires gain speed and intensity moving toward a ridge. Fires burning at a ridge
can exhibit erratic fire behavior. Strong air flows can cause a whirling motion by the fire. As
the wind crosses a ridge it usually has a leeward eddy where the wind rolls around and
comes up the leeward side.

Saddle

Potential for rapid rates of fire spread; fires pushed through saddles faster during upslope
runs. Winds can increase when blowing through saddles due to the funneling effect of the
constricted pass. On the other side, winds will slow, but erratic winds potentially occur at

the saddle due to eddies.

Sources: Teie 1994; Firewise 2013.
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2.3 Vegetation and Fuels

This section summarizes the vegetation types (fuels) present in the Plan Area and their contribution to fire hazard.
Hazardous fuels include live and dead vegetation that exists in a condition, which readily ignites; transmits fire to
adjacent structures or ground, surface, or overstory vegetation; and/or is capable of supporting extreme fire behavior.

2.3.1 Field Assessments

Field assessments were conducted by Horizon Water and Environment (Horizon) to map and classify the existing
vegetation communities and land cover types present in the Plan Area. Vegetation and land cover was classified
using the California Wildlife Habitat Relationship (WHR) System. Vegetation and land cover types in the Plan Area
include coast oak woodland, redwood, valley/foothill riparian, closed-cone pine-cypress, eucalyptus, coastal scrub,
mixed chaparral, freshwater emergent wetland, perennial grassland, annual grassland, and urban land covers
(Appendix B). The Biological Resources Report prepared for the Plan also identifies areas of high biological resource
value within the Plan Area and is included in Appendix B. Table 3 summarizes the different vegetation communities
and land covers identified and mapped in the Plan Area, and Figures 4.1 through 4.10 presents the distribution of
vegetation communities and land covers across the Plan Area.

Table 3. Vegetation Communities and Associated Fuel Models in the Plan Area

Vegetation Community/Land Cover | Fuel Models*

Annual Grassland GR1, GR4 250.7 13.03%
Closed-Cone Pine-Cypress SH5, TU1, TU5, TL2, TL3, TL6 164.3 8.54%
Coast Oak Woodland GR1, GS2,TuU1, TL2 585.6 30.44%
Coastal Scrub GR1, GS2, SH1, SH5 170.7 8.87%
Eucalyptus GR1, SH5, TU1, TU5, TL2, TL3, TL6, TL9 176.5 9.17%
Freshwater Emergent Wetland NB1 0.4 0.02%
Mixed Chaparral SH5 8.1 0.42%
Perennial Grassland GR1 13.4 0.70%
Redwood TU1, TL3 140.6 7.31%
Valley/Foothill Riparian SH1, TU5S 1.4 0.07%
Urban (Developed) GR1, NB1 401.5 20.87%
Urban (Acacia)** TUl 6.8 0.35%
Urban (Mixed Tree Stand)** GR1 3.7 0.19%
Total | 1,923.6%** 100.00%

Notes:

*  Adiscussion of fuel models is presented in Appendix C.

** The Urban WHR classification includes ornamental tree plantings in parks, and those dominated with acacia and mixed trees
have been called out separately for this VMP for the purposes of evaluating fire behavior and fire hazard.

*** Table 3 values for acreages do not include the roadside buffer areas that are included in Table 1 of Appendix B. The acreage
values shown and listed in Appendix B include these areas, resulting in a difference in acreage totals.

Field assessments were also conducted by Dudek to evaluate existing fuel load conditions and understand general
fuel hazard conditions and current maintenance practices being conducted by OFD within the Plan Area. Field
assessments of fuel conditions were conducted between December 2016 and August 2017. Site conditions were
documented via photographs and in some cases noted on digjtal or hard-copy field maps.
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Field assessments were also used to identify and classify vegetation community types into fuel models (Anderson
1982; Scott and Burgan 2005). Fuel model assignments are presented in Table 3 by vegetation community or land
cover type. A discussion of fuel models and potential fire behavior is presented in Appendix C. Taken together, the
(1) field assessment of existing vegetation and land cover conditions, (2) assessment of fuel load conditions, and
(3) identification of how existing vegetation types align with existing fuel studies and models present an empirical
on-the-ground (field-based) approach and basis for the treatments and approaches recommended in this VMP.
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2.3.1.1 Grassland/Herbaceous

Grassland/herbaceous fuels in the Plan Area are represented by the annual grassland and perennial grassland
vegetation community/land cover types. Grassland types may include scattered and widely spaced trees and/or
shrubs, although grasses are the dominant cover type. Grasses are fine fuels that are loosely compacted with a low
fuel load.3 Grasses have a high surface area-to-volume ratio, requiring less heat to remove fuel moisture and raise
fuel to ignition temperature. They are also subject to early seasonal drying in late spring and early summer. Live
fuel moisture content in grasses typically reaches its low point in early summer, and grasses begin to cure soon
after. Due to these characteristics, grasses have potential for a high rate of spread, rapid ignition, and facilitation
of extreme fire behavior. Grasses are the vegetation type in the Plan Area with the highest risk for wildfire ignition.
Their low overall fuel loads typically result in faster moving fires with lower flame lengths and heat output. Untreated
grasses can help spread fire into other adjacent surface fuel types (e.g., shrubs) or facilitate surface to crown fire4
transition where they exist beneath tree canopies.

2.3.1.2 Brush/Scrub

Brush/scrub fuels in the Plan Area are represented by the mixed chaparral and coastal scrub vegetation
community/land cover types. Brush/scrub types may include scattered and widely spaced trees, small patches of
grass/herbaceous vegetation, or grass herbaceous vegetation occurring beneath shrub canopies, although shrubs
are the dominant cover type.

Chaparral

Chaparral is considered a moderately fine fuel which is loosely compacted and has a moderate fuel load. Chaparral
has a high surface area-to-volume ratio, requiring less heat to remove fuel moisture and raise fuel to ignition
temperature. Chaparral is subject to early seasonal drying in the late spring and early summer, but does not fully
cure in the way that grasses do. The live fuel moisture content reaches its low point in the late summer and early
fall months. Dead fuels consist mainly of 1-hour and 10-hour fuel sizes, or twigs and small stems ranging from 0.25
inches to 1 inch in diameter. Chaparral has the potential for a high rate of spread, rapid ignition, and extreme fire
behavior given its high content of volatile organic compounds (VOCs).

Coastal Scrub

Coastal scrub is considered a moderately fine fuel that is loosely compacted with a moderate fuel load. Coastal scrub
has a high surface area-to-volume ratio, requiring less heat to remove fuel moisture and raise fuel to ignition
temperature. It is subject to early seasonal drying in the late spring and early summer, but does not fully cure in the
way that grasses do. Compared to chaparral, coastal scrub tends to have a lower content of VOCs. The live fuel
moisture content reaches its low point in the late summer and early fall months. Dead fuels consist mainly of 1-hour
and 10-hour fuel sizes, or twigs and small stems ranging from 0.25 inches to 1 inch in diameter. Coastal scrub has
potential for a high rate of spread, rapid ignition, and extreme fire behavior.

The amount of available and potentially combustible material, usually expressed as tons/acre (NWCG 2023SKCNP-20417).
4 Acrown fire is a forest fire that advances often at great speed from tree top to tree top.
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2.3.1.3 Tree/Woodland/Forest

Tree/woodland/forest fuels in are the Plan Area represented by the coast oak woodland, eucalyptus, closed-cone
pine-cypress, redwood, and valley/foothill riparian vegetation community/land cover types. Additionally, for the
purposes of this VMP, the two tree-dominated urban land cover type designations (urban (acacia) and urban (mixed
tree stand)) are considered within this general vegetation type. Tree/woodland/forest types may also include
scattered shrubs or shrub groupings, small patches of grass/herbaceous vegetation, or shrub and grass
herbaceous vegetation occurring beneath tree canopies, although trees are the dominant cover type.

Oak Woodland

Oak stands are composed of fuel structures ranging from fine to heavy. In closed canopy stands, a sparse
understory of grass, leaves, twigs, branches, and bark litter may be present. In open stands, understory may include
grass, shrubs, leaves, twigs, branches, and bark litter. Fuel buildup occurs very slowly in oak woodland stands in
California (USFS 2015), and litter forms a thick, compacted mat resulting in very low surface fuel loads. Oak
woodland understory fuel loads are low.

Oak trees are highly flame resistant as the leaves do not readily catch fire. Fires in oak stands tend to smolder in
the duff, and consume surface fuels without generating enough heat to carry fire into the oak canopy (USFS 2015).
Oaks also do not spread fire crown-to-crown readily like many conifers (Sonoma Veg Map 2018). Oak woodland
litter does little to facilitate fire spread as it has a low surface area-to-volume ratio and requires high heat levels to
remove fuel moisture and raise fuel to ignition temperature. Oak woodland litter is subject to seasonal drying in the
late summer and early fall months, but fog drip, solar shading, and the windbreak provided by oak canopies can
sustain high fuel moisture content in the summer when fog is present. Oaks have a low content of VOCs, and the
lack of highly-combustible oils further reduces the fire hazard associated with oaks and oak woodlands.

Dead fuels consist of 1-hour (litter and duff < 0.25 inches in diameter), 10-hour (twigs and small stems 0.25 inches
to 1 inch in diameter), 100-hour (branches 1 inch to 3 inches in diameter), and 1,000-hour (large stems and
branches > 3 inches in diameter) sizes. Oak woodlands are mostly lacking in features that promote fire spread, but
weather and topography have a strong influence on fire behavior. Given extreme fire weather and steep terrain, oak
woodlands have the potential for a moderate rate of spread, torching and crown fire, and extreme fire behavior.
Fire behavior in oak woodlands and forests is typically much less intense than wildfires burning in chaparral and
coastal scrub communities. Low, compacted leaf litter understory, canopy shading of ground fuels, and wind velocity
reduction from tree canopies significantly reduces the intensity and spread rates of surface fires in oak woodlands.
Transition from ground to canopy fire increases fire intensity, spotting, and tree mortality potential.

Eucalyptus

Eucalyptus stands and individual trees in the Plan Area are predominantly blue gum (Eucalyptus globulus).
Eucalyptus stands are composed of fuel structures ranging from fine to heavy, and may include an understory of
grass, brush, eucalyptus seedlings, saplings, and small trees, and eucalyptus leaf, twig, branch and bark litter.
Eucalyptus litter is generally moderately compacted with heavy to very heavy fuel loads; fuel loads in eucalyptus
stands can reach between 45 and 100 tons per acre (Agee et al. 1973). Fuel buildup in blue gum eucalyptus stands
is very rapid, exceeding that of other tree species, and its litter (dead leaves and debris) is especially flammable
(Agee et al. 1973; NPS 2006; Wolf and DiTomaso 2016). Fuel reduction programs in eucalyptus stands are typically
recommended to maintain low fuel load levels (USFS 2013).
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The leaves of blue gum eucalyptus may be moderately resistant to combustion under some circumstances
(Dickinson and Kirkpatrick 1985); however, these trees are considered highly flammable as the bark catches fire
readily and deciduous bark streamers and lichen epiphytes tend to carry fire into the canopy, which tends to
produce embers that can be carried by strong winds. These flying embers are carried downwind and result in the
development of spot fires that have ignited in receptive fuel beds in advance of the fire’s leading edge (Ashton
1981; USFS 2015). Peeling bark is typical of many other eucalyptus species and contributes to ground-based fuels
(litter) when it falls. Peeling bark is also retained for a period of time on tree trunks, where it can facilitate ground
to canopy fire transition (ladder fuel). Eucalyptus litter has a moderate surface area to volume ratio, requiring
moderate heat to remove fuel moisture and raise fuel to ignition temperature. Eucalyptus litter is subject to
seasonal drying in the late summer and fall, but fog drip, solar shading, and windbreaks provided by the eucalyptus
canopy can sustain high fuel moisture content in the summer when fog is present.

A recent analysis of the 2017 wildfires in Sonoma County (Sonoma Veg Map 2018) emphasized eucalyptus fire
hazard potential. In this analysis, crown fire was observed to have fully consumed eucalyptus stand canopies, with
less damage occurring in adjacent non-eucalyptus forest types. Data resulting from this study also revealed that of
eucalyptus stands that burned in the three fires (Nuns, Tubbs, and Pocket Fires), 64% had canopy damage in the
80-100% range, indicating near or full tree crown consumption by fire. Canopy damage in the 80-100% range was
lower for other forest types (22% for oak, 47% for redwood, 8% for riparian, and 37% for California bay [Umbellularia
californical), with the exception of Monterey pine (Pinus radiata) stands, 100% of which had canopy damage in the
80-100% range. This document recommends stand thinning and understory (ladder) fuel treatment to reduce fire
hazard in retained eucalyptus stands.

Like chaparral, eucalyptus also has a higher content of VOCs. Eucalyptus leaves produce a volatile (Gabbert 2014),
highly combustible oil, and flammable gasses may be released from trees at very high temperatures, further
increasing fire hazard (Gross 2013). The live fuel moisture content reaches its low point in the late summer and
early fall months. Dead fuels consist of 1-hour (litter and duff < 0.25 inches in diameter), 10-hour (twigs and small
stems 0.25 inches to 1 inch in diameter), 100-hour (branches 1 inch to 3 inches in diameter), and 1,000-hour
(large stems and branches > 3 inches in diameter) sizes. Features that promote fire spread include heavy litter fall,
flammable oils in the foliage, and open crowns bearing pendulous (i.e., downward-hanging) branches, which
encourage maximum updraft (USFS 2015). Given average weather conditions and terrain, eucalyptus has potential
for a high rate of spread, torching and crown fire, and extreme fire behavior.

Closed-Cone Pine-Cypress

Closed-cone pine-cypress stands in the Oakland Hills is primarily comprised of Monterey pine and Monterey cypress
(Hesperocyparis macrocarpa). Large portions of the closed-cone pine-cypress stands the Project Area were
established via plantings in the early 1900s (Nowak 1993). Closed-cone pine-cypress stands vary in surface fuel
structures ranging from fine to heavy and may include an understory of grass, brush, pine needles, twigs, branches,
and bark litter. Bark and leaf litter can accumulate rapidly beneath Monterey pine trees, resulting in significant fuel
loads. Monterey pine litter is a fuel that is generally moderately compacted with a heavy fuel load reaching up to
100 tons per acre. Fuel buildup occurs very rapidly in unmanaged Monterey pine stands in California (USFS 2015).
Monterey pine is highly flammable; the pine needles catch fire readily and tend to carry fire into the canopy and to
disseminate fire via flying embers ahead of the main fire front (USFS 2015). All Monterey pine stands burned in the
2017 wildfires in Sonoma County (Sonoma Veg Map 2018) had canopy damage in the 80-100% range, indicating
near or full tree crown consumption by fire.
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Monterey pine litter has a moderate surface area-to-volume ratio, requiring moderate heat to remove fuel moisture
and raise fuel to ignition temperature. Monterey pine litter is subject to seasonal drying in the late summer and
early fall months. The understory is more exposed than that of eucalyptus, although the fog drip, solar shading, and
windbreak provided by the canopy can sustain high fuel moisture content in the summer when fog is present.

Like chaparral and eucalyptus, Monterey pine also has a higher content of VOCs and needles that produce a volatile
(Gabbert 2014), highly combustible oil, and flammable gasses may be released from trees at very high temperatures,
further increasing fire hazard (Gross 2013). The live fuel moisture content reaches its low point later in the late
summer and early fall months. Dead fuels consist of 1-hour (litter and duff < 0.25 inches in diameter), 10-hour (twigs
and small stems 0.25 inches to 1 inch in diameter), 100-hour (branches 1 to 3 inches in diameter), and 1,000-hour
(large stems and branches > 3 inches in diameter) sizes. Features that promote fire spread include heavy litter fall,
flammable oils in the foliage, and retention of dead needles that promote ignition within the canopy (USFS 2015).
Given average weather conditions and terrain, Monterey pine has potential for a high rate of spread, torching and
crown fire, and extreme fire behavior.

Redwood

Redwood stands are composed of fuel structures ranging from fine to heavy including a sparse understory vegetation
typically consisting of ferns, grasses, leaves, twigs, branches, and bark litter. Bark and leaf litter tend to accumulate
slowly beneath redwood trees, resulting in low fuel loads. Redwood litter is generally heavily compacted with a
moderate fuel load reaching up to 100 tons per acre. Fuel buildup occurs very slowly in redwood stands in California
(USFS 2015). Redwood is highly flame resistant, and the leaves do not catch fire readily. Fires tend to smolder in the
duff, and consume surface fuels without generating enough heat to carry fire into the canopy (USFS 2015).

Redwood litter does little to facilitate the spread of fire. It has a low surface area-to-volume ratio and requires high
heat to remove fuel moisture and raise fuel to ignition temperature. Redwood litter is subject to seasonal drying in
the late summer and early fall months, but fog drip, solar shading, and windbreak provided by the redwood canopy
can sustain high fuel moisture content throughout the year. Redwood has a low content of VOCs and lacks highly
combustible oils, which further reduces the fire hazard associated with redwood.

Dead fuels consist of 1-hour (litter and duff < 0.25 inches in diameter), 10-hour (twigs and small stems 0.25 inches
to 1 inch in diameter), 100-hour (branches 1 inch to 3 inches in diameter), and 1,000-hour (large stems and
branches > 3 inches in diameter) sizes. Redwood stands are mostly lacking in features that promote fire spread,
but weather and topography have a strong influence on fire behavior. Given extreme fire weather and steep terrain,
redwood has potential for a moderate rate of spread, torching and crown fire, and extreme fire behavior.

Valley/Foothill Riparian

Valley/foothill riparian vegetation communities are concentrated within the drainages in the Plan Area and are
characterized by willows (Salix spp.), white alder (Alnus rhombifolia), bigleaf maple (Acer macrophyllum), and red
alder (Alnus rubra) (Appendix B). Riparian woodlands have a low fire hazard as their high moisture levels limit
ignition potential and minimize the potential for wildfire spread. The vegetation within riparian woodlands responds
slowly to changes in temperature and moisture, and significant surface shading from tree canopies limits fuel
moisture loss. Surface fuels are relatively low in riparian woodlands; however, storm-related high water streamflow
can deposit debris and contribute to fuel buildup as it dries out later in the season. During severe weather
conditions, high fuel loads can result in high-intensity burning.
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Urban

The urban vegetation community/land cover type typically represents noncombustible types (e.g., pavement) or
developed and maintained landscapes (e.g., buildings, turf in parks), although some areas may be disturbed lands
characterized by annual or perennial grass cover. Two of the vegetation communities/land cover types mapped as
urban that include vegetation are urban (acacia) and urban (mixed tree stand). Both vegetation communities are
primarily located in Joaquin Miller Park and Dimond Canyon. The areas mapped as urban (acacia) are acacia-
dominated stands with little representation of other tree species. The one tree stand mapped as urban (mixed tree
stand) is comprised of acacia, oak, pine, and redwood trees. Acacia stands and individual trees within the Plan Area
consist of blackwood acacia (Acacia melanoxylon), silver wattle (Acacia dealbata), and black wattle (Acacia
mearnsii). These trees or tree-form shrubs are moderately fast growing, species that tend to shade out other trees,
including alders and oaks. Blackwood acacia can grow as individual trees up to 40 feet tall. The other acacia species
can grow as evergreen large shrubs in dense thickets. Acacias can be fire-stimulated with prolific regeneration from
long-lived seed and sprouts after fire. In addition to the oils in the leaves or phyllods (i.e., expanded leaf stocks) and
dried, curly seed pods, acacias are brittle and can break in high winds, increasing the buildup of downed debris and
ladder fuels in the understory. Given their physical characteristics, acacia trees (in stands or intermixed with other
tree species) contribute to increased fire hazard.

2.3.1.4 Other High Fire Risk Plants

High fire risk plant species which have the potentially to spread rapidly in the Plan Area may occur within any of the
identified vegetation community/land cover types. These plants can increase the frequency of fires by providing
more continuous fuels that are more easily ignited (Brooks et al. 2004). Broom and pampas/jubata grass are of
primary concern in the Plan Area, although others have been identified (as listed below). Some of the plants listed
below are listed by the California Invasive Plant Council (Cal-IPC; Cal-IPC 202247).

Broom

One of the primary high fire risk/rapidly spreading plant types of concern in the Plan Area is broom: French broom
(Genista monspessulana), Scotch broom (Cytisus scoparius), and Spanish broom (Spartium junceum). All are
identified as Cal-IPC invasive species. Dense broom infestations produce large amounts of dry matter, which can
create a serious fire hazard (DiTomaso 1998). Broom spreads by prodigious seed production and may also sprout
from the root crown (Bossard 2000) or upper stem (Boyd 1995) when aboveground parts are removed by grazing,
cutting, freezing, or fire. A review by Bossard (2000) suggests that broom burns readily and carries fire to the tree
canopy layer, increasing both the frequency and intensity of fires in invaded areas. Similarly, Parsons and
Cuthbertson (1992) suggest that broom causes concern in forest areas in Australia because it forms a flammable
understory at the forest edge, where fires are most likely to start. Conversely, combustion of live, standing broom
is difficult under conditions in which prescribed burns are typically conducted in California (cool, wet, low-wind days
that provide lower risk of an escaped fire), unless fuel loads are artificially increased. Despite high temperatures
and low humidity, researchers in Marin County, California, were unable to burn a mature, uncut broom stand, and
a young uncut stand had only spotty combustion (Odion and Haubensak 2002).

Pampas Grass/Jubata Grass

Pampas grass (Cortaderia selloana) and jubata grass (C. jubata) were also observed in the Plan Area. Pampas grass
is a large, clumping grass, about 6 feet to 8 feet (1.8 meters to 2.4 meters) tall. Jubata grass looks very similar, but
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is typically smaller in height, about 3-5 feet. These grasses are aggressive spreading, ornamental species that
produce significant amounts of biomass, which is extremely flammable, thus increasing the potential for fire ignition
and/or spread. These species produces an abundance of seed, which is light and can be windblown into the
surrounding areas (Cal-IPC 20224#). The Cal-IPC inventory categorizes pampas grass and jubata grass as having
an overall rating of “high,” and these species are ranked as a high priority for removal/control within the Plan Area
because of their ability to spread rapidly and contribute to the spread of wildfire.

Additional Plants
The following high fire risk/rapidly spreading plants occur in the Plan Area and contribute to increased fire hazard:

= Acacia species - silver wattle, blackwood acacia, and others (Cal-IPC Limited, Moderate, and Watch>
invasive species)

= Blackberry (Rubus armeniacus, Cal-IPC High invasive species] and R. ulmifolius)

= Cotoneaster (Cotoneaster franchetii, C. lacteus, and C. pannosus) (Cal-IPC Moderate invasive species)
= Elm (Umus spp.)

= Eucalyptus species - blue gum and red gum (E. camaldulensis) (Cal-IPC Limited invasive species)

= Gorse (Ulex europaea) (High Cal-IPC invasive species)

= Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna) (Limited Cal-IPC invasive species)

= Holly (llex aquifolium) (Limited Cal-IPC invasive species)

= Jubata grass (Cortaderia jubata) (High Cal-IPC invasive species)

= Mayten (Maytenus boaria)

=  Plum and cherry (Prunus spp.) (Prunus cerasifera is a Limited Cal-IPC invasive species)

2.3.2 Vegetative Fire Hazard

The following sections summarize vegetative fire hazard according to the different vegetation types observed in the
Plan Area. As stated, hazardous fuels include live and dead vegetation that exists in a condition that readily ignites;
transmits fire to adjacent structures or ground, surface, or overstory vegetation; and/or is capable of supporting
extreme fire behavior. All vegetation will burn; however, some plants exhibit characteristics that make them more
flammable than others.6 Flammability can be defined as a combination of ignitability, combustibility, and
sustainability, where ignitability is the ease of or the delay of ignition, combustibility is the rapidity with which a fire
burns, and sustainability is a measure of how well a fire will continue to burn with or without an external heat source
(White and Zipperer 2010). Flammability is influenced by several factors, which can be classified into two groups:
physical structure (e.g., branch size, leaf size, leaf shape, surface-to-volume ratio, and/or retention of dead material)
and physiological elements (e.g., volatile oils, resins, and/or moisture content) (Moritz and Svihra 1998; UCCE
2016; UCFPL 1997; White and Zipperer 2010). Plants that are less flammable have low surface-to-volume ratios,
high moisture contents, and minimal dead material or debris, while those that are more flammable have high
surface-to-volume ratios, exhibit low moisture contents, contain volatile oils, and have high levels of dead material

5 High, Moderate, or Limited values reflect the level of each species’ negative ecological impact. It is important to note that even
Limited species are invasive and should be of concern to land managers. Values represent cumulative impacts statewide,
therefore, a plant whose statewide impacts are categorized as Limited may have more severe impacts in a particular region.
Species classified as ‘Watch’ pose a high risk of becoming invasive in the future in California (Cal-IPC 202247).

6  Highly flammable plants are also referred to as pyrophytes or pyrophytic.
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or debris (Moritz and Svihra 1998; UCFPL 1997; UCCE 2016; White and Zipperer 2010). Plant condition and
maintenance is also an important factor in flammability. Some plants that have more flammable characteristics
can become less flammable if well maintained and irrigated, but can also be explosively flammable when poorly
maintained, or situated on south-facing slopes, in windy areas, or in poor soils (Moritz and Svihra 1998). In general,
most vegetation within the Plan Area is not regularly irrigated or maintained for the purposes of promoting overall
plant health.

Research into plant flammability has resulted in the development of plant lists in many California jurisdictions intended
to promote the planting and retention of less flammable plants in defensible space zones, the WUI, or areas where
vegetation management aims to reduce fire hazard (UCCE 2016; UCFPL 1997; Nader et al. 2007, Moritz and Svihra
1998). Plant lists typically identify recommended low flammability (or firewise) plants and highly flammable plants that
are not recommended for retention or planting. A list of high fire hazard (pyrophytic) plant species is included in
Appendix D and is derived from plant lists developed by the City of Oakland (2017a) and Moritz and Svihra (1998)
and those identified as highly flammable/rapidly spreading plants in Section 2.3.1.4 (Cal-IPC 202247).

Forest pests, such as insects, fungi, other microbes, and vertebrates, are a natural component of California forests.
Populations of pests are dynamic and fluctuate in response to climatic and environmental changes such as drought,
stand density, fire, and other site disturbances. Healthy, vigorous trees are typically able to withstand pest attacks,
when pest populations are at endemic levels. When stressors exist in forests (e.g., overstocking, shading, drought),
tree vigor is reduced and tree susceptibility to pest attacks and infestations increases. The Plan Area is located
within the Pitch Canker Zone of Infestation (CAL FIRE 1998) and the sudden oak death (SOD) Zone of Infestation
(CAL FIRE 2005) and the “Regulated Area” for SOD as designated by the California Department of Food and
Agriculture (CDFA). Eucalyptus longhorn borer beetles have also been documented in the Plan Area. These
diseases/pests can contribute to wildfire hazard by increasing dead surface fuel loads and hindering firefighting
efforts. See Section 10.6 for more information on these pathogens.

2.3.3 Wildfire Types and Potential Fire Behavior

Several wildfire types exist, as summarized below:

= Ground Fire: A fire burning on the ground that consumes organic material beneath surface littererthrough
uhderstory-vegetationand-notreachinginto-the-canopy (NWCG 2023SKENP-20417).

= Surface Fire: A fire that burns loose debris on the surface, which includes dead branches, leaves, and low
vegetationburning-alongthe-surface-withoutsignifieant-movementinto-understory-eroverstory-vegetation;
withHow-flamelengthsusualyless-thand-meter (NWCG 2023SKENP-202347).

= Crown Fire: A fire that has burned upward from the ground and into the tree canopy. There are three types
of crown fires:

- Passive Crown Fire: A crown fire in which individual or small groups of trees torch out, but solid flaming
in the canopy cannot be maintained except for short periods. Passive crown fire encompasses a wide
range of crown fire behavior from the occasional torching of an isolated tree to a nearly active crown
fire. Also called torching (Scott and Reinhardt 2001).

- Active Crown Fire: A crown fire in which the entire fuel complex becomes involved, but the crowning
phase remains dependent on heat released from the surface fuels for continued spread. Also called
running and continuous crown fire (Scott and Reinhardt 2001).
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- Independent Crown Fire: A crown fire that spreads without the aid of a supporting surface fire (Scott
and Reinhardt 2001).

Another component of fire behavior is spotting, the transfer of fire brands (embers) ahead of a fire front which can
ignite smaller vegetation fires (NWCG 2023SKENP-2047). These smaller fires can burn independently or merge
with the main fire. Spotting can also result in structural ignitions when transported embers reach a receptive fuel
bed (e.g., combustible roofing), especially in wind-driven fires, such as those occurring during Diablo wind events in
the Oakland Hills. Structure fires as well as vegetation-fueled fires can generate fire brands. Additionally, landscape
features like ridges can dramatically affect fire behavior by changing prevailing wind patterns, funneling air, and
increasing wind speeds, thereby intensifying fire behavior.

Each of the aforementioned fire types may occur within the Plan Area, depending on site-specific conditions. Fire
behavior is the manner in which a wildland fire reacts to weather, fuels, and topography. The difficulty of controlling
and suppressing a wildfire is typically determined by fire behavior characteristics, such as rate-of-spread, fireline
intensity, torching, crowning, spotting, fire persistence, and by resistance to control (NWCG 2023SKGNP-2047).
Extreme fire behavior is that which precludes methods of direct control (e.g., flame lengths 8 feet and greater),
behaves unpredictably and erratically, and typically involves high spread rates, crowning and/or spotting, the
presence of fire whirls, and a strong convective column (NWCG 20234+).

Fire behavior characteristics are an important component in understanding fire risk and fire agency response
capabilities. Flame length—the length of the flame of a spreading surface fire within the flaming front—is measured
from midway in the active flaming combustion zone to the average tip of the flames (Andrews et al. 2008). While it
is a somewhat subjective and nonscientific measure of fire behavior, it is extremely important to fireline personnel
when evaluating fireline intensity, and is worth considering as an important fire variable (Rothermel 1993). Fireline
intensity is a measure of heat output from the flaming front and also affects the potential for a surface fire to
transition to a crown fire. The information in Table 4 presents an interpretation of flame length and its relationship
to fire suppression efforts. Further discussion of flame lengths as they relate to different vegetation types in the
Plan Area is provided in Section 3.3.

Table 4. Fire Suppression Interpretation

Flame Length Fireline Intensity Interpretations

Under 4 feet Under 100 BTU/ft/s Fires can generally be attacked at the head or flanks by
persons using hand tools. Hand line should hold the fire.
4 feet to 8 feet 100-500 BTU/ft/s Fires are too intense for direct attack on the head by persons

using hand tools. Hand line cannot be relied on to hold the fire.
Equipment such as dozers, pumpers, and retardant aircraft
can be effective.

8 feet to 11 feet 500-1,000 BTU/ft/s Fires may present serious control problems—torching out,
crowning, and spotting. Control efforts at the fire head will
probably be ineffective.

Over 11 feet Over 1,000 BTU/ft/s Crowning, spotting, and major fire runs are probable. Control
efforts at head of fire are ineffective.

Note: BTU/ft/s = British thermal units per foot per second.
Source: Roussopoulos and Johnson 1975.

10057-01

SEPTEMBER 2023NOVEMBER 2619 69



CITY OF OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA / SECOND REVISED DRAFT VEGETATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

2.4

Fire History and Ignitions

Fire history is an important component in understanding fire frequency, fire type, significant ignition sources, and
vulnerable areas. The topography, vegetation, and climatic conditions associated with the Plan Area combine to
create a unique situation capable of supporting large-scale, high-intensity, and sometimes damaging wildfires, such
as the 1991 Tunnel Fire. The history of wildfires in the Plan Area is presented in Table 5.

Table 5. History of Wildfires in the Oakland Hills

Structures
Year Month Wind Acres Lost Location

1923 September Diablo North of UC Berkeley Campus

1931 November Diablo 1,800 5 Leona Canyon

1933 November Diablo 1,000 5 Joaquin Miller

1937 September | Westerly 700 4 Broadway Terrace

1940 September | Westerly 30 0 Broadway Terrace

1946 September Diablo 1,000 0 Buckingham/Norfolk

1955 November Westerly 10 0 Montclair

1960 October Diablo 1,200 2 Leona Canyon

1961 November South- 400 0 Briones Regional Park, Tilden

Westerly Regional Park, Roberts Regional

Recreation Area, Chabot Regional
Park

1968 October Westerly 204 0 North of Naval Hospital

1970 September Diablo 204 37 Buckingham/Norfolk

1980 December Diablo 2 5 Wildcat Canyon Road, Berkeley

1990 October Westerly 200 0 Leona Canyon

1991 October Diablo 1,700 3,000 Buckingham/Norfolk

2017 July West/North 9 0 Grizzly Peak and South Park

2017 September North 22 0 Leona Quarry

2017 October Diablo 7 0 Elysian Fields and Gold Links Road

2017 December Diablo 2.5 2 Snake Road and Colton Boulevard

2020 May Unknown 2 0 Fontaine Street/Golf Links Road

2020 June Unknown 2.5 0 I-580 near Howard Elementary
School

2020 August Unknown <1 0 [-580/West Keller Avenue

2022 June Calm 2.5 0 Sheffield Village/Covington Street

2022 September | Unknown <1 0 [-580/Edwards

2022 September | Unknown <1 4 35th/MacArthur Boulevard

Source: City of Oakland 2017b, Hunt, Pers. Comm. 2023.

As presented in Table 5, nearly all significant wildfires have burned in the months of September, October, or
November. This timeframe coincides with the end of the dry summer season, where vegetation has lower fuel
moistures and Diablo winds return to the Plan Area. While not all the fires shown in Table 5 were associated with
Diablo (easterly or northeasterly) winds, the largest and most damaging fires have occurred during such winds.
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The history of wildfire ignitions in the Plan Area is directly related to human activity. Notable ignition locations
include view spots along Grizzly Peak Boulevard or Skyline Boulevard that offer views of the San Francisco Bay and
congregation areas within Joaquin Miller Park, along Skyline Boulevard near Sequoia Point. Stolen vehicle dump
sites are another potential wildfire ignition source, with notable locations in Joaquin Miller Park (near Sequoia Point)
and at the water tank on Skyline Boulevard, approximately 0.5 miles west of its intersection with Grass Valley Road,
near the entrance to Knowland Park. Mechanized and power equipment use (e.g., mowers) on private, residential
parcels is another potential ignition source, one that was responsible for igniting the 1970 Diablo Fire. Fireworks
present another potential ignition source in early summer on or near July 4, notably at King Estate Open Space Park
(Crudele, pers. comm. 2017). Joaquin Miller Park has also been the location of small fires ignited by fireworks,
including a 3-acre fire on July 4, 2015 and a 1.5-acre fire on July 4, 2015, which destroyed a park cabin. Other
potential ignition sources within the Plan Area include power lines, camp fires, barbeques, and vehicle-originated
fires along Plan Area roads, including State Routes 13 and 24 and Interstate 580.

2.5 Fire Hazard Severity Zoning

As noted, the Plan Area is located within the City’s adopted VHFHSZ. Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZs) are
“geographical areas designated pursuant to California Public Resources Codes, Sections 4201 through 4204 and
classified as Very High, High, or Moderate in State Responsibility Areas or as Local Agency Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones designated pursuant to California Government Code, Sections 51175 through 51189” (California
Building Standards Commission 202246). Oakland’s VHFHSZ is a Local Agency VHFHSZ, as defined, and the City
is considered a Local Responsibility Area (LRA). OFD is the responsible agency for fire protection within the City’s
VHFHSZ. The Plan Area abuts lands where the responsibility for fire protection lies with the State of California (State
Responsibility Areas (SRA)). The boundary of SRA lands proximate to the Plan Area is depicted in Figure 2<.

California Public Resources Code Sections 4201-4204 and Government Code Sections 51175-51189 direct
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) to map areas of significant fire hazards based on
fuels, terrain, weather, and other relevant factors. The resulting FHSZs define the application of various mitigation
strategies to reduce risk associated with wildland fires (CAL FIRE 2022g46a). The model used to determine the
extent of FHSZs is based on an analysis of potential fire behavior, fire probability predicated on frequency of fire
weather, ignition patterns, expected rate of spread, ember (brand) production, and/or past fire history (CAL FIRE
20122e6a). Structures built in FHSZs are subject to more stringent fire hardening requirements than those that
are not.

2.6 Wildland Urban Interface/Intermix

The pattern of development and land use within the City’s VHFHSZ creates conditions that can be described as
either a wildland urban interface or a wildland urban intermix. Urban areas are predominantly built-up environments
with little or no exposure to vegetative fuels. Such areas are located primarily to the west of the City’s VHFHSZ. The
area where urban development abuts vegetative fuels is known as the wildland urban interface (WUI). This condition
exists within the City’s VHFHSZ where structures abut City parklands and open space. Areas where the density of
housing units and structures is lower and/or the space between structures consists of vegetative fuels capable of
propagating fire are more typically characterized as a wildland urban intermix (Intermix). This condition exists

7 Currently adopted FHSZs were delineated in 2007. In December 2022, CAL FIRE released updated draft SRA FHSZ maps for
public review and comment. Updated draft LRA FHSZ maps are anticipated to be released in 2023; however, they are unavailable
as of the date of this Second Revised Draft VMP.
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throughout the City’s VHFHSZ, notably where smaller undeveloped lots consisting of vegetative fuels are situated
between structures. Both conditions present advantages and disadvantages with respect to reducing wildfire
hazard, as described below.

2.6.1 Wildland Urban Interface

WUI areas are those within the “vicinity” of wildland vegetation. The wildland fire risk associated with WUI areas
includes propagation of fire throughout WUl communities via house-to-house fire spread, landscaping-to-house fire
spread, or ember intrusion. Advantages and disadvantages associated with WUI areas are as follows.

WUI Advantages

=  Community water supply systems in place

=  Multiple homes accessed by a single road

=  Emergency equipment protects multiple assets at once

= Houses usually only exposed to flammable fuels on one side

WUI Disadvantages

= High housing density
=  Congested roads during emergencies
= Limited options if the community water systems fail

2.6.2 Wildland Urban Intermix

Intermix areas are those where housing and vegetation intermingle. In the Intermix, wildland vegetation is
continuous, and more than half of the land area is vegetated with combustible fuels. The wildland fire risk
associated with Intermix areas includes vegetation-to-house fire spread or ember intrusion. Advantages and
disadvantages associated with Intermix areas are as follow.

Intermix Advantages

=  Low housing density

= Diversity in water supply systems
Intermix Disadvantages

= Increased risk to firefighters

=  Emergency equipment can only protect single assets

= Delayed emergency equipment response times due to:
- Rural roads (single lane, windy, heavy fuel loading)
- Long driveways

= Congested roads during emergencies

= Diversity in water supply systems
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=  Houses surrounded by vegetation
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3 Wildfire Hazard Assessment

The wildfire hazard assessment conducted in support of this VMP involved an evaluation of field conditions,
processing and analyzing spatial datasets in a GIS, conducting GIS-based modeling to identify areas that may be
subject to extreme fire behavior, and identifying locations within the Plan Area that may present increased ignition
potential or otherwise contribute to increase fire hazard. The assessment effort is presented in the following
sections and was used to prioritize fuel treatment areas.

3.1 Field Assessments

As noted in Section 2.3.1, field assessments were conducted by Dudek between December 2016 and September
2017 in order to evaluate existing fuel load conditions and to gain an understanding of general fuel hazard
conditions and current maintenance practices being conducted by OFD within the Plan Area. Field assessments
were also used to identify and classify vegetation community and land cover types into fuel models, as presented
in Table 3, and as discussed in more detail in Section 3.3 and Appendix C. During field assessments, site conditions
were documented via photographs and, in some cases, noted on digital or hard-copy field maps. Photo-
documentation of field conditions and corresponding fuel model assignments are presented in Appendix C.

3.2 GIS Analysis

Development of this VMP included assessment and processing of GIS datasets (in ArcGIS [version 10.5]), for
variables influencing wildfire hazard in the Plan Area, as presented below:

= Boundary: The City’'s VHFHSZ boundary file was obtained from the City and formed the boundary for all
analysis and mapping efforts conducted in support of this VMP.

= Terrain: Digital terrain data for the City’s VHFHSZ was obtained (USGS 2013a, 2013b) and processed to
develop slope and aspect datasets for use in project-related fire behavior modeling (Section 3.3 and
Appendix C). This data was also analyzed to identify ridgeline locations.

= Vegetation/Land Cover: Vegetation mapping data (Appendix B) was analyzed and used as the base for fuel
model assignments (as described in Section 3.3 and Appendix C).

= Land Ownership: City-owned parcel data was obtained from the City and formed the mapping base for this
VMP. Parcels were reviewed and classified into broad categories (e.g., canyon, urban/residential) for
development of management recommendations. All additional mapping efforts performed in development
of this VMP utilized the City-owned parcel dataset as a base, and Assessor’s Parcel Numbers for each parcel
were retained in all subsequent GIS datasets.

= Roads: Road centerline data was obtained from the City and clipped to the City’s VFHSZ boundary and road
distances re-calculated based on clipped lengths.

= Structures: Structure footprint data in polygon format was obtained from the City and clipped to the VHFHZS
boundary, plus a 200-foot buffer. This data was used in subsequent buffering efforts, as described below.

= Access Gates: Park access gate locations in point format were obtained from the City and clipped to the
VHFHZS boundary. This data was used in subsequent buffering efforts, as described below.
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In addition to review of the aforementioned datasets, creation of buffering datasets was necessary to inform the
prioritization recommendations included in this VMP, as some are related to distances from ridgelines and existing
structures in the Plan Area. To determine the area of land within certain distances of structures, a GIS analysis was
performed using buffering tools within ArcGIS (version 10.5). Using the Multiple Ring Buffer tool, 100-foot and
300-foot horizontal buffers around existing structure locations were calculated and mapped. Polygon data depicting
structure footprints within the City’s VHFHSZ was acquired from the City of Oakland. The structure footprint polygon
data was used as the source data and buffers calculated outward. The resulting buffer polygon dataset included
two distinct areas: the land area within O to 100 feet from structures and the land area within 100 feet to 300 feet
from structures. To determine the area of land within 300 feet of ridgelines, dominant ridgelines in the Plan Area
were digitized in a GIS and a GIS buffering analysis was performed to determine the area of land within 300 feet of
ridgeline centerlines. A GIS buffering analysis was also performed to determine the area of land within 150 feet of
park access gate locations. All buffer datasets were clipped to the City-owned parcels within the Plan Area. Fire
behavior modeling efforts were also conducted in a GIS environment, as described below.

3.3 Fire Behavior Modeling

Modeling of potential fire behavior was also conducted to support development of this VMP. Specifically, the FlamMap
software package was used to identify portions of the Plan Area that may be subject to extreme fire behavior,
considering weather, fuels, and terrain variables. FlamMap (version 5.0.3) (Finney et al. 2015) is a GIS-driven
computer program that incorporates fuels, weather, and topography data in generating static fire behavior outputs,
including values associated with flame length and crown fire activity, among others. It is a flexible system that can be
adapted to a variety of specific wildland fire planning and management needs. The calculations that come from
FlamMap are based on the BehavePlus fire modeling system algorithms but result in geographically distinct datasets
based on GIS inputs. FlamMap model outputs allow wildland resource managers to evaluate anticipated fire behavior,
which provides important insight about the characteristics of wildfire spread within management areas. Each of the
input variables used in FlamMap remain constant at each location, meaning that the input variables are applied
consistently to each grid cell and the fire behavior at one grid cell does not impact that at a neighboring grid cell.
Essentially, the model presents a “snapshot” in time and does not account for temporal changes in fire behavior or
the movement of fire across the landscape. As such, the results of the models contained herein are best used as
valuable information sources and tools to prioritize fuel treatments based on potential risk rather than used as a
forecast tool of an exact representation of how a fire would behave in the Plan Area.

The following are the basic assumptions and limitations of FlamMap:

= The model output files describe fire behavior only in the flaming front. The primary driving forces in the
predictive calculations are the dead fuels less than 0.25 inches in diameter. These are the fine fuels that
carry fire. Fuels greater than 1 inch in diameter have little effect in carrying fire, and fuels greater than 3
inches in diameter have no effect.

=  The model bases calculations and descriptions on a wildfire spreading through surface fuels that are within 6 feet
of the ground and contiguous to the ground. Surface fuels are often classified as grass, brush, litter, or slash.

= The software assumes that fuel moisture conditions are uniform. However, because wildfires almost always
burn under non-uniform conditions, length of projection period and choice of fuel must be carefully
considered to obtain useful predictions.

=  WindNinja software (version 2.1.0), which is incorporated into FlamMap, allows for the generation and
incorporation of gridded wind data in the FlamMap simulation.
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FlamMap was used to model flame length and crown fire activity for a portion of the Plan Area. A detailed discussion
of the FlamMap modeling process conducted for this VMP is presented in Appendix C, which includes maps
depicting the graphical outputs of the modeling runs. The results of the FlamMap modeling effort are summarized

in Table 6, by location.

Table 6. Fire Behavior Modeling Results

Location

Canyon Areas
Garber Park

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet).

Surface fire only.

Dimond Canyon
Park

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in coastal scrub
and one coastal oak woodland area along
Park Boulevard with grass/shrub understory.
Flame lengths low to moderate (< 8 feet) in
remaining areas of the property.

Primarily surface fire throughout the
property, although small pockets of
active crown fire occur the coastal oak
woodland area along Park Boulevard
with grass/shrub understory and in a
few small areas within the drainage
with high slope gradients.

Shepherd Canyon
Park

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in area along
the western side of Shepherd Canyon Road
where broom exists beneath eucalyptus tree
canopies. Flame lengths moderate (< 8 feet)
within eucalyptus stand along Escher Drive.
Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
remainder of the property.

Active and passive crown fire
concentrated along the western side of
Shepherd Canyon Road where broom
exists beneath eucalyptus tree
canopies. Surface fire throughout the
remainder of the property.

Leona Heights Park

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in coastal oak
woodlands in upland areas in the eastern and
northern portions of the park. Flame lengths
low (< 4 feet) within redwood stands along
the drainage bottom, with some isolated
active crown fire in areas with steep slope
gradients. Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) within
the managed eucalyptus and oak stands at
the park’s western edge.

Active and passive crown fire in coastal
oak woodlands in upland areas in the
eastern and northern portions of the
park. Primarily surface fire within
redwood stands along the drainage
bottom, with some isolated active
crown fire in areas with steep slope
gradients. Surface fire only in the
managed eucalyptus and oak stands at
the park’s western edge.

Beaconsfield
Canyon

Ridgetop Areas

North Oakland
Regional Sports
Field

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in coastal scrub.
Flame lengths low to moderate (< 8 feet) in
coastal oak woodland and pine stands.

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) throughout
property.

Active and passive crown fire in
eucalyptus stands. Surface fire in
coastal oak woodland and pine stands.

Active crown fire throughout most of the
property’s tree-dominated vegetation
(eucalyptus and coastal oak woodland).
Surface fire concentrated in managed
areas along dirt access road and in the
area between ball field and eucalyptus
stand.
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Table 6. Fire Behavior Modeling Results

Location

Grizzly Peak Open
Space

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) throughout
coastal scrub vegetation. Flame lengths low
(< 4 feet) in coastal oak woodland. Variable
flame lengths within pine and eucalyptus
stands (low to high, dependent on canopy
base heights and shading of surface fuels).

Torching of tree canopies along upper,
northeastern portion of property and
active crown fire along lower,
southwestern portion of property.

City Stables
City Parklands and

Sheffield Village
Open Space

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet).
Open Space

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in coastal scrub,
oak stands with a heavy shrub understory,
and isolated areas within oak woodlands with
grass understory where slope gradients are
high. Flame lengths moderate (< 8 feet) in
pine and eucalyptus stands adjacent to the
golf course. Flame lengths low (< 4 feet)
throughout the remainder of the property.

Surface fire only.

Active crown fire in coastal scrub
(where overstory trees are present), oak
stands with a heavy shrub understory,
and isolated areas within oak
woodlands with grass understory where
slope gradients are high. Surface fire
only throughout the remainder of the
property.

Knowland Park and
Arboretum

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in the coastal
scrub and chaparral stands in the central and
eastern portions of the property. Flame
lengths moderate (< 8 feet) in the eucalyptus
stands in the western portion of the property.
Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
remainder of the property.

Active crown fire in the coastal scrub
and chaparral stands in the central and
eastern portions of the property (where
overstory trees are present) and in the
eucalyptus stands in the western
portion of the property. Surface fire only
throughout the remainder of the
property.

Joaquin Miller Park

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) throughout the
northern and central portions of the park
within non-managed oak, pine, eucalyptus,
and acacia stands and within the acacia and
mixed tree stands within the southern (lower)
portions of the park. Flame lengths low to
moderate (< 8 feet) in the lower, developed,
and managed portions of the park and along
the park’s western edge where it abuts Castle
Drive (except acacia and mixed tree stands).

Active and passive crown fire within the
northern and central portions of the
park within non-managed oak, pine,
eucalyptus, and acacia stands. Active
and passive crown fire also within the
acacia and mixed tree stands within the
southern (lower) portions of the park.
Surface fire only within redwood stands
and throughout the lower, developed
and managed portions of the park
(except acacia and mixed tree stands).

King Estate Open
Space Park

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
property’s coastal oak woodlands and
grasslands. Flame lengths moderate (< 8
feet) in the coastal scrub and eucalyptus
stands on the property.

Isolated active crown fire only in coastal
scrub where overstory trees are
present. Surface fire only throughout
the remainder of the property.

Other (Blue Rock
Court)

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in the

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
remainder of the property.

eucalyptus stand in the center of the property.

Active and passive crown fire in the
eucalyptus stand in the center of the
property. Surface fire only throughout
the remainder of the property.
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Table 6. Fire Behavior Modeling Results

Location

Other (Leona Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) in coastal oak Surface fire only in coastal oak

Street) woodland and annual grassland. Flame woodland and annual grassland. Active
lengths high (> 8 feet) in eucalyptus stand at | crown fire in eucalyptus stand at the
the property’s southern end. property’s southern end.

Other (McDonell Flame lengths low (< 4 feet). Surface fire only.

Avenue)

Other (Police/Safety | Flame lengths low (< 4 feet). Surface fire only.

Department)

Other (Tunnel Road
Open Space)

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet).

Surface fire only.

Other (Marjorie
Saunders Park)

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in eucalyptus
stands. Flame lengths low to moderate (< 8
feet) in coastal oak woodland and pine
stands.

Active and passive crown fire in coastal
scrub (where overstory trees are
present). Surface fire in coastal oak
woodland and pine stands.

Other (Oak Knoll)

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
property’s grasslands. Flame lengths

Surface fire only throughout the
remainder of the property.

moderate (< 8 feet) in the property’s
eucalyptus stand.

The results presented in Appendix C and summarized in Table 6 depict values based on inputs to the FlamMap
software and are not intended to capture changing fire behavior as it moves across a landscape. For planning
purposes, the worst-case fire behavior is the most useful information for prioritizing vegetation management
activities. Model results should be used as a basis for planning only, as actual fire behavior for a given location will
be affected by many factors, including unique weather patterns, small-scale topographic variations, or changing
vegetation patterns.

While other fire behavior modeling systems exist (BehavePlus, FARSITE), FlamMap was selected given its
capabilities for mapping potential fire behavior in a GIS-based environment, a characteristic important in fire and
vegetation management planning (Finney 2006). Another system utilized for modeling potential wildfire in Australia
is Project VESTA, a comprehensive research project that investigated the behavior and spread of high-intensity
brushfires in dry eucalyptus forests with different fuel ages and understory vegetation. Project VESTA was designed
to quantify age-related changes in fuel attributes (eucalyptus stands between 2 years to 22 years old) and fire
behavior in dry eucalypt forests in southern Australia. Research findings from Project VESTA (Gould et al. 2007)
were used to assess fuel characteristics in different eucalyptus forest understories and to identify better fuel
parameters to input into the FlamMap fire models conducted in support of this VMP.

Finally, the BehavePlus software package (version 6.0.0) was used to highlight the difference in fire behavior
characteristics for each of the different fuel models utilized for analyzing fire behavior for this VMP. Table 87
includes a summary of fire behavior characteristics, by dominant vegetation and fuel model type. This analysis
utilized the same wind and weather input values as used for the FlamMap runs, as presented in Appendix C, and
includes a slope gradient of 10%.
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Table 7. Fire Behavior Characteristics for VMP Area Fuel Models

Fuel Model Flame Length (ft.) Spread Rate (mph)

Grassland/Herbaceous

GR1 (short grass) 2.6 0.3
GR4 (moderate load grass) 29.0 11.6
Brush/Scrub

GS2 (moderate load grass/shrub) 17.4 3.4
SH1 (low load shrub) 8.5 1.1
SH5 (high load shrub) 38.2 5.6
Tree/Woodland/Forest

TU1 (low load, timber/grass/shrub) 5.7 0.4
TU5 (very high load timber/shrub) 19.0 0.8
TL2 (low load broadleaf litter) 1.4 >0.1
TL3 (moderate load conifer litter) 1.8 >0.1
TL6 (moderate load broadleaf litter) 8.3 0.7
TL8 (long needle litter) 9.6 0.6
TL9 (very high load broadleaf litter) 13.7 0.9

As presented in Table 7, flame lengths are lower in short grass and low to moderate load timber litter fuel models
and higher in moderate load grass, shrub, and timber understory fuel models. Spread rates are also lower in short
grass, low load timber/grass/shrub, and low to moderate load tree litter fuel models. For brush/scrub vegetation,
flame lengths and spread rates are lower in low load shrub fuel models. The results presented in Table 7 emphasize
the importance of vegetation management to modify fire behavior. The vegetation management standards included
in this VMP are designed to create fuel conditions that resemble models with lower flame lengths and slower spread
rates: short grass (trimmed or grazed grasslands), low load brush/scrub (thinned brush), and low load timber/litter
(treated ladder fuels beneath tree canopies).

3.4 Research, Documentation, and Community Input

Development of this VMP also included research to document existing vegetation management practices being
conducted by OFD in the Plan Area and to identify evidence of areas subject to high ignition potential. OFD has been
actively managing vegetation since 2003 to minimize wildfire hazard in the Plan Area, utilizing various techniques
(e.g., grazing, hand crews). The effort to document vegetation management efforts involved a thorough review and
marking up of hard copy maps of the Plan Area by OFD, as well as a review of vegetation management contract
documents provided by OFD. The current vegetation management activities being conducted by OFD at each City-
owned parcel in the Plan Area were then recorded into the GIS data created for development of this VMP. A summary
of current and past vegetation management activities is presented in Section 8, Vegetation Management
Techniques, by management type.

Multiple conversations with OFD staff (Crudele, pers. comm. 2017) and members of the public were also conducted
to better understand specific locations within the Plan Area that may be subject to increased ignition potential, as
such information is not typically recorded in map format. Identification of such areas is an important consideration
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for identifying and prioritizing fuel treatment recommendations. The effort to document such areas also involved a
thorough review and marking up of hard copy maps of the Plan Area by OFD. The results of this effort are discussed
in Section 2.4, Fire History and Ignition. Community members provided input on areas of high fire risk through public
meetings, written comment letters, and site visits. Detailed site visits were conducted with multiple stakeholder
groups at many sites throughout the Plan Area. Public engagement is described in more detail in Section 6.
Community input on fire risk has been incorporated into the VMP.

Finally, an evaluation of potential cost ranges associated with implementation and maintenance of the vegetation
management recommendations included in this VMP was conducted. A summary of this evaluation and results are
presented in Section 12.5.
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4 Codes and Standards

This section describes existing codes and standards relevant to vegetation management activity in the Plan Area
or the City’s VHFHSZ.

4.1 City of Oakland

4.1.1 Protected Trees

Oakland Municipal Code Chapter 12.36 (Protected Trees) was enacted to protect and preserve trees by regulating
their removal, to prevent unnecessary tree loss and minimize environmental damage from improper tree removal,
to encourage appropriate tree replacement plantings, to effectively enforce tree preservation regulations, and to
promote the appreciation and understanding of trees. The code defines protected trees as California or coast live
oak trees (Quercus agrifolia) measuring 4 inches in trunk diameter at breast height or larger, and any other tree
(except eucalyptus (Eucalyptus spp.) and Monterey pine (Pinus radiata)) measuring 9 inches diameter at breast
height or larger on any property. Protected trees also include Monterey pine trees where they occur on City property
and in development-related situations where more than five Monterey pine trees per acre are proposed to be
removed. Monterey pine trees are not protected in non-development-related situations, nor in development-related
situations involving five or fewer trees per acre; however, public posting of such trees and written notice of proposed
tree removal to the Office of Parks and Recreation is required per Section 12.36.070A and Section 12.36.080A.
Except as noted above, eucalyptus and Monterey pine trees are not protected by this ordinance. To remove any
protected trees, a tree removal permit is required.

4.1.2 Hazardous Trees

Oakland Municipal Code Chapter 12.40 (Hazardous Trees) defines a “hazardous tree” as any tree which poses an
imminent threat to life or property, as determined by inspection using the criteria established by Section 12.40.030.
The ordinance defines procedures for removal of hazardous trees for the purpose of preventing personal injury or
damage to neighboring properties.

4.1.3 Stormwater Management

Oakland Municipal Code Chapter 13.16 (Creek Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control) is
intended to protect and enhance the water quality of watercourses, water bodies, and wetlands in a manner
pursuant to and consistent with the federal Clean Water Act and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Permit No. CAO029831.. The ordinance outlines measures to control discharges to storm sewers; reduces pollutants
in storm water discharges; safeguards and preserves creeks, riparian corridors, creekside vegetation, and wildlife;
prevents activities that would contribute to flooding, erosion, or sedimentation; controls erosion and sedimentation;
and protects drainage facilities.
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4.1.4 Fire Code

Oakland Municipal Code Chapter 15.12 (Oakland Fire Code) and its amendments establish regulations regarding
the hazard of fire and explosion arising from the storage, handling, or use of structures, materials or devices;
conditions hazardous to life, property or public welfare in the occupancy of structures, or premises; fire hazards in
the structure or on the premises from occupancy or operation; matters related to fire suppression or alarm systems;
and conditions affecting the safety of firefighters and emergency responders during emergency operations.

The Oakland Fire Code also includes Chapter 49 (Wildland-Urban Interface Areas), which defines the City’s VHFHSZ
and outlines requirements for defensible space, hazardous vegetation management, electrical distribution line
clearances, fire apparatus access, water supply, ignition source control, and combustible materials storage, among
others. Specifically, Section 4906.3 of the Oakland Fire Code states that vegetation around all applicable buildings
and structures within the VHFHSZ shall be maintained in accordance with California Public Resources Code
Section 4291, California Code of Regulations Title 14 - Natural Resources, Division 1.5 - Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection, “General Guideline to Create Defensible Space,” and California Government Code
Section 51182.

4.1.5 General Plan Open Space Conservation and
Recreation Element

The Open Space Conservation and Recreation Element of the City’s General Plan is the official policy document
addressing the management of open land, natural resources, and parks in Oakland. It includes policies regarding
topics such as flood control and discharge, creek maintenance, tree removal, wildlife corridors, and transportation
management, among others. The element also discusses fire prevention measures, flammable vegetation control,
fire-resistant landscape guidelines, and public education on fire suppression.

4.1.6 Comprehensive Plan Scenic Highways Element

The Scenic Highways Element, part of the Oakland Comprehensive Plan adopted in 1974 (City of Oakland 1974),
addresses the preservation and enhancement of distinctively attractive roadways that traverse the City of Oakland
and the visual corridors that surround them. It establishes a framework within which roads and highways can be
identified as part of the Oakland Scenic Route System, enumerates policies regarding those routes, and complies
with State Government Code Section 65302, which requires a Scenic Highways Element be prepared as part of the
General Plan. The plan qualifies Interstate 580 as an Official California Scenic Route and safeguards Skyline
Boulevard/Grizzly Peak Boulevard/Tunnel Road as a uniquely scenic drive in the City.

4.1.7 General Plan Safety Element

The Safety Element of the General Plan was adopted in 2004 and amended in 2012. The purpose of a safety
element is to reduce the potential risk of death, injuries, property damage, and economic and social dislocation
resulting from large-scale hazards. By law, a safety element must address the following issues: seismically induced
surface rupture, ground shaking, ground failure, tsunamis, seiches, and dam failure; slope instability leading to
mudslides and landslides; subsidence, liquefaction, and other seismic and geologic hazards; flooding; wild-land
and urban fires; and evacuation routes, military installations, peak-load water supply requirements and minimum
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road widths and clearances around structures, as those items relate to identified fire and geologic hazards. The fire
hazards section of the Safety Element describes the City’s unique fire risks, including structural fires and wildfires,
as well as policies related to emergency response and fire prevention.

4.1.8 Pest Management Resolution

The City’s Pest Management Resolution (No. 73968 C.M.S., 1997) identifies that pesticides shall not be used in or
on City-owned properties or facilities, with specific exemptions. Exemptions include where use is required to
preserve and/or protect human health and safety, around fire hydrants, and on public streets and rights-of-way
maintained by the City, amongst others. Certain pesticides (e.g., pesticidal soaps, botanicals, horticultural oils) and
also exempted.

4.2 Alameda County

4.2.1 General Plan Scenic Route Element

The Scenic Route Element of the Alameda County General Plan was adopted in 1966 and amended in 1994. It is
intended to serve as a means of continuing coordination among the city and county planning functions of Alameda
County and the State Division of Highways in the development of a county-wide system of scenic routes, appropriate
portions of which would be adopted or expanded upon by each city and the state. The plan is also intended to serve
as a guide for development of city and county legislation and programs that will protect and enhance the scenic
values along routes.

4.3 State of California

4.3.1 California Public Resources Code

California Public Resources Code Section 4291 (PRC 4291) requires owners of property to create defensible space
around structures on their property where firefighters can provide protection during a wildfire. PRC 4291 applies to
areas of the state within the responsibility area of CAL FIRE. The defensible space distance is measured along the
grade from the perimeter or projection of a building or structure. Under PRC 4291, defensible space is required up
to 100 feet from a structure, or to the property limit, whichever is closer; however, the amount of vegetation
management necessary may extend beyond 100 feet depending on the flammability of the structure, topography,
and fuels. CAL FIRE’s Guidelines for Creating Defensible Space as outlined in PRC 4291 can be found at:
https://bof.fire.ca.gov/media/4mwdav3l/rpc-2-c-defensible-space-guidance-

document ada.pdfhttp:/fbefdata-fire-ca-gov/PDF/copyofd 294finalguidelines9
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5 Management Plans and Programs

This section describes existing land or resource management plans and programs relevant to vegetation
management activity in the Plan Area or the City’s VHFHSZ. These plans and programs were consulted during VMP
development. This VMP stands independently of these plans and programs but incorporates relevant management
recommendations, where applicable.

5.1 City of Oakland Management Plans and Programs

5.1.1 City of Oakland 26+6=26212021- 2026 Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan

The Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, adopted June 15%, 20462021, is intended to assess the risks to the City and to the
people of Oakland from natural and human-caused hazards. The Local Hazard Mitigation Plan reviews risks from
hazards, including wildfire hazards, identifies mitigation measures to reduce those risks, and presents an
implementation program for the next 5 years. The 2046—-2021-2026 Plan functions as an appendix to the 2004
Safety Element of the Oakland General Plan, is an update to the 2010-20645-6-2021 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan,
and complements the City’'s ongoing disaster, emergency, and resilience planning efforts. The City Administrator’s
office and the OFD’s Emergency Management Services Division are responsible for monitoring mitigation measures
and annual review of the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan in partnership with staff from the Planning and building
Department.

The 2046—20242021-2026 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan can be accessed at:

LocatHazardMitigationPlan/OAKO58455, https://ca0-94612.s3.amazonaws.com/documents/2021-07-
01_OaklandHMP_AdoptedFinal-1.pdf

The 2010-2015 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan can be accessed at:

AtEP- WA Oa i Ghe om/oa d eroU eca/GocH EPpOoH - . https://cao-

94612.s3.amazonaws.com/documents/0ak058455.pdf

51.2 City of Oakland Wildfire Protection Assessment District
2011-2014 Vegetation Management Plan

The 2011-2014 Vegetation Management Plan describes the fire prevention codes and ordinances that pertain to
WUI/Intermix areas of the City of Oakland, and provides educational information related to wildfire protection to the
City’s residents. The plan was prepared and enforced by the Wildfire Prevention Assessment District, a City-funded
special assessment district active between 2004 and 2017. The District financed the costs and expenses related
to vegetation management, yard waste disposal, community wildfire prevention education, and fire patrols in the
Oakland Hills. The District has disbanded, and its final meeting was held in June 2017.
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5.1.3 City of Oakland Annual Vegetation Management Plan for
the Wildfire Protection Assessment District 2006.

The 2006 Annual Vegetation Management Plan describes the fire prevention codes and ordinances that pertain to
WUI/Intermix areas of the City of Oakland, and provides information on fire risk reduction activities conducted in
the Wildfire Prevention Assessment District and activities planned for 2006.

5.1.4 Oakland Fire Department Vegetation Inspection Program

OFD’s Fire Prevention Bureau conducts approximately 26,000 public and private property inspections annually in
the VHFHSZ portion of the City. Inspections are mandated by City of Oakland Ordinance No. 11640. The inspection
area is divided into five districts (which differ from City Council Districts), each of which has an inspector.

On City-owned and private lots, fire companies and vegetation management inspectors annually inspect properties
to identify and notice those that are out of compliance with the defensible space standards outlined in the City’s
Fire Code (Section 4907 of the Oakland Municipal Code Chapter 15.12). Repeat inspections are made until
properties are brought to compliance. The overall annual compliance rate is typically 90%. Rarely does a property
reach the level where the work is put out to bid for an independent contractor to complete the work.

The following summarizes the defensible space requirements included in the City’s Fire Code:
Developed Lots (lots with a house or other structures):

=  Keep a 30-foot minimum defensible space around all buildings (grass, weeds, brush to 6 inches or less).
=  Keep 10-foot minimum clearances next to the roadside including street rights-of-way.

= Remove all portions of trees within 10 feet of chimneys or stovepipe outlets.

= Keep roof and gutters free of leaves, needles, or other dead/dying wood.

= |nstall a spark arrestor on chimneys or stovepipe outlets.

= Remove all tree limbs within six feet of the ground so as not to create fuel ladders.

= Remove dead/dying vegetation from the property.

= Maintain and irrigate all landscaping so it is green.

Vacant lots (if 0.5 acres or less, clear the entire property of flammable vegetation in accordance with fire hazard
abatement requirements below. If greater than 0.5 acres, clear the perimeter with a minimum width of 30 feet
around the property line or to the exterior boundary of the property):

= Clear entire lot of dry grass, weeds, and brush to a height of 6 inches or less.

= Maintain perimeter clearance of 30 feet within the property line to the exterior boundary.

= Provide a firebreak of 100 feet along the perimeter of property adjacent to neighboring structures.
=  Maintain a 10-foot minimum clearance next to the roadside including street rights-of- way.

= Remove dead/dying vegetation from the property.

= Remove all tree limbs within 6 feet off the ground so as not to create fuel ladders.
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5.2 Other Related Management Plans and
Environmental Documents

5.2.1 Chabot Space and Science Center Vegetation
Management Implementation Plan

The Chabot Space and Science Center Vegetation Management Implementation Plan (WRA 2013) was prepared
for the City of Oakland to assist efforts in limiting fuel loads at the Chabot Space and Science Center (CSSC). The
Plan also assists partial fulfilment of the Pallid Manzanita Habitat Enhancement and Conservation Plan prepared
for the CSSC and includes recommendations that would reduce fuel loads and improve habitat conditions for pallid
manzanita (Arctostaphylos pallida) a plant species federally listed as threatened and state listed as endangered,
on the site. The Plan covers approximately 7.93 acres of land to the southwest of the CSSC, and is bounded by the
CSSC driveways at the northwest and southeast and by Skyline Boulevard to the southwest.

52.2 Chabot Space and Science Center Pallid Manzanita Habitat
Enhancement and Conservation Plan

The Pallid Manzanita Habitat Enhancement and Conservation Plan (CSSC 2015) was prepared to fulfill mitigation
measures established in the Chabot Space and Science Center 1995 Environmental Impact Report. These
mitigation measures were designed to avoid and minimize impacts to pallid manzanita located in the vicinity of the
project site. The Plan discusses the existing conditions of the site and habitat for the pallid manzanita, then
describes goals and performance standards and habitat enhancement and restoration measures to restore the
species to previous numbers at a minimum and protect the plants into the future. The Plan sets forth a monitoring
regimen to take place once a year during spring to document the success of habitat enhancement and restoration
efforts and to plan future actions.

5.2.3 East Bay Regional Park District East Bay Hills Wildfire
Hazard Reduction, Resource Management Plan, and
Environmental Impact Report

The East Bay Regional Park District (EBRPD) East Bay Hills Wildfire Hazard Reduction and Resource Management
Plan (LSA 2009) was prepared to provide long-term strategies for reducing fuel loads and managing vegetation
within EBRPD’s Study Area parks. The plan includes wildfire hazard reduction and resource management goals that
are further supported by objectives and guidelines to minimize the risk of Diablo wind-driven catastrophic wildfire
along the WUI while maintaining and enhancing ecological habitat values within the EBRPD’s jurisdiction. In order
to achieve these goals, the EBRPD established a vegetation management plan, which describes vegetation types
and characteristics within the EBRPD’s Study Area, includes fire hazard reduction and resource management goals,
and sets forth potential fuel treatment methods. The plan also discusses fuel reduction methods and plan
implementation and allows for a feedback process to improve plan implementation.

The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (LSA 2010) describes the potential environmental consequences that may
result from implementation of EBRPD’s Draft East Bay Hills Wildfire Hazard Reduction and Resource Management

10057-01

SEPTEMBER 2023NOVEMBER 2619 89



CITY OF OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA / SECOND REVISED DRAFT VEGETATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

Plan. The EIR is designed to fully inform EBRPD’s decision makers, other responsible agencies, and the general
public of the plan and the potential consequences of its approval and implementation. The EIR also recommends
a set of mitigation measures to reduce or avoid potentially significant impacts and examines various alternatives
to the proposed project. The EIR was certified in 2010.

5.2.4 East Bay Municipal Utility District East Bay Watershed Fire
Management Plan

East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) Fire Management Plan guides the implementation of fire protection and
preparedness activities that meet key watershed management objectives. Using an integrated GIS-based fire-planning
process, the Fire Management Plan can be updated to reflect current scientific information, federal or state
regulations, and natural resource constraints. The plan provides a brief history of fire management in the East Bay,
describes recent planning and management efforts to enable more proactive fire management practices, and
presents fire assessment, fire reduction, and fire management implementation strategies and tactics (EBMUD 2000).

5.2.5 East Bay Municipal Utility District Low Effect East Bay
Habitat Conservation Plan

Pursuant to Section 10 of the Endangered Species Act, the EBMUD Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) specifies the
potential impacts of activities associated with the take of listed species occurring in the HCP area. The HCP
identifies general and species-specific biological goals, including managing maintenance of existing covered
species habitat types and educating EBMUD personnel regarding identification and avoidance of sensitive species.
Species goals include providing for covered species individuals and habitats on EBMUD watershed, and working
toward general species recovery within the HCP area.

5.2.6 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Recovery Plan for
Arctostaphylos pallida (pallid manzanita)

Pallid manzanita (Arctostaphylos pallida) was listed as endangered by the State of California in 1979, and was
federally listed as threatened in 1998 under the authority of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). At the time the species was listed, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) determined that
designating critical habitat would not benefit the species. The USFWS has since determined that based on the highly
restricted range within the San Francisco East Bay and threats unique to the species, a 5-year recovery plan is
necessary. The Recovery Plan (USFWS 2015) describes the species, its setting, threats to the species, a
recommendation to increase the species from threatened to endangered, and specific measures for recovery.

5.2.7 USFWS, Recovery Plan for Serpentine Soil Species of the
San Francisco Bay Area

The Recovery Plan for Serpentine Soil Species of the San Francisco Bay Area (USFWS 1998) covers Presidio clarkia
(Clarkia franciscana), which is found in the Plan Area. Presidio clarkia was listed as endangered by the State of
California in 1978, and was federally listed as endangered in 1995. No critical habitat has been designated for this
species. The Recovery Plan for Serpentine Soil Species of the San Francisco Bay Area describes the species, its
setting, threats to the species, and recovery strategy. An -draft-amendment to this document-has-been-published
HUSEWS 2048} buthasnetbeen was finalized_in 2019 (USFWS 2019).
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5.2.8 Recovery Plan for the California Red-legged Frog (Rana
aurora draytonii)

California red-legged frog (Rana aurora draytonii [=Rana draytonii]) was federally listed as threatened in 1996.
Critical habitat has been designated for this species, but is not present in the Plan Area. The recovery plan (USFWS
2002) describes the species, its setting, threats to the species, and specific measures for recovery.

5.2.9 Alameda County Community Wildfire Protection Plan

The Alameda County Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) (Diablo Fire Safe Council 2015) provides an
overview of wildfire hazards and risk in the WUI areas of Alameda County, California. The CWPP follows the format
established by the federal Healthy Forest Restoration Act by identifying and prioritizing opportunities for fuel
reduction within the County, addressing structural ignitability, and including collaboration with stakeholders. The
CWPP aims to aid stakeholders in preventing and reducing the threat of wildfire in the County by producing
recommendations to increase education about wildfires, reduce hazardous fuels and structural ignitability, and
assist emergency preparedness and fire suppression efforts. In order to accomplish this, action plan summaries
are provided that identify implementation steps, leaders and partners, timeframes, and funding needs that will
occur over several years to facilitate the implementation of mitigation efforts.

5.2.10  CAL FIRE/Santa Clara Unit Strategic Fire Plan

The 2020246 CAL FIRE/Santa Clara Unit Strategic Fire Plan (CAL FIRE 2022e420a6b) is produced on an annual
basis for the coming fire season. The plan includes an assessment of the fire situation in the Santa Clara Unit (which
includes Alameda County), stakeholder contributions and priorities, and strategic targets for pre-fire solutions
developed by people who reside and work in the local fire problem area. The plan is also designed to achieve the
goals and objectives of the 2022460 Strategic Fire Plan for California under the direction of the Santa Clara Unit’s
pre-fire engineer. After identifying and evaluating existing wildfire hazards, the plan supports collaboration between
stakeholders in the implementation and development of actions to reduce potential for a wildfire and ensure
adequate response in the event of a wildfire.

5.2.11  Fire Hazard Mitigation Program and Fuel Management
Plan for the East Bay Hills (1995)

The Fire Hazard Mitigation Program and Fuel Management Plan (East Bay Hills Vegetation Management Consortium
1995) covers a study area of approximately 37,000 acres from Berkeley to Oakland and summarizes the efforts of
nine public agencies to mitigate fire risk, collectively referred to as the Vegetation Management Consortium (VMC).
The Plan was funded by grants from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the California Office
of Emergency Services (CalOES) with 50% match by local agencies. The Plan acknowledges the fire risk in the East
Bay Hills, summarizes then-current plans and programs, the study area’s fire environment and fire history, identifies
high fire hazard areas, and prioritizes fuel treatment areas based on fire hazard ratings. The Plan also identifies
vegetation management prescriptions by dominant vegetation type.
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5.2.12  Resource Management Plan for the Caldecott
Wildlife Corridor

The Resource Management Plan for the Caldecott Wildlife Corridor (Caldecott Corridor Committee 1998) covers the
areas of land above the Caldecott Tunnel, a significant habitat linkage across Highway 24. The Plan outlines the
ecology, ownership, and fire environment of the study area and outlines management goals and objectives intended
to improve wildlife habitat value and reduce wildfire hazard. Recommended management actions are identified in
the Plan and are focused on fuel management, habitat restoration, power line management, public education, and
road closure.

5.2.13 FEMA Hazardous Fire Risk Reduction Project

The City of Oakland, along with the University of California Berkeley (UCB) and the EBRPD, submitted an application
under FEMA’s Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM) grant program for six vegetation management projects in Alameda
County near the Contra Costa County border. The projects included Oakland’s North Hills-Skyline-PDM and Caldecott
Tunnel PDM projects; UCB's Frowning Ridge-PDM project; and EBRPD's Tilden Regional Park-PDM (Tilden-Grizzly),
Sibley Volcanic Regional Preserve-PDM (Sibley Triangle and lIsland), and Claremont Canyon-PDM (Claremont
Canyon-Stonewall) projects. These six project areas total 359 acres and were intended to reduce fire hazard in the
area. In its North Hills-Skyline and Caldecott Tunnel projects, the City of Oakland sought to remove eucalyptus and
other trees that are prone to torching, preserve non-pyrophytic trees, and create a fuel break on the west side of
Grizzly Peak Boulevard north and east of the Caldecott Tunnel. The projects have not been implemented.
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6 Public Engagement

A significant and extensive public and stakeholder engagement effort was conducted to support the development
of this VMP. Public engagement activities were conducted with the primary goals of:

= Providing the public with information on the VMP development process; and

=  Providing the public with opportunities to provide input and feedback to the City and the VMP development
team through meetings, site visits, and the project website where written comments were submitted.

The target audience for the public engagement effort included City of Oakland and Alameda County elected officials,
local stakeholder organizations, landowners, immediate neighbors, and the general public. Project fact sheets and
presentations were developed to explain the project purpose, need, scope, and location. Project information was
distributed via direct emails, letters, social media (Twitter, Facebook), a dedicated project website
(https://oaklandvegmanagement.org/), and several public meetings/workshops. Public feedback was collected via
email, an online comment form, an online survey, hand-written and verbal comments provided at public meetings,
and site visits with stakeholders. Six workshops/meetings were conducted during draft VMP development, as
identified below:

= March 29, 2017: Dunsmuir Estate - workshop to introduce the scope and purpose of the VMP and receive
public input and feedback

= March 30, 2017: Trudeau Center - workshop to introduce the scope and purpose of the VMP and receive
public input and feedback

= June 29, 2017: Trudeau Center - workshop to provide an update on the VMP development process and
receive public input and feedback

= May 23, 2018: Oakland City Hall - workshop to present the First Draft VMP and receive public input
and feedback

A status update was provided to the City’s Safety Council on July 17, 2018. As an outcome of that meeting and
direction from the Safety Council, two additional public meetings were held, including:

= November 15, 2018: Trudeau Center - workshop to receive input from the public, and was targeted towards
the park steward/volunteer groups working on City-owned parcels

= November 20, 2018: Oakland City Hall - workshop to receive input from the public, and was focused on
increased specificity of the VMP.

In addition to these public meetings, additional phone calls, meetings, and on-site meetings were held with
stakeholders interested in the VMP to collect additional public input.
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The Safety Council directed the VMP development team to conduct more outreach to park volunteer/stewardship
groups to receive information on the current activities being conducted in City parks that occur in the Plan Area with
the intent of incorporating volunteer/stakeholder input into annual vegetation management planning efforts
outlined in this VMP. A summary of park volunteer/stewardship/stakeholder group meetings held in 2019 is
summarized below:

March 22, 2019: Friends of Dimond Park and Knowland Park Adopt-a-Spot. Reviewed site conditions and
management recommendations in Dimond Park. Also reviewed site conditions and management
recommendations in the northeast portion of Knowland Park and along the frontage road that parallels
Skyline Boulevard.

March 23, 2019: Oakland Landscape Committee. Reviewed site conditions and management
recommendations at the North Oakland Regional Sports Field.

March 29, 2019: Friends of Joaquin Miller Park and Friends of Sausal Creek. Reviewed site conditions and
management recommendations at Beaconsfield Canyon and Joaquin Miller Park.

April 5, 2019: Garber Park Stewards and Claremont Canyon Conservancy. Reviewed site conditions and
management recommendations at Garber Park.

April 6, 2019: Friends of Sausal Creek. Reviewed site conditions and management recommendations at
Dimond Canyon and Dimond Park.

April 12, 2019: Friends and Knowland Park and East Bay Native Plant Society. Reviewed site conditions
and management recommendations at Knowland Park.

April 18, 2019: Friends of Montclair Railroad Trail. Reviewed site conditions and management
recommendations at the Montclair Railroad Trail in Shepherd Canyon.

May 1, 2019: Oak Knoll Neighborhood Improvement Association. Reviewed site conditions and
management recommendations at King Estate Open Space Park.

May 3, 2019: Shepherd Canyon Homeowners Association. Reviewed site conditions and management
recommendations at Shepherd Canyon Park.

May 17, 2019: Coalition to Defend East Bay Forests, Forest Action Brigade, and Hills Conservation Network.
Reviewed management recommendations throughout the Plan Area.

All stakeholder and public comments received were catalogued and summarized. Many constructive comments and
recommendations helped guide development of this Second Rrevised Dédraft VMP, including, but not limited to
guidance on the following topics:

Retention of trees and vegetation in treatment areas;
Prioritization of treatment areas;

Treatment of weeds, brush, and dead trees;
Utilization of grazing as a management tool;
Treatment of vegetation in defensible space areas;
Protection of natural resources (e.g., streams);
Removal of eucalyptus and pine species;
Consideration of Oakland fire history.
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Following receipt of public, stakeholder, and park volunteer/stewardship group feedback, and in an effort to refine
the prioritization of treatment areas presented in this VMP, additional analysis and fire behavior modeling was
conducted to determine which portions of the Plan Area would be subject to extreme fire behavior and thus should
be prioritized for treatment. A summary of survey results and key issues raised during VMP development is included
in Appendix E.
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7/ Plan Area Resources

This section summarizes biological, ecological, and community resources found in the Plan Area. Potential impacts
to Plan Area resources were considered during development of the vegetation treatment recommendations, BMPs,
and the impact avoidance/minimization measures included in this VMP. Potential impacts to these resources will
be evaluated further in the VMP’s EIR.

7.1 Biological Resources

Special-status (or protected) species are defined as state- and federally-listed Endangered or Threated species of
flora or fauna, and non-listed species otherwise protected by state and/or federal statutes.

7.1.1 Vegetation Communities

As presented in Section 2.3.1, existing vegetation communities and land cover types present in the Plan Area were
mapped and classified using the California WHR System (Appendix B). As presented in Table 3, there are 13
vegetation and land cover types mapped in the Plan Area, including coast oak woodland, redwood, valley/foothill
riparian, closed-cone pine-cypress, eucalyptus, coastal scrub, mixed chaparral (also known as maritime chaparral),
freshwater emergent wetland, perennial grassland, annual grassland, and urban land covers (Appendix B). As the
urban WHR classification includes ornamental tree plantings in parks, areas dominated with acacia and mixed trees
have been called out separately for this VMP as urban (acacia) and urban (mixed tree stand). Figure 4 presents the
distribution of vegetation communities and land covers across the Plan Area.

Urban land cover is present mainly along roads and roadside clearing areas. The Oakland Zoo and Lake Chabot
Golf Course are categorized within the urban land cover type. Given the mapping standards under the WHR system,
the urban land cover type also includes two vegetated types: acacia tree stands and one acacia/oak/pine/redwood
stand that occur in Joaquin Miller Park. These two are noted separately in Table 3. Coast oak woodland is present
throughout the Plan Area and is generally located in canyons and on hill slopes. The largest areas of annual
grassland are located in the southern portion of the Plan Area, mainly King Estate Open Space Park, Knowland
Park, and Sheffield Village Open Space. Quality stands of perennial grassland are intermixed with annual grassland
in some areas. Closed-cone pine-cypress vegetation is found in Joaquin Miller Park and surrounding areas, as well
as the southern portion of Grizzly Peak Open Space. Eucalyptus vegetation is found in patches throughout the Plan
Area, with large areas of this vegetation in the North Oakland Sports Field, Shepherd Canyon, Joaquin Miller Park,
and in smaller parcels and roadside clearing areas along Skyline Boulevard. The location of the closed-cone pine-
cypress and eucalyptus vegetation types is largely the result of large-scale tree planting that occurred in the Oakland
hills between 1880 and 1920 (Nowak 1993). Coastal scrub is located on slopes throughout the Plan Area, with
large portions in Grizzly Peak Open Space, Knowland Park, and Sheffield Village Open Space. Redwood vegetation
is mainly located in Joaquin Miller Park and nearby Dimond Canyon and Leona Heights Park. Valley/foothill riparian
is located along drainages in North Oakland Sports Field and Joaquin Miller Park. Mixed chaparral (also known as
maritime chaparral) is located in Knowland Park, near the Oakland Zoo. Finally, small areas of freshwater emergent
wetland are located in Garber Park, Joaquin Miller Park, and Knowland Park.
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7.1.2 Special-Status Plant Species

As identified in the Biological Resources Report (Appendix B), the following special-status plant species are known
to occur in the Plan Area:

= Pallid manzanita (Arctostaphylos pallida)

= Qakland star-tulip (Calochortus umbellatus)

= Presidio clarkia (Clarkia franciscana)

=  Western leatherwood (Dirca occidentalis)

= Tiburon buckwheat (Eriogonum luteolum var. caninum)
= Bristly leptosiphon (Leptosiphon acicularis)

There are other special-status plants with the potential to occur within the Plan Area but that have not been
documented. These plants are presented in the Biological Resources Report (Appendix B). Practices to avoid and/or
minimize impacts to sensitive plant species are included in Section 10.

7.1.3 Special-Status Animal Species

As identified in the Biological Resources Report (Appendix B), the following special-status wildlife species have the
potential to occur in the Plan Area:

=  Western pond turtle (Emys marmorata)

= Alameda whipsnake (Masticophis lateralis euryxanthus)

= California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii)

=  White-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus)

=  Golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos)

= Yellow warbler (Setophaga petechial)

=  Western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii)

= Pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus)

=  Western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis californicus)

= San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes annectens)

Practices to avoid and/or minimize impacts to special-status animal species are included in Section 10.

7.2 Streams and Water Resources

The City of Oakland includes many creeks, several flood control channels, and a few lakes, and borders the
San Francisco Bay along much of its western edge. Flood control measures and urbanization have altered the
hydrologic function and ecology of many of these surface water features. Lake Merritt, Lake Temescal, and
Lake Chabot are Oakland’s three major lakes, though technically Lake Merritt is a tidal basin with connectivity
to the Bay. The San Francisco Bay and Estuary waters provide an important water resource and habitat for
marine and terrestrial life, along with other benefits such as scenic and recreational value. The City is
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committed to the protection of its surface waters and has established several policies to ensure conservation
of these resources by retaining creek vegetation, maintaining creek setbacks, controlling bank erosion, and
managing City lakes and pollution in the Bay and Estuary (City of Oakland 1996). About 95% of Oakland’s
drinking water supply comes from Sierra Nevada sources and is managed by the EBMUD. Runoff within local
watersheds provides the remainder of the City’s supply.

Vegetation in local watersheds and along streams and water courses provides many important functions in
protecting water resources and water quality in the watershed. Vegetated riparian corridors may provide water
quality buffering benefits to the adjacent streams. Vegetation removal or treatment in riparian corridor areas must
be conducted in consideration of potential effects on water quality and ecological function. Riparian vegetation
provides habitat for terrestrial and aquatic wildlife species, provides streambank stability, reduces erosion, shades
the water surface thereby affecting water temperature (which affects aquatic habitat), and is a source for large
woody debris, which falls into streams and watercourses providing habitat and affecting flow patterns and pool
development (Kocher and Harris 2007). However, when a watershed is catastrophically burned in an expansive
wildfire, many of these functions and roles are lost or severely reduced until the vegetation recovers. Following a
catastrophic watershed-wide fire, hillslope erosion and sediment yields through watershed tributary channels
typically increase by an order of magnitude (or greater) over non-fire average conditions (Neary et al. 2008).
Therefore, sound vegetation management that reduces the extent and frequency of watershed-wide extreme fires
also helps avoid and minimize potential sediment and water quality impacts in the watershed. Vegetation
management activities seek to maintain the water resource and water quality benefits of watershed vegetation
while reducing the hazard and fire risk. Practices to avoid and/or minimize impacts to streams and water resources
associated with vegetation management activities are included in Section 10.

7.3 Slopes and Soil Stability

Soil erosion along hillslopes and sediment transport through waterways naturally occurs in the Oakland Hills. These
geomorphic processes can be exacerbated and can lead to hazards if aggravated by severe or indiscriminate
vegetation removal, increases in impervious surface, alterations of the drainage system, or widespread grading that
affects slope stability. The City sets forth policies to protect soils from degradation and misuse due to development.
These include soil management practices such as soil enrichment, drainage improvements, covering or creating
drainage ditches around exposed slopes during the rainy season, and planting of exposed soils to control erosion
(City of Oakland 2012). More than half of the City consists of sloping or hilly land and about one-quarter of the city
includes slopes greater than 15%. The Plan Area is entirely within the hill lands of the City. Most of Oakland’s soils
are considered to have “severe” limitations for development by the U.S. Department of Agriculture. These limitations
include steep slopes, shrink-swell potential, and low strength. The presence of three seismically active faults in the
vicinity of the City also creates a high risk for earthquakes and landslides within the City. The state’s seismic hazard
zone maps designate most of the upper Oakland Hills and scattered areas of the lower hills as being susceptible to
earthquake-induced landslides. One-quarter of the City has moderate to high potential for landslides. Most landslide
activity within the area has been caused by heavy rains, creek channel modifications, and development on steep
terrain rather than from earthquakes. The City has established policies to minimize risks associated with landslides
and to disseminate outreach and educational materials on measures to reduce slide hazards. Seismic hazard zone
maps for the City designate most of West Oakland, North Oakland, and East Oakland as being prone to liquefaction,
along with large parts of central Oakland. Subsidence is of low concern within the City (City of Oakland 2012).
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Vegetation helps stabilize slopes and minimize soil erosion by providing root strength and by absorbing soil
moisture. Plant roots can anchor into bedrock or more stable soils and can bind weaker soils through fibrous root
development. Excessive, haphazard, or indiscriminate vegetation removal can result in the loss of root strength in
the soil and their decay can increase soil moisture levels, increasing the potential for erosion and slope failure
(Ziemer 1981). Vegetation also reduces stormwater runoff by capturing and storing rainfall in the canopy and
releasing it releasing it through evapotranspiration. Vegetation also promotes infiltration of rainfall into the soil
(Center for Watershed Protection and USFS 2008). Practices to avoid and/or minimize impacts to slopes and soil
stability are included in Section 10.

7.4 Community Resources

The City of Oakland includes a unigue array of community resources which include buildings, districts, and other features
that have significant historic, cultural, educational, architectural or aesthetic interest or value. The City is committed to
protecting these resources through policies, goals, and objectives outlined in its General Plan Historic Preservation
Element. These resources represent Oakland’s rich and multicultural past and include Ohlone archaeological sites,
buildings dating from the Spanish-Mexican settlement period, structures from the City’s pioneer communities of the early
1860'’s, Italiante Victorian houses, and development from the 1906 post-earthquake boom. Oakland boasts a diversity
of architectural styles including Victorian, Beaux Arts, International, New Brutalist, and modernist styles. The National
Register of Historic Places lists 38 properties in the City as historic places, and the Landmarks Preservation Advisory
Board designates 113 properties as Oakland landmarks. Oakland includes five preservation districts: Preservation Park,
Victorian Row, Preservation Park Extension, Downtown Brooklyn-Clinton, and Portions of the 1900, 2000, and 2100
blocks of 10th Avenue.

Other community resources within the City include the Claremont Hotel and Resort, UC Botanical Garden, Oakland Zoo,
CSSC, and Merritt Community College. The Oakland Zoo is within the Plan Area, on City-owned property Knowland Park.
The CSSC is in the Plan Area and adjacent to Joaquin Miller Park, and the Claremont Hotel is immediately southwest of
Garber Park. Merritt Community College is also within the Plan Area and is adjacent to Leona Heights Park.

The City also includes more than 20 Federal Emergency Management Agency-designated “critical facilities,” including
fire stations, temporary evacuation shelters, transportation and infrastructure facilities, and other emergency response
facilities utilized by the entire San Francisco Bay Area region. The City seeks to preserve these resources by designating
eligible properties as historic resources, preserving all City-owned historic properties, and specifying guidelines for
alteration to historic properties (City of Oakland 1998).
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3 Vegetation Management Techniques

Vegetation management for fire hazard mitigation is the practice of thinning, pruning, removing, or otherwise
altering vegetation in order to reduce the potential for ignitions and modify fire behavior. Different vegetation
management techniques can be utilized, depending on vegetation type, location, condition, and configuration.
Given the dynamic nature of vegetation, a single treatment technique or management prescription may not be
appropriate for one site over time. Therefore, an adaptive approach that allows for selection of management
techniques is needed to achieve the vegetation management standards outlined in this VMP. Vegetation
management techniques will be identified by OFD personnel during annual work plan development and will be
dictated by site-specific conditions and effort needed to meet identified vegetation management standards.
Vegetation management standards are provided in Section 9.1.

In general, vegetation management techniques can be classified into four categories:

= Biological (e.g., grazing)

= Hand Labor (e.g., hand pulling, cutting)
= Mechanical (e.g., mowing, masticating)
= Chemical (e.g., herbicide)

The following sections present a discussion of each of the vegetation management techniques that may be
implemented in the Plan Area, including information regarding equipment, application, timing, limiting factors,
special considerations and BMPs. Selection of a qualified and trained contractor, appropriate training, scheduling,
and supervision to carry out vegetation management treatments and any associated BMPs are also key
components of an effective vegetation management program.

8.1 Biological Techniques
8.1.1 Grazing

Grazing is a method of using livestock to reduce the fine fuel loading of live herbaceous growth, shrubs, and new
growth of trees. Livestock, such as cattle, goats, horses, or sheep, browse on grasses, forbs, shrubs, and fresh
growth of young trees, thereby removing, over time, any consumed vegetation from the overall fine fuel load of the
site. Grazing is effective in managing fine fuels and preventing the expansion of brush/scrub into grasslands.
Livestock each have different grazing habits and not all livestock are ideally suited for grazing treatments in all
areas. Most livestock, with the exception of goats, do not consume live or dead, tough, woody plant material in any
significant quantity as this material is generally unpalatable. Additionally, livestock do not effectively create fuel
breaks, but are well-suited to maintain new annual vegetative growth within them. In the Oakland Hills, goat grazing
has been successfully used for reducing fine fuel loads in grasslands, brushlands, and beneath tree canopies.
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To achieve fine fuel reduction standards, grazing typically
begins in the late spring, when growth of annual grasses has
slowed, and continues through the summer in order to reduce
fine fuels prior to the onset of peak fire season. Development
of site-specific grazing management plans should be
completed for proposed grazing treatments and should
include goals and implementation actions to ensure that
timing of grazing treatment meets vegetation management
standards but minimizes potential negative effects. Grazing
management plans should also identify the optimal stocking
rate and grazing duration, typically measured in pounds per
acre of residual dry matter. Optimal residual dry matter levels
should be determined by overall management objectives,
such as suppression of weeds, fuel load reduction, or
minimizing erosion potential. As a fuel reduction technique,

Exhibit 1. Goat grazing in Grizzly Peak Open Space.

grazing does not need to be conducted each year if the intent is to control shrubs or maintain understory fuels;
however, if the intent is to reduce grass or other flashy fuels, grazing should be conducted annually.

Grazing can be a relatively inexpensive and effective treatment method and can even generate revenue when cattle
grazing is contracted for large areas. Control of livestock movements and preventing overgrazing is critical for
successful implementation. Using professional herders or portable fences may be an alternative to fixed fencing
where the treatment is ephemeral. Additional controls may also be needed for protection of retained plants, riparian
zones, and sensitive resources areas, and to minimize erosion potential.

8.1.1.1 Grazing Management

Exhibit 2. Fencing installed along roadway for
grazing management.

Although the concept of grazing is the same regardless of
which type of animal is used, how each animal type conducts
its grazing varies significantly. As a result, not all animals will
be ideally suited for grazing treatments in all areas. Animal
selection should be determined by the fuel management
standard trying to be reached. As noted, development of site-
specific grazing management plans should be completed
considering  site-specific  conditions and identified
management standards. The plan should specify
management objectives and standards, animal stocking
rates and use levels, grazing season (turn-out and turn-in
dates), and monitoring requirements and performance
criteria. Stocking rates are determined by a range analysis,
which calculates the number of animals required for a given
period to attain the desired use level, which generally ranges

from 600 to 1,000 pounds per acre of residual dry matter, depending on site-specific conditions. The vegetation
management standards outlined in Section 9.1 will also help to guide stocking rate and grazing duration.

Timely movement of livestock to the next treatment area or other available pastures once identified standards
have been met is important to minimize potential adverse effects, including soil compaction, overgrazing, and
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resource damage. Fencing is an important component to grazing management efforts to prohibit livestock from
leaving the identified treatment area or gaining access to riparian zones, wetlands, or other sensitive resource
areas. Finally, water sources are necessary for livestock and need to be provided if insufficient water is available
at the treatment site.

8.1.1.2 Goat Grazing

Specific operational techniques need to be considered for effective fuel reduction by goat grazing. Proper grazing
techniques can minimize root impacts. With proper management, goats dramatically reduce the density of brush,
but do not eliminate the core plant, which remains alive and viable. Management of goat herd population density
is necessary to limit impacts. Maintaining a light population density for a shorter period of time, as well as avoiding
localized concentrations of goats helps to reduce soil compaction, retain sufficient plant cover to minimize erosion
potential, and reduce animal waste concentrations. Goat grazing also reduces the need for other treatment
techniques, although grazing can also be used in combination with such techniques to achieve desired fuel
standards. Goats also have the ability to access steeper slopes in an efficient manner. Access to such areas by
hand crew increases costs and time necessary for fuel treatment.

Unlike other livestock, goats prefer to browse on woody vegetation (e.g., tree leaves, twigs, vines, and shrubs) and
will consume materials up to 6 feet above the ground. This grazing pattern makes goats a desirable choice for fuel
reduction treatments as they can effectively create and maintain vertical separation between surface vegetation
and the lower limbs of overstory trees (EBMUD 2001). Additionally, substantial amounts of invasive plant seed can
effectively be removed from the landscape by the use of time-controlled, short-duration, high-intensity grazing in
early spring (Menke 1992). However, since goats will indiscriminately damage most plants, their use in areas with
desired shrub and tree retention should be minimized as goats can girdle shrubs and trees by browsing on bark.
Alternatively, portable electric fences can be effectively used to control goat herds and more effectively guide the
outcome of the grazing effort.

Utilization of goats for achieving the vegetation management standards outlined in this VMP should include
development of a grazing management plan for areas selected for grazing during annual work plan development.
The plan should provide a range analysis to determine the optimum stocking rate and duration and should include
requirements for monitoring to determine when vegetation management standards are attained. Since duration
and timing are significant factors in controlling grazing impacts on sensitive plants, goats should be moved once
treatment standards are met.

8.1.1.3 History of Grazing in the Plan Area

OFD has historically used goat grazing in portions of the Plan Area to manage vegetation for fire hazard reduction
purposes. Approximately 3,000 goats have been utilized annually (typically between May and August) to manage
fine fuels on approximately 600 acres to 700 acres of City-owned property, typically on larger City park land and
open space. Goats have been used in large treatment areas where manual labor would be cost-prohibitive, to treat
vegetation in areas that are inaccessible to mowing equipment, or in areas too steep for hand crews. Areas, such
as steep bare hillsides that are prone to erosion, are avoided, and plants identified for retention are protected from
goat grazing damage.
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Goats are typically used in the following portions of the Plan Area:

= King Estate Open Space Park (approximately 88 acres)

= Joaquin Miller Park (approximately 150 acres)

= Knowland Park (approximately 350 acres)

=  Dunsmuir Estates (Sheffield Village Open Space) (approximately 75 acres)
= Shepherd Canyon (approximately 9 acres)

= London Road (approximately 10 acres)

8.1.1.4 Best Management Practices for Grazing

Riparian Zones

Streams and watercourses within proposed grazing areas (e.g., Arroyo Viejo Creek, Shepherd Creek, Palo Seco Creek)
should be identified and assessed prior to turn-out. Creek protection zones should be avoided. Limiting exposure of
goat herds to water and riparian habitats through temporary exclusion fencing can minimize water contamination risk.
The primary concern regarding nutrient and pathogen contamination of water is direct deposit. Unless feces are
deposited in or immediately adjacent to a streambed (on the order of a meter or so), there is little danger of significant
bacterial contamination from overland flow (Swanson et al. 1994; Buckhouse and Gifford 1976). The creation and
use of riparian buffers zones can filter pollutants on slopes up to about 20% and can filter 50% to 90% of the sediment,
nitrogen and phosphorus, and bacterial concentrations in surface runoff (EBMUD 2001).

If treatment within the creek protection zone is necessary, those with bank stabilization issues, or associated with
unstable side slopes, should be addressed in the grazing plan, and provided additional protection measures. Where
creek protection zones are not excluded from the grazing area, the grazing plan should consider the need for retention
of streamside vegetation to promote bank stabilization and would require a Creek Protection Permit under Oakland
Municipal Code Chapter 13.16 (Creek Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control). The grazing plan
should include monitoring the condition of the residual streamside vegetation during grazing activities, and thresholds
that trigger turn-in and cessation of grazing prior to denuding the streambank. The grazing plan should also consider
the placement location of minerals, such as salt licks, or stock water in relation to the watercourse. Specifying a
minimum distance from the watercourse to the mineral or stock water location can help prevent herds from
concentrating within the sensitive streamside area.

Sensitive Biological and Cultural Resource Areas

Grazing areas should be assessed for presence of sensitive biological and cultural resources prior to turn-out. Areas
with special-status plants, animals, historic or pre-historic resources, and other areas or items of cultural
significance, may warrant exclusion from the grazing area, or other protection measures, such as adjusted timing
and reduced use levels. Where these areas are not excluded from the grazing area, the grazing plan should identify
these areas and the associated protection measures. When special-status biological resources are present, or when
management objectives aim to favor a specific biological resource, the timing and use level of grazing practices can
often be adjusted to promote plant recruitment. For example, grazing can be timed to occur prior to seed set of
annual grasses, which promotes perennial grasses.
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Soil Stabilization

Soil types and unstable areas should be identified and assessed prior to turn-out. Grazing areas with soils sensitive to
grazing, or with known unstable areas, may warrant exclusion from the grazing area or additional protection measures
to enhance soil stability. Where these areas are not excluded from the grazing area, the grazing plan should identify
these areas and the associated protection measures, such as adjusted timing and reduced use levels. In areas where
sensitive soils or unstable areas are present, timing can be adjusted to avoid grazing during saturated soil conditions,
and the use level can be reduced in order to retain additional ground cover.

Highly Flammable/Rapidly Spreading Plants and Pathogens

Measures to prevent the movement and introduction of highly flammable/rapidly spreading plants and diseases
should be addressed in the grazing plan, and grazing practices should follow the “Arrive Clean, Leave Clean”
approach. The grazing plan should specify requirements for holding areas and quarantine periods for animals prior
to turn-out to the grazing area. Stock water should come from an approved source specified in the grazing plan.
Additionally, the grazing plan should address sanitation requirements for personnel, equipment, and vehicles.

Other Best Management Practices

Additional BMPs include routine monitoring, proper selection of qualified contractors, inclusion of BMPs in grazing
contracts, and properly addressing safety concerns regarding use of electric fences in public spaces. Grazing may
occur in areas where herbicides have previously been applied. Livestock should be excluded from grazing for the
post-treatment exclusion period included on the herbicide product label, at a minimum. A standard exclusion
duration is not included in this VMP, as the exclusion duration is product-specific.

8.2 Hand Labor Techniques

Hand labor treatments involve pruning, cutting, or removal of trees, shrubs, and grasses by hand or using hand-
held equipment. Other hand labor treatments involve bark pulling, removing dead wood and litter, and mulching.
Hand labor is most effective for spot application on small areas or areas with difficult access, such as hand-pulling
French broom on a small lot, where heavy equipment move-in costs may be high or where topographic or
environmental constraints preclude the use of heavy equipment. Hand labor also allows for selective management
or removal of targeted vegetation and is typically used in conjunction with other techniques. Hand labor may be
dangerous for workers when use of sharp tools is required on steep and/or unstable terrain, or where poison oak,
rattlesnakes, or bees are abundant.

Hand labor generates debris when pulling, pruning, and cutting vegetation. If not removed, debris can be chipped
or cut down and scattered on site, as long as fuel load standards are met. Requirements for cutting materials into
smaller size, known as lopping, does add additional time (and therefore costs) to hand labor techniques. Hand labor
techniques typically have lower potential for adverse environmental effects, although large volumes of foot traffic,
specifically in areas with steep slopes, can result in surface soil compaction and increase erosion potential.

Hand labor is a treatment technique in which volunteers can assist in hazard reduction activities; required expertise
and manual skills vary, however, depending upon the materials treated and equipment required, and appropriate
supervision and adequate training is always necessary to ensure desired results.
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Hand tools include, but are not limited to, shovels, Pulaski hoes, McLeod fire tools, weed whips (potentially using
different blades according to materials being treated) and “weed wrenches” (tools that pull both shrub and root
system out), chain saws, hand saws, machetes, pruning shears, and loppers. Personal protection equipment
typically includes long pants and long- sleeved shirts, gloves, safety goggles, hard hats, and sturdy boots. Chippers
are often used in conjunction with hand labor to process cut materials into mulch for on-site disposal. More common
hand labor techniques to reduce fuel loads are described in the following sections.

8.2.1 Line Trimming

Line trimming is one of the most common and successful
methods for reducing light fuel, flashy loads. This technique
uses a hand-held tool (normally gas-powered) that cuts
grass, herbaceous vegetation, ground covers, and very small
shrubs with a plastic line or cutting blade. Line trimming is
typically used after grasses have dried or cured to prevent
regrowth in the same year. This technique reduces fuel
height and retains the cut material in a compacted layer on
the ground surface, minimizing the potential for bare soil. On
steep slopes or in areas with retained shrubs/trees, line
trimming is more feasible than wusing mowers.
Implementation of this technique should avoid direct contact
of the cutting line or blade with the soil surface to minimize
disturbance. Trees or shrubs retained within the treatment
area should be fenced or otherwise protected from contact with the cutting line or blade to minimize damage to
stem tissue. Training crews to work with their back to retained trees or shrubs can also minimize potential damage
resulting from cutting line/blade contact.

Exhibit 3. Line trimming grass/herbaceous fuels.

8.2.2 Branch Pruning/Removal

Hand labor can involve the use of handsaws, chainsaws, pruners, and other equipment to prune shrub or tree
branches, remove dead limbs, stems, and branches, and lop larger material into smaller sizes. Fallen branches and
cut material can then be further broken into compact mulch and distributed across the site or removed for disposal.
While the use of saws and other tools can be a time-efficient option for fuel reduction, pointed stems and branches
left behind as a result of tool use may be unsafe in more heavily trafficked areas. Implementation of this technique
should avoid cutting and breakage to trees or shrubs retained within the treatment area to minimize damage to
stem tissue.
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8.2.3 Hand-Pulling and Gathering

Pulling weeds and gathering downed woody debris, and
collecting other combustible materials by hand offers the
greatest amount of control among hand labor techniques,
prohibits resprouting of weeds by removal of the root
system, requires no tools and minimal skill, but is also very
time-intensive. Hand pulling of weeds may result in longer-
lasting vegetation management compared treatments such
as line trimming. Hand pulling weeds and small perennial
plants is easiest when soils are near field capacity® and
roots readily pull out of the ground. Most weeds pulled can
be left on site as mulch; however, larger weeds, such as
French broom, should be removed. To limit the spread of
seeds, care should be taken to bag weeds securely if viable
seeds are present. Woody debris may can be staged on site
to be chipped, burned, or removed. Other combustible material or trash may be gathered on site for transport to
an appropriate disposal facility.

Exhibit 4. Hand pulling weeds.

8.2.4 Clearance Pruning

Clearance pruning entails removing understory shrubs, small trees, and small lower tree limbs to create vertical
separation between surface fuels and the bottom of the tree canopy. Pruning lower branches of trees can be done
with a hand-held pole saw or pole chainsaw. Lower branches on shorter trees may be pruned with loppers. It is
recommended that an International Society of Arboriculture-Certified Arborist conduct all pruning according to
American National Standards Institute A300 standards (ANSI 2017). Clearance pruning removes fuel ladders and
therefore decreases the potential for crown fire transition.

8.2.5 Mosaic Thinning and Dripline Thinning

Mosaic thinning is a treatment technique where trees and shrubs are retained throughout the treatment area in
non-uniform patterns. Individual trees and shrubs and/or tree and shrub groupings are thinned to create a mosaic
with horizontal spacing established between plants and plant groupings. Dripline thinning is a technique that
involves removing shrubs and/or smaller trees beneath tree canopies to prevent torching and minimize the
potential for crown fire transition. Treatment is typically accomplished with chain saws, pruning saws, or loppers.
Treated material typically needs to be removed, piled and burned, or chipped and distributed on site. Thinning can
reduce fuel continuity and loading by selective removal of vegetation to reach spacing standards. Dead, dying, and
pyrophytic plants are prioritized for removal. This technique is most useful in WUI or Intermix areas and/or around
high-value resources, such as cultural sites or park management facilities.

8  The amount of soil moisture or water content held in the soil after excess water has drained away and the rate of downward
movement has decreased.
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8.2.6 Black Plastic Coverage

As an alternative to herbicide use, securing black
plastic over cut or treated tree stumps can prevent
sprouting by blocking sunlight and thereby preventing
latent buds in the remaining tree tissue to germinate.
For this treatment type, a 5-millimeter or thicker black
plastic sheet is fixed to the top and sides of a cut
stump. The plastic can be installed as late as 2 weeks
after cutting and requires removal, typically2 years
after application. If the plastic is cut, damaged, or
torn, reinstallation or other repair and maintenance
may be necessary.

Exhibit 5. Black plastic applied to eucalyptus stumps.

Black plastic can also be placed over larger surface areas

to prevent germination of weeds; however, this technique

also prevents germination of other vegetation. To prevent

weed growth, the plastic should be applied prior to active

growth, but can be installed after germination. Covering stumps is typically feasible for small areas and treated areas
should be checked two to three times a year to make sure that sprouts have not emerged through the plastic or around
the edge. Cut stumps may require up to a year or more of covering to prevent resprouting (Holloran et al. 2004).

8.2.7 Mulch Application

The application of mulch, including on-site treated and chipped material, can inhibit weed growth, protect bare soil
from rainfall impact, provide soil nutrients during the decomposition process, and help retain soil moisture. For
applications where mulch or other chipped material is transported to a site, care should be taken to minimize the
spread of plant pathogens (e.g., sudden oak death) or weed seeds that may be present in the material. While
mulches can function to reduce weed growth thereby reducing flashy fuels, it should be noted that mulches do
burn, although slowly and with low flame lengths; however, they may burn for a longer period of time in one location.

8.2.8 History of Hand Labor Treatment in the Plan Area

OFD has historically used hand labor for managing vegetation throughout the Plan Area, primarily on urban and
residential parcels, but elsewhere as needed (e.g., roadsides, small treatment areas within larger parks or open
space areas). OFD annually contracts with private contractors to manage vegetation on urban and residential
parcels. The use of hand labor is focused on reducing ladder fuels, controlling highly flammable/rapidly spreading
species (e.g., broom), reducing surface fuels (e.g., grasses, weeds, down material), thinning vegetation, maintaining
fuel loads, and pruning tree canopies. Hand labor is also used in concert with mechanical treatment efforts, when
implemented. Areas such as steep bare hillsides that are prone to erosion are avoided, and plants identified for
retention are protected.
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8.2.9 Best Management Practices for Hand Labor

The following BMPs should be implemented, where feasible, when utilizing hand labor vegetation management
techniques. In all circumstances, tools and equipment should be utilized only for their intended use. Additional
BMPs are provided in Section 10.

Tool and Equipment Use

= Ensure equipment operators and project personnel are properly trained in equipment use;
= Ensure that vehicles and equipment arrive at the treatment area clean and weed-free;

=  Prune trees according to International Society of Arboriculture and American National Standards Institute
A300 standards;

=  To minimize soil disturbance, leave stumps from removed trees and shrubs intact, with stump heights not
exceeding 6 inches, as measured from the uphill side;

=  Protect retained trees and vegetation from tool and equipment damage;

= Service and fuel tools only in areas that will not allow grease, oil, fuel, or other hazardous materials to pass
into streams or retained vegetation; and

=  Remove from the site and properly dispose of all refuse, litter, trash, and non-vegetative debris resulting from
vegetation treatment operations, and other activity in connection with vegetation treatment operations.

Fire Safety

During operations that involve the use of any vehicle, machine, tool, or equipment powered by an internal
combustion engine operated on hydrocarbon fuels, provide and maintain suitable and serviceable tools for
firefighting purposes. Equipment should be located at a point accessible in the event of a fire and should include
one backpack pump-type fire extinguisher filled with water, two axes, two McLeod fire tools, and a sufficient number
of shovels so that each employee at the operation can be equipped to fight fire. Also ensure that all tools with an
internal combustion engine using hydrocarbon fuels is equipped with a spark arrestor, as defined in California
Public Resources Code Section 4442.

8.3 Mechanical Techniques

Mechanical techniques include all fuel reduction methods that employ motorized heavy equipment to remove or
alter vegetation. Mechanical techniques can be employed to treat grass/herbaceous material (e.g., mowers,
diskers), or woody material (e.g., masticators, feller-bunchers). Mechanical treatment techniques rearrange
vegetation structures, compact or chip/shred material, and move material to landings, staging areas, or burn piles.
Mechanical equipment is usually equipped with either rubber tires or tracks, although skids and cables are also
used. In some instances, two or more pieces of heavy equipment will work in concert to achieve the fuel treatment
standard. One piece of equipment, such as a feller-buncher, may be responsible for cutting material, while another
piece of equipment moves the cut material to a landing or staging area where it can then be further treated or
transported off site. Alternatively, one piece of heavy equipment may work independently. For example, mowers
leave cut material on the ground surface and masticators shred/chip brush and heavier woody vegetation leaving
treated material in a compacted chip layer on the ground surface.
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Mechanical equipment is generally used in more uniform fuels where its use more efficiently reaches treatment
standards. Constraints to mechanical equipment use include steep slopes, dense tree cover that prohibits travel,
saturated soils, and dry, high-fire-hazard weather conditions where equipment use could result in ignition. In
addition, selective plant removal is typically not achievable with mechanical equipment (e.g., mosaic thinning) due
to equipment size, although equipment can be guided around avoidance areas. Use of mechanical equipment may
also result in damage to retained vegetation.

Use of mechanical equipment needs to consider the terrain, access, vegetation type, and treatment standard of
the treatment area to effectively treat vegetation and minimize impact potential. Supervision and specialized
training are also necessary. The use of mechanical equipment is often done in conjunction with other treatment
techniques, particularly hand labor (prior to mechanical treatment) and prescribed fire (following mechanical
treatment). As noted below within the description of individual mechanical treatment techniques, the appropriate
timing of the treatments plays a large part in determining treatment success. More common mechanical techniques
to treat or reduce fuel loads are described in the following sections.

8.3.1 Grading

Grading is typically used to create or maintain firebreaks, creating a strip of land absent of fuel. A tractor with an
attached blade can effectively produce a firebreak 8 feet to 12 feet wide with one to two passes. Treatment should
be done in the spring months after the ground is dry but before grass is entirely cured. This is done to minimize the
potential for equipment-caused ignitions. Grading can have negative effects on surface water drainage where the
side banks of the graded area interrupt cross-slope flow. Grading may also accelerate water flow across the graded
area. The disturbance created by graded firebreaks can result in establishment of weeds, which should be
considered prior to implementing this technique.

8.3.2 Mowing

Mowing tools, such as rotary mowers on wheeled tractors or
other equipment, or straight-edged cutter bar mowers, or
flails, can be used to cut herbaceous and woody vegetation
above the ground. Mowing results in shorter, more
compacted fuels, which reduces potential flame length and
fire spread rates. Under ideal conditions, approximately 5
acres can be mowed per day, depending on the treatment
area’s slope and accessibility. Timing of mowing has an
impact on the type of grasses promoted. Mowing after
annual grasses have cured enhances growing conditions for
perennial grasses, provided mowing does not occur during
seed production. Mowing at the appropriate time to a height
of approximately 4 inches minimizes weed and brush
encroachment and reduces the amount of manual work
needed to maintain the site. Mowing of weeds is typically required annually. Mowing may be used in conjunction
with other techniques, such as disking, to require a thinner strip of disked area. Mowing may not be appropriate in
areas where special-status species have potential to occur.

Exhibit 6. Mower attachment on a tractor.
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8.3.3 Disking

Disking is a fuel reduction technique where plant material is  Exhibit 7. Disked grassland area (foreground).
cut and mixed with surface soil to create a barrier of
discontinuous fuel and bare earth to stop fire spread. This
practice is typically used along the perimeter of open spaces,
ranches, and roadways. A tractor with disk attachment is
used and can typically disk a 15-foot-wide swath in a single
pass, disking approximately 2 acres per day. Disking is
typically done annually once grass has cured to prevent
regrowth during that growing season. Disking creates an
uneven surface that reduces water velocity; however,
erosion can result, especially in areas with steep slopes.
While this treatment is an effective barrier to surface fire

spread, it can promote weed growth.

8.3.4 Mechanical Cutting/Crushing

Exhibit 8. Masticator attachment on a bobcat.

A tractor or similar equipment may be used to crush
vegetation using a blade that is kept slightly off the ground. A
variety of attachments may also be used, including rollers
(e.g., brush hog), a horizontal cutting blade (which operates
similar to a large mower), or a set of chains to flail the material
being treated. The blade cuts or breaks off the shrub tops,
knocks down larger shrubs, and compacts the treated
material, which is left to dry so that it can be subsequently
scattered or piled and burned. Under this treatment
technique, soil is disturbed where the equipment travels and
where some shrubs are uprooted. Flailing treatment involves
the use of tractors with affixed or towed mowing heads that
cut or flail small diameter material, especially grasses. Some
attachments include an articulated arm or boom that can
reach 10 feet to 15 feet from a vehicle (Tiger mower).

Masticating equipment installed on Bobcats, wheeled or crawler-type tractors, excavators, or other specialized
vehicles, is used to cut or shred shrubs and trees into small pieces that are then scattered across the ground, where
they act as mulch. Shrubs and sapling-size trees are typically masticated with Bobcats and crawler-type tractors,
while excavators are often used when larger trees are removed. Bobcats typically operate on slopes with gradients
less than 20%, while excavators and tractors can operate on slopes with gradients up to 45%.

Other attachments to tractors and equipment have been developed that use a gravity roller to crush vegetation into
mulch. The attachment is held by cables that can be rolled down and winched up a hillside, allowing for some
degree of directional aiming through the use of cables at each end. The gravity roller is filled with water to provide
the weight necessary to crush the vegetation, and cutting surfaces are arranged on the roller to resembile tire tread.
The “Brontosaurus” is a type of grinding machine with an articulated arm that tends to grind off woody material,
and in some cases shattering roots of shrubs, more than cutting them.
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8.3.5 Chipping

Chipping is often used following other treatment techniques
to treat larger cut material and reduces the size of materials
by passing them through a series of high-speed blades. The
result is chips or mulch, which is deposited into a truck bed or
on the ground in a pile or broadcast near the equipment. If
retained on site, spreading and redistribution of chipped
material is necessary. Spread chipped material on the ground
surface results in a compacted fuel structure that is less likely
to ignite and carry fire. Larger grinders, such as tub grinders,

Exhibit 9. Chipper.

can chip logs up to 24 inches in diameter.

8.3.6 Tree Removal

Tree removal is typically accomplished using chain saws, but may be accomplished with feller-bunchers. Yarding
equipment (described below) is then used for transporting cut material to a landing or staging area. Tree removal
can be selective (removing individual trees within a stand and retaining others) or broad (removing all trees in a
stand or portion thereof). Selective tree removal is used to reduce vertical and horizontal continuity between

Exhibit 10. Tree being removed in segments.

retained trees and in shaded fuel breaks. The created
spacing minimizes the potential for crown fire transition
(upward movement of fire from the ground into tree
canopies) and crown fire spread (horizontal movement of fire
from tree canopy to tree canopy). Broad tree removal is not
proposed in this VMP.

Chain saws are typically used to cut and drop trees to the
ground and then de-limb and cut (buck) them into smaller
lengths. Feller-bunchers are mechanized pieces of equipment
used to harvest or remove trees in a short period of time.
Because they tend to be less selective in their application,
they are typically not used in areas where tree retention is
identified as a treatment standard. While feller-bunchers
typically have a 24-inch- to 30-inch-diameter limit for the size
of trees that they can remove and can create a large amount

of debris requiring removal for further treatment, they generally reduce the amount of skidding and on-site soil
disturbance. Following their use, treatment of residual material is typically performed using hand labor techniques.

Tree removal activities require the establishment of a flat landing area, which is an area of land used during
operations to sort, store, and load logs onto trucks or to chip them into mulch. Material is yarded to the landing(s),

as described below.
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8.3.6.1 Yarding

Yarding is the process of transporting cut trees, or portions thereof, from their cut location to a landing or staging area
for subsequent treatment or transport off site. Tractor-based yarding involves the use of tractors to pull logs to a
landing area where they can be reduced to debris and distributed, or sorted, stacked, and hauled away as logs or
chips. Tractor-based yarding on steep slopes can leave significant scars where chains and logs drag along the ground
surface, increasing the potential for erosion and compaction and requiring additional treatment to remediate the soil
surface. Tractor-based yarding is best suited for flatter areas to minimize the potential for erosion. The use of a feller-
buncher in combination with tractor yarding may be appropriate in larger treatment areas; however, the mobilization
costs with such equipment may preclude its use on treatment areas less than 5 acres in size.

Cable yarding involves the use of cables to move cut and felled trees to a landing or staging area. Equipment is set
up on flat areas and cables strung up or down slopes to transport materials along skid trails. This technique results
in less soil disturbance/compaction and therefore less potential for erosion and sedimentation. Cable yarding is
preferable on steeper slopes (greater than 35%). The technical layout and machinery used in cable yarding has a
sizable effect on the system capabilities. The yarder used should have drums and an interlock system, and should
include a mechanical slack pulling carriage, where feasible. These are means by which good control of the logs can
be gained. Tractor systems, as described above, may be needed to reduce potential ground disturbance where
deflection is insufficient. While compaction and ground disturbance overall should be reduced when using a cable
yarding system, there may be spots requiring post-treatment remediation to fill in cuts and gouges in the ground
surface to minimize soil erosion potential.

Helicopter yarding uses helicopters to lift and transport trees from the treatment area to landings/staging areas.
Helicopter yarding allows for increased selectivity of targeted materials as ground-based crews identify which trees
are removed. This technique is suitable in areas with significant slopes. Helicopter yarding requires very large
landing areas and equipment and personnel costs can be expensive. Noise impacts resulting from this technique
should be evaluated prior to use.

8.3.7 Fire and Fuel Breaks

Firebreaks are areas of land where all vegetation has been

removed and bare soil remains, thereby creating a non-  Exhibit 11. Fire break between oak woodland
burnable area to stop fire spread or facilitate firefighting and chaparral.
operations (e.g., backfiring). Responding agencies typically

attempt to minimize impacts to sensitive resources when

fighting fires in wildlands, and where feasible, fires are

allowed to run to natural firebreaks, including trails and

roads. These locations may serve as a defensive position for

firefighting. Creating firebreaks can have impacts to soil

stability, drainage, and weed establishment, as described

previously in Section 8.3.1, Grading.

Fuel breaks, including shaded fuel breaks, are areas of land
where vegetation has been treated to slow the spread of a
fire or reduce the likelihood of crown fire transition. For fuel breaks in shrub-dominated vegetation types, mosaic
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thinning is applied to provide horizontal spacing between retained shrubs or shrub groupings. For fuel breaks in
tree-dominated vegetation types (shaded fuel breaks), clearance pruning and dripline thinning are applied to
provide horizontal and vertical spacing between retained trees and tree groupings and understory vegetation.

Firebreaks and fuel breaks can enhance fire control efforts. Though not intended to stop fire spread (strong winds
can blow embers across fire and fuel breaks), these features can provide areas of lower fireline intensities,
improved firefighter access, and enhanced fireline production rates. To the extent practicable, the creation and
dimensions of firebreaks and fuel breaks should take into account the most recent available data and realistic
expectations on ignition sources, drought conditions, types of fires (e.g., crown fires), potential fire behavior, number
of nearby structures, etc.

8.3.8 Prescribed Fire

Prescribed fires reduce the volume of fuel through combustion and are conducted under specific regulations when
conditions permit both adequate combustion and proper control. This technique can be used to burn piles of cut
vegetation (pile burns), or over a designated prepared area (broadcast burn). Both broadcast and pile burning are
often implemented in conjunction with hand labor and mechanical treatment methods as a means of removing
vegetative debris, or in advance of an herbicide treatment to enhance the effectiveness of the application.

Broadcast burns are usually done in larger areas where a maximum amount of fuel treatment can take place and can
be used to control noxious weeds and treat cut material (slash) on the ground surface in areas treated by other
techniques, or reduce surface and/or ladder fuels beneath tree canopies in shaded fuel breaks. Treatment boundaries
are often roads, trails, or other non-burnable features, reducing the number of firebreaks that need to be created. This
approach reduces labor costs and preparation time, and minimizes soil disturbance and the potential for soil erosion.
Prescribed burns can be used in all vegetation types, where conditions allow for effective control.

Prescribed burning can be a cost-effective way to quickly reduce a large volume of woody material remaining after
other fuel treatment operations. A broadcast burn produces more uniform treatment and minimizes areas of great
burn intensity. Alternatively, tractors or hand crews can create piles of material on flat or gently sloping ground that
can be burned during very wet conditions (pile burn), although the volume of fuel in the piles can produce localized
heat which may impact adjacent retained vegetation.

An alternative to pile burning is the utilization of an air curtain burner. Air curtain burners allow for more complete
combustion of wood waste and were developed to reduce the particulate matter (PM), or smoke, which results from
burning. Using a technology called an "air curtain," the smoke particles are trapped and reburned, resulting in a
cleaner (less PM) burn. Air curtain burners may be available as a shared resource between OFD and other nearby
municipal or land management agencies and can be temporarily sited at work locations to facilitate wood waste
treatment.

10057-01

SEPTEMBER 2023NOVEMBER 2619 14



CITY OF OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA / SECOND REVISED DRAFT VEGETATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

Broadcast burning may occur throughout the year; however,
it is usually conducted during the late spring months when
the ground is still wet or during fall or winter after plants have
completed their yearly growth cycle and their moisture
content has declined. Spring burns are sometimes preferred
to ensure a greater measure of public safety; however, there
may be impacts to animal and plant reproduction. Fall burns
are more closely aligned with the natural fire cycle found in
California. Piles of vegetation may be burned any time after
the vegetation has dried. “Cool” burn prescriptions, using
techniques such as backfiring, chevron burning, and flank
firing, as well as timing the fires during periods of high
humidity and high fuel moisture content, typically results in
incomplete combustion; therefore, existing vegetation is

Exhibit 12. Prescribed fire in grass/
shrub vegetation.

Source: (NPS 2013) partially retained.

Hand held tools, such as drip torches, propane torches,
diesel flame-throwers, and fuses (flares), may be used for igniting prescribed fires. Mass ignition techniques may
include the use of terra-torches and heli-torches. These types of ignition devices release an ignited, gelled fuel
mixture onto the area to be treated. Helicopters may also be used to drop hollow polystyrene spheres containing
potassium permanganate that are injected with ethylene glycol immediately before ignition. The sphere ignition
method is best used for spot-firing projects in light fuels.

Prescribed burns must be conducted by trained fire protection personnel. Utilizing personnel and equipment from
neighboring fire districts provides the added benefit of joint training under prescribed rather than emergency
conditions. Timing is critical to the use of this treatment technique due to variances in weather conditions and the
necessity to time treatments to minimize impacts to plant and animal species. Fuel moisture content must be
determined to assess if the treatment area is safe to burn. There are typically more appropriate burn days in the
spring and early summer months when there is a greater chance of atmospheric conditions conducive to smoke
dilution and dispersion.

Prescribed burning requires proper planning and the development and approval of a prescription or burn plan, which
is typically developed by the local fire protection district in consideration of fuel reduction requirements, local weather
conditions, and available resources for fire management. The following sections summarize the planning needs for
implementing prescribed burns.

8.3.8.1 Prescribed Fire Tasks

The following describes the steps that must be completed prior to initiating prescribed fire activities.
Burn Plan/Prescription

Working with a fire management specialist, a site-specific prescription and burn plan is developed that establishes
goals and procedures for the prescribed burn. This plan takes into account the site characteristics and the likely
behavior of the fire, including the heat output, length of burn, best ignition sources and points, and optimal fire
control methods. Each characteristic is closely tied to the type, age, density, and condition of vegetation; the site’'s
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terrain; solar exposure; and local and prevailing wind patterns. The prescription identifies the limits of the burn
area, locations of control lines, acceptable fuel moisture ranges and weather conditions, and required personnel
and equipment.

Smoke Management Plan

Local and regional regulating agencies need to review the burn plan to identify potential environmental impacts
and develop mitigation measures. The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) also requires
preparation of a smoke management plan detailing the location of sensitive receptors and measures to be
implemented to maximize smoke dilution and minimize smoke production. Current air quality regulations within the
jurisdiction of the BAAQMD limit open burning; however, burning to reduce fire hazards, for management of forest
and rangelands, and to train fire protection personnel receives special accommodation under BAAQMD Regulation
5 (BAAQMD 20193). In addition to the preparation and approval of a smoke management plan, the BAAQMD
requires notification of the burn and that burning is conducted on a permissive burn day. The BAAQMD selects burn
days based on air quality, weather conditions, and wind patterns; provides the burn’s acreage allocation the
morning of the burn; and provides the “all clear” designation prior to initiation of the burn.

Pre-burn Site Preparation

Hand labor or mechanical treatment techniques are often conducted prior to initiation of a prescribed burn to
remove and treat larger material (trees, shrubs, slash). Treatment of larger material is done to reduce its size and
spatial arrangement and to remove ladder fuels that may allow for crown fire transition. Site preparation also
includes the establishment of fire lines needed to control the fire if they do not already exist. These fire lines are
typically constructed using bulldozers or by hand using scraping tools. Occasionally they are “burned in” with a strip
of fire under conditions that limit fire spread.

Burn Notification

Notifying the local or surrounding communities, local fire departments, media, and BAAQMD is an essential
component to avoid potential misinterpretation of the prescribed burn as a wildfire. Notification to interested and
affected parties and the media are also repeated the day of the prescribed burn. Printed materials or interpretive
signs are made available at the site and distributed to neighboring communities explaining the reason for the
prescribed burn, the type of burn being conducted, and the intended result of the prescribed burn. Prescribed fires
generate high levels of public safety concerns over the chance of fire escape from control lines, and the rapid
distribution rate of smoke, ash, and particulate matter may raise additional concerns from the public many miles
downwind from the actual burn site.

Post-Burn Follow-up and Evaluation

Following completion of the prescribed burn, the results are evaluated to determine if the need exists for additional
treatment based on established goals. Additional treatment methods may include hand labor or mechanical
treatment of unburned or partially burned materials. Follow-up and evaluation efforts may occur from 1 to 2 years
after the burn to identify needs for additional vegetation treatment or site-remediation needs.
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8.3.9 History of Mechanical Treatment Use in the Plan Area

OFD has historically used some of the mechanical techniques identified in the previous sections in portions of the
Plan Area to manage vegetation for fire hazard reduction purposes. Mechanical equipment is used on an as-needed
basis to grade or disk fire trails, reduce ladder fuels (e.g., small tree removal), control highly flammable/rapidly
spreading species, reduce surface fuels (e.g., mowing grasses), chip and spread trimmings and down material, thin
vegetation, and maintain fuel loads. OFD has not use prescribed fire (broadcast or pile burning) in the Plan Area
due to smoke/air quality permitting requirements. Mechanical techniques are also used in concert with hand labor
treatment efforts. Due to mechanical equipment limitations, areas such as steep bare hillsides that are prone to
erosion are avoided, and plants identified for retention are protected.

8.3.10  Best Management Practices for Mechanical Techniques

The following BMPs should be implemented, where feasible, when utilizing mechanical vegetation management
techniques. In all circumstances, equipment should be utilized only for its intended use. Additional BMPs are
provided in Section 10.

Heavy Equipment Use
The following practices should be implemented when using heavy equipment for vegetation management activities:

= Utilize low ground-pressure equipment, to the extent feasible;

= Ensure equipment operators and project personnel are properly trained in equipment use;

= |nstall waterbreaks as described in Section 10.1 for graded or disked areas that are not otherwise stabilized;
= Ensure that vehicles and equipment arrive at the treatment area clean and weed-free;

= Control fugitive dust resulting from equipment use by watering disturbed areas;

= Protect retained trees and vegetation from potential damage resulting from heavy equipment use;

=  To minimize soil disturbance, leave stumps from removed trees and shrubs intact, with stump heights not
exceeding 6 inches, as measured from the uphill side;

= Limit the size and quantity of equipment to that which is necessary to meet the identified vegetation
management standard;

= Regrade or recontour any areas subject to soil disturbance from heavy equipment, including dragging or
skidding of trees or other material;

= Avoid heavy equipment use on unstable slope areas, slopes with gradients exceeding 65%, slopes with
gradients between 50% and 65% where the erosion hazard rating is high or extreme, or slopes with
gradients over 50% that lead without flattening to sufficiently dissipate water flow and trap sediment before
reaching a stream or other water resource. The procedure for determining erosion hazard rating is
presented in Section 10.1;

= Service and fuel heavy equipment only in areas that will not allow grease, oil, fuel, or other hazardous
materials to pass into streams or retained vegetation;

= Remove from the site and properly dispose of all refuse, litter, trash, and non-vegetative debris resulting from
vegetation treatment operations, and other activity in connection with vegetation treatment operations;

= Ensure that hazardous materials spill kits are available on all heavy equipment.
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Yarding

For cable yarding, install, operate, and maintain cable lines so that retained trees will not incur unreasonable
damage. Retained trees should not be used for rub trees, corner blocks, rigging, or other cable ties unless effectively
protected from damage.

Tree Removal

To the fullest extent possible and with due consideration given to topography, lean of trees, utility lines, local
obstructions, and safety factors, trees should be felled away from streams, sensitive biological resources areas,
and retained trees. Cabling, sectional removal, or other felling techniques should also be employed, where feasible,
to minimize impacts to streams, sensitive biological resource areas, and retained trees.

Fire Safety

During operations that involve the use of any vehicle, machine, tool, or equipment powered by an internal
combustion engine operated on hydrocarbon fuels, provide and maintain suitable and serviceable tools for
firefighting purposes. Equipment should be located at a point accessible in the event of a fire and should include
one backpack pump-type fire extinguisher filled with water, two axes, two McLeod fire tools, and a sufficient number
of shovels so that each employee at the operation can be equipped to fight fire. Also, ensure that all equipment
with an internal combustion engine using hydrocarbon fuels is equipped with a spark arrestor, as defined in
California Public Resources Code Section 4442,

8.4 Chemical Techniques

Chemical techniques involve the use of herbicides to kill vegetation or prevent growth and are typically used in
combination with other types of fuel reduction treatments. Herbicides do not remove any vegetation from a
treatment area; therefore, dead plant material remains unless otherwise treated. Application of herbicides and
other chemicals is typically performed by hand, and can include sponging, spraying, or dusting chemicals onto
undesirable vegetation. Hand application provides flexibility in application and is ideally suited for small treatment
areas. Roadside application of herbicides may employ a boom affixed to or towed behind a vehicle.

Herbicide application requires specific storage, training, and licensing to ensure proper and safe use, handling, and
storage. Only personnel with the appropriate license are allowed to use chemicals to treat vegetation. Herbicide
application is also only applied per a prescription prepared by a licensed pest control advisor. Personal protection
equipment is essential to limit personnel exposure to chemicals, and includes long pants and long-sleeved shirts,
gloves, safety goggles, hard hats, sturdy boots, face masks, and, in some instances, respirators.

8.4.1 Herbicides

The application of herbicides may be used on its own or as a secondary vegetation treatment technique following
manual (hand labor) or mechanical removal for controlling sprout growth and regeneration. The advantage of
herbicide treatments is that they typically result in high Kill rates, and can prevent treated plants from setting seed.
Thus, in the long run, targeted plants are eliminated as their “seed bank” is eventually eliminated. Some
disadvantages include the necessity of applicators to be trained and then licensed by the State of California, the
cost of application and safety equipment, the cost of the herbicide itself, the potential to affect non-target vegetation
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and/or wildlife, and public concern regarding potential health impacts from herbicide use. In spite of these
disadvantages, herbicides, or herbicides in combination with hand/mechanical removal, are the most widely used
and effective techniques for controlling certain types of vegetation.

Herbicides are broadly classified into two basic types: pre-emergent and post-emergent. Pre-emergent herbicides
are sprayed directly onto the ground and prevent plants from germinating and/or growing. As such, they have a
larger potential to impact seeds of desired species remaining in the soil, and often have longer persistence times
in the environment. Post-emergent herbicides are applied directly onto the plants, often during the early phases of
their growth, Killing them before they have the chance to mature and set seed. With proper equipment and training,
herbicides can be applied selectively, minimizing impacts to seeds of desired species residing in the soil. However,
should the target vegetation be intermixed with growing desired vegetation, the chance of affecting desired
vegetation would be increased.

Different plants vary in their response to any particular herbicide, and can also vary in their response
depending upon in which stage of their life cycle the herbicide is applied. Herbicides applied during the
“bolting” phase (when flowing stalks are being produced) may have greater Kill rates than the same chemical
applied during the rosette stage or the flowering stage. Some herbicides are specific to particular groups of
plants (e.g., Fusillade affects only grasses), while others can kill nearly all kinds of plants. Still others are
permitted for use in California, while others are not. Systemic herbicides (as opposed to contact herbicides)
are likely the most effective for control of highly flammable/rapidly spreading species due to their ability to
spread via translocation into root tissue.

Herbicide application should be used following removal of all tree and other perennial species that have the ability
to regenerate from root fragments when removal of all plant material is not feasible. Herbicide use should be limited
to localized applications rather than foliar applications to eliminate the possibility of drift and impacts to neighboring
desirable vegetation. A wide range of herbicides are available for such types of treatment. Herbicide labels and
material safety data sheets list susceptible target plant species and provide proper direction in the use and handling
of the products. Herbicides should be applied in accordance with state and federal law.

8.4.2 Cut and Daub

Cut and daub treatment is recommended for larger highly flammable/rapidly spreading plants, such as large trees
and shrubs, to control regrowth and Kill the portion of the plant remaining belowground. Cut and daub involves the
cutting of plant stalks or trunks and then the direct application of an appropriate systemic herbicide directly to the
cambium layer of the freshly cut stump or stem. Other related methods include drill and fill, where holes are drilled
into the trunk of a tree and herbicide is injected, or the glove method, where an herbicide-soaked glove is used to
apply directly to plant foliage or freshly cut stumps. It is critical that the herbicide treatment occur immediately after
the plants are severed so that the herbicide is carried into the plant tissue. If enough time elapses to allow the cut
surface of the severed plant to dry out, a fresh cut should be made prior to herbicide application.

8.4.3 History of Chemical Treatment Use in the Plan Area

On April 5, 2005, the City adopted Resolution 79133 which directed the preparation of the appropriate
environmental review documents consistent with CEQA for evaluating a limited exemption to the City’s Integrated
Pest Management policy for the selective use of glyphosate (in formulations such as Round-up or Rodeo) and
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triclopyr (in formulations such as Garlon and Pathfinder) for managing vegetation for wildfire hazard reduction
purposes in the City’s VHFHSZ. No environmental review was completed; therefore, OFD has not used herbicides
for vegetation management on City-owned property or along roadsides in the Plan Area.

8.4.4 Best Management Practices for Chemical Techniques

The following BMPs should be implemented, where feasible, when utilizing chemical vegetation management
techniques. In all circumstances, equipment should be utilized only for its intended use. Additional BMPs are
provided in Section 10.

= Herbicide use should be considered only when other treatment techniques are determined to be infeasible
or ineffective in achieving desired management and maintenance standards;

= QOFD should consult with a state-licensed pest control advisor and/or the Alameda County agricultural
commissioner to identify the appropriate site-specific herbicide application approach to meet vegetation
management standards;

= The timing of herbicide applications should be considered to minimize impacts to adjacent retained
vegetation and nearby resources (typically between June 15 and November 15, with a potential extension
through December 31 or until local rainfall greater than 0.5 inches is forecasted within a 24-hour period
from planned application);

=  Only herbicides and surfactants that have been approved for aquatic use by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency and are registered for use by the California Department of Pesticide Regulation should
be used for aquatic vegetation control work;

= Herbicide application should be consistent with Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act label
instructions and use conditions issued by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, California Department
of Pesticide Regulation, and the Alameda County agricultural commissioner;

= The lowest recommended rate to achieve vegetation management objectives of both herbicides and
surfactants should be utilized to achieve desired control;

= Anindicator dye should be added to the tank mix to help the applicator identify areas that have been treated
and better monitor the overall application;

= No application to plants whose base is submerged in stream channels should occur;
= Safe procedures for transporting, mixing, and loading herbicides should be followed; and
= The use of foliar (spray) applications should be minimized, prioritizing localized or direct applications.
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9 Vegetation Management and
Maintenance Standards and Areas

This section outlines vegetation management and maintenance standards by dominant vegetation type, specific
recommendations for key areas, and the procedures for identifying and planning annual vegetation treatment
operations. The vegetation treatment techniques presented in Section 8 are the practices and actions used to
modify or remove vegetation, while the vegetation management and maintenance standards presented below are
the measurable guidelines to achieve the desired vegetation condition to reduce the fire hazard.

9.1 Vegetation Management and
Maintenance Standards

Vegetation management for fire hazard reduction is an ongoing, cyclical process. Given the dynamic nature of
vegetation, a single management prescription cannot be assigned to any location and be effective in perpetuity.
Additionally, management prescriptions intended for initial treatments may differ from those intended for
maintenance of the same area. Therefore, the management and maintenance standards presented in this section
are derived from the principles of vegetation management for fire hazard reduction and have been broken down by
dominant vegetation community/land cover type (grassland/herbaceous, brush/scrub, tree/woodland/forest, and
other combustible material). Certain vegetation community/land cover types found in the Plan Area (freshwater
emergent wetland and urban) do not present a wildfire hazard due to high moisture levels or noncombustible
condition. Therefore, management standards have not been developed for these types of vegetation communities.

This “dynamic approach” allows the vegetation management techniques outlined in the previous section to be
selected based on the needs of each management area as conditions change over time. The management and
maintenance standards outlined in this section are intended to modify fuel arrangements to reduce the potential
for ignitions, rapid fire spread, crown fires, and extreme fire behavior. These standards have been developed to
reduce fuel loads, eliminate fire ladders, disrupt the horizontal continuity of vegetation, minimize ignition potential,
and prioritize retention of fire-resistant plants.

During annual work plan development, OFD will identify the appropriate vegetation management technique for a
given area such that the treatment standards identified below can be achieved. As noted, the application of
vegetation management techniques will be influenced by site features (e.g., slope, access, treatment area size)
and the condition of vegetation at the time of inspection.

9.1.1 Principles of Vegetation Management to Reduce
Fire Hazard

The vegetation management and maintenance standards presented in this section are intended to reduce fire hazard
by rearranging and maintaining the spatial distribution of fuels. As noted by Reinhardt et al. (2008), all vegetation will
burn, given the right conditions. Therefore, the goal of fuel treatment is not to remove all vegetation, but to minimize
the potential for ignitions, crown fires, and extreme fire behavior by reducing fuel loads and altering the structure,
composition, and spacing (horizontal and vertical) of retained vegetation. This goal also emphasizes the difference
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between fuel and biomass. In general, fuels are smaller in diameter, have low fuel moisture content (dead/dying
plants or plant parts), are easily ignitable, and facilitate fire spread. Alternatively, biomass is typically larger, healthier
vegetation which is retained and provided adequate spacing to minimize potential ignition and fire spread. To achieve
this, a combination of methods is necessary and dependent on vegetation type, structure, and condition.

In grass-dominated vegetation types, management is intended to reduce vegetation height (e.g., mowing, grazing)
resulting in a shorter and more compact surface fuel layer that is less ignitable and less likely to sustain fire spread.
Implemented beneath shrub or tree canopies, such treatments also minimize the potential for surface to crown fire
transition. Management is also intended to maintain low fuel volumes in the land areas between shrub- and tree-
dominated vegetation types.

In shrub-dominated vegetation types, management is intended to reduce surface fuel loading and flame lengths
and slow fire spread by increasing the horizontal spacing between retained shrubs. In areas beneath trees,
management is also intended to increase the vertical spacing between shrub and tree canopies to reduce the
potential for surface to crown fire transition. Removal or treatment (e.g., chipping) of dead material from shrub-
dominated types also reduces dead fuels loads, can assist in reaching spacing standards, and helps minimize the
growth of highly-ignitable grass/herbaceous vegetation.

In tree-dominated vegetation types, management is intended to increase the horizontal spacing between retained
trees to reduce the potential for crown fire spread. It is also intended to remove fuel ladders by increasing the
vertical spacing between surface fuels (shrubs, grasses) and tree canopies to reduce the potential for surface to
crown fire transition. Creating more fire resilient tree stands involves a three-part process of reducing surface fuels,
reducing ladder fuels (i.e., fuel that can facilitate fire spread from ground fuels into tree crowns), and reducing tree
crown density through crown thinning (USFS 2013). As noted by Nunamaker et al. (2007), surface and ladder fuels
should have the highest priority for management to reduce fire intensity, rate of spread, and crown fire potential.
Active crown fires are initiated with torching, but are ultimately sustained by the density of the overstory crowns.
Reduction in potential surface fire behavior plus an increase in canopy base height minimizes torching potential
(Agee and Skinner 2005).

Canopy thinning via selective removal of trees within a stand can achieve desired horizontal spacing between
retained tree canopies to minimize potential crown fire spread. Thinning from below, a technique in which trees are
removed from the lower forest/stand canopy, can reduce the severity and intensity of wildfires by reducing crown
bulk density and increasing crown base height (Graham et al. 1999). Thinning or removal of overstory trees can
result in higher mid-flame wind speeds and decreased fine fuel moisture, which can increase surface flame lengths,
resulting in crown fires and increased fire intensities. However, sufficient treatment of surface fuels (understory,
slash, and ladder fuels) results in a reduction in fire behavior sufficient to outweigh these effects (Graham et al.
1999; Agee and Skinner 2005). As described below in Section 9.1.4, one goal of these treatments is to create
stand conditions that function as a shaded fuel break. Table 8 summarizes the effects and advantages associated
with fuel management in tree-dominated vegetation types.
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Table 8. Principles of Fire Resistance to Tree-Dominated Vegetation Types

Reduce surface Reduces potential flame | Control easier; less torching Surface disturbance less with
fuels length fire than other techniques
Increase height to | Requires longer flame Less torching Opens understory; may allow
live crown length to begin torching surface wind to increase
Decrease crown Makes tree-to-tree crown | Reduces crown fire potential Surface wind may increase
density fire less probable and surface fuels may be
drier
Keep big trees of | Less mortality for same Generally restores historic Less economical; may keep
resistant species | fire intensity structure trees at risk of insect attack

Source: Agee and Skinner 2005

Another important factor in any vegetation management plan is the lifespan of fuel treatments (Reinhardt et al.
2008). Given the dynamic nature of vegetation, especially in the Plan Area, maintenance and routine annual
treatment of vegetation is a critical component for managing wildfire hazard. The vegetation management and
maintenance standards outlined in this section are intended to be implemented over the life of this VMP, as outlined
in Section 9.3, Property Assessment, Identification of Treatment Needs, and Work Plan Development.

9.1.2 Grassland/Herbaceous

This section outlines management and maintenance standards for grasses; other light, flashy fuels; and surface fuels
capable of igniting and carrying fire. Grassland/herbaceous fuels in the Plan Area are composed of the annual grassland
and perennial grassland vegetation community/land cover types. As described in Appendix B, perennial grassland
mapped in the Plan Area is characterized by perennial grass species, including purple needlegrass (Stipa pulchra), foothill
needlegrass (S. lepida) and blue wildrye (Elymus glaucus). Grass, other light, flashy, or surface fuels may be found within
other mapped vegetation communities/land cover types and should be treated to the standards outlined in this section.
The following management standards shall apply to grass/herbaceous fuels:

= Within 7530 feet of a habitable structure (within or outside of City-owned property), grasses (annual and
perennial), weeds, and thistles shall be treated such that heights do not exceed 3 inches. Avoid removal to
the mineral soil to minimize erosion;

= Beyond 7530 feet from a habitable structure, grasses (annual and perennial), weeds, and thistles shall be
treated such that heights do not exceed 18 inches, but it is recommended to cut grasses below 6 inches
in height;

= Cut grass may be left on the ground surface to protect soil as long as it does not exceed 6 inches in height;

= All dead or dying ground cover, vines, or other surface vegetation shall be removed or chipped and spread
on site;

= Al dead twigs, branches, or limbs from overstory shrubs and/or trees shall be removed or treated (e.g.,
chipped) and spread as a ground cover (mulch) on site;

= All mulch or chipped material shall be spread to a depth not to exceed 6 inches; and
= All material removed from the site shall be properly disposed of per City standards.
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9.1.3 Brush/Scrub

This section outlines management and maintenance standards for brush/scrub vegetation. Brush/scrub fuels in
the Plan Area are composed of the mixed chaparral and coastal scrub vegetation community/land cover types.
Brush/scrub vegetation is typically characterized by relatively open to dense woody shrub cover and may include
some scattered trees or clusters of trees. Brush/scrub fuels may be found within other mapped vegetation
communities/land cover types and should be treated to the standards outlined in this section. The following
management standards shall apply to brush/scrub fuels:

= All dead brush/scrub shall be removed;
= All dead and dying growth shall be removed from brush/scrub;

= |ndividual shrub crowns shall be horizontally separated from adjacent shrubs, shrub groupings, or trees by
at least two times the height of the shrub crown. Groupings of shrubs may be retained such that the
grouping does not exceed 8 feet in diameter. Shrub groupings shall be horizontally separated from adjacent
shrubs, shrub groupings, or trees by at least two times the height of the shrub crown;

=  Where brush/scrub is located within the dripline of an individual, isolated tree or small tree grouping, the
vertical separation between the top of the shrub and the lowest tree branch shall be at least three (3) times
the height of the shrub crown or 8 feet, whichever is greater;

= |ndividual, isolated pyrophytic trees located within brush/scrub stands shall be prioritized for removal,

= To minimize soil erosion potential, removed shrubs shall be cut at or near the ground surface and root
systems left intact;

= All vegetative material from brush/scrub removal or trimming shall be removed or treated (e.g., chipped)
and spread on site;

= All chipped material shall be spread to a depth no greater than 6 inches;
= All material removed from the site shall be properly disposed of per City standards; and

=  When brush/scrub removal is necessary to achieve the spacing standards outlined above, removal of
pyrophytic plants shall be prioritized over fire resistant plants.

9.1.4 Tree/Woodland/Forest

This section outlines management and maintenance standards for tree-dominated vegetation types.
Tree/woodland/forest fuels in the Plan Area are composed of the coast oak woodland, closed-cone pine-cypress,
eucalyptus, redwood, valley/foothill riparian, urban (acacia), and urban (mixed tree stand) vegetation community/
land cover types. Tree-dominated vegetation in the Plan Area varies from relatively open tree stands to dense stands
with relatively closed canopy cover. Trees or small clusters of trees may be found within other mapped vegetation
communities/land cover types and should be treated to the standards outlined in this section. The general
management standards outlined below shall apply to all tree-dominated fuel types and are intended to create stand
conditions that function as a shaded fuel break. A shaded fuel break is constructed in a forest setting where the
tree canopy is thinned to reduce the potential for a crown fire to move through the canopy and understory vegetation
is likewise thinned. The shade of the retained canopy helps reduce the potential for rapid re-growth of shrubs and
sprouting hardwoods and can reduce erosion (CAL FIRE 20422f9b). Type-specific standards providing additional
clarification are included in subsequent sections.
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9.1.4.1 General Standards

The following management standards shall apply to all tree-dominated fuel types:

All dead trees shall be removed;
All dead/dying growth and litter shall be removed from trees per Oakland Fire Code Section 4907.3.1.4;

Portions of tree crowns extending to within 10 feet of any structure shall be pruned to maintain a minimum
horizontal clearance of 10 feet;

Portions of tree crowns that extend within 10 feet of the outlet of a chimney shall be pruned to maintain a
minimum horizontal clearance of 10 feet;

Portions of tree crowns above roads shall be pruned to maintain 13.5 feet of vertical clearance above the
road surface (Oakland Fire Code Section 4907.5);

Where feasible, horizontal crown spacing should adhere to CAL FIRE’s current defensible space standards.
Crown spacing distances are subject to change in accordance with updated state or local regulations and will
be reviewed by OFD in alignment with VMP Section 12.4 (Adaptive Management);

Trees within 100 feet of habitable structures shall be pruned to remove limbs located less than 6 feet
above the ground surface (Oakland Fire Code Section 4907.3.1.3);

Where brush/scrub is located within the dripline of a tree, the vertical separation between the top of the
retained shrubs and the lowest tree branch shall be at least three (3) times the height of the retained shrub
crown or 8 feet, whichever is greater;

To minimize soil erosion potential, stumps from removed trees shall be left intact, with stump heights not
exceeding 6 inches (as measured from the uphill side);

All vegetative material from tree removal or trimming shall be removed or treated (e.g., chipped) and spread
on site (where necessary for erosion control, logs no smaller than 8 inches in diameter [small end] may be
retained on the soil surface);

All chipped material shall be spread to a depth no greater than 6 inches;
Where they exist, trail networks shall be maintained to facilitate access and to create breaks in surface fuels;
All material removed from the site shall be properly disposed of per City standards; and

When tree removal is necessary to achieve identified spacing standards, removal of pyrophytic plants shall
be prioritized over fire-resistant plants.

9.1.4.2 Specific Standards

The overall intent of the management and maintenance standards for tree/woodland/forest included in this section
is to reduce densities by thinning stands, promote retained tree trunk diameter growth, promote retained tree health
by reducing competition, retain ground surface shading through canopy retention, retain fire-resistive species, and
provide sufficient horizontal separation to minimize the potential for crown-to-crown fire spread. The result of
treatment in these vegetation types would be a shaded fuel break, as described above. In addition to the general
standards for tree/woodland/forest vegetation community/land cover types identified above, the following
management standards shall apply to specific tree-dominated vegetation types. The specific standards presented
below shall override general standards should conflicts exist.
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= Eucalyptus: Eucalyptus stands in the Plan Area include two primary types: mature and second-growth.
Mature stands are those that have not been cut and typically have larger, single-stem trees with
understories consisting of seedling/sapling eucalyptus trees, annual grasses, and eucalyptus tree litter
(leaves, branches, limbs, and streamer bark). OFD currently manages many of the mature eucalyptus
stands in the Plan Area to treat understory surface fuels. Second-growth stands are those that have been
previously cut or are characterized by their re-sprout growth form—multiple smaller stems (trunks)
originating from the cut stump (e.g., trees re-sprouted following the 1970-1971 freeze). This growth form
contributes to increased fire risk by creating dense, lower-growing canopies with reduced vertical clearance
from surface fuels (ladder fuels). The primary second-growth stand present in the Plan Area is located at
the North Oakland Regional Sports Field property. OFD does not currently manage the interior of this stand.
A discussion of fuel loading and the fire hazard presented by eucalyptus stands is presented in
Section 2.3.2. The following management standards apply to eucalyptus vegetation communities/land
cover types:

- Thin mature eucalyptus stands to reach an average 35-foot horizontal spacing between trunks. This
results in a post-treatment stand density of approximately 36 trees per acre. Prioritize retention of
healthy trees and remove all single-stem eucalyptus with trunk diameters measuring less than 108
inches. Remove trees that pose an unreasonable fire and/or life safety risk, the identification of the
tree and measure to be taken to be determined by a Certified Arborist, Licensed Forester, or Fire Safety
Expert;

- Thin second-growth eucalyptus stands to reach an average 25-foot spacing between trunks. This results in
a post-treatment stand density of approximately 108 trees per acre. Treat retained trees by removing all
but one, single dominant stem (trunk). Prioritize retention of healthy trees and remove all single-stem
eucalyptus with trunk diameters measuring less than 108 inches. Remove trees that pose an unreasonable
fire and/or life safety risk, the identification of the tree and measure to be taken to be determined by a
Certified Arborist, Licensed Forester, or Fire Safety Expert;

- Where small trees, shrubs, grasses, highly flammable/rapidly spreading species, and/or eucalyptus
seedlings/saplings/sprouts exist beneath tree canopies (surface fuels), the vertical separation
between the top of surface fuels and the lowest tree branch shall be at least three (3) times the height
of the surface fuels or 8 feet, whichever is greater. Where duff, mulch, or bare soil exists beneath tree
canopies, provide at least 8 feet of vertical clearance between the lowest tree branch and the
duff/mulch/soil surface;

- Remove loose/stringy bark from retained individual eucalyptus trees up to a height of 8 feet to minimize
crown fire transition (consistent with the Oakland Fire Code Section 4907.3.1.4);

- Implement treatment techniques to control sprout growth from cut stumps;

- Maintain duff layer at a depth no greater than 6 inches; and

- Prioritize retention of City protected and non-pyrophytic trees existing in eucalyptus stands and
incorporate them into the tree spacing standards identified above.

- Remove highly flammable species identified in Appendix D where they are found in this vegetation type.
These species can contribute to increased fuel loads and fire hazard, if not managed. The Weed
Workers’ Handbook (Appendix F) provides management techniques and BMPs for treating these
species and should be followed when managing these species in the Plan Area.

= Closed-Cone Pine-Cypress: Pine stands (primarily Monterey pine) in the Plan Area primarily occur as mature,
often dense stands and are often mixed with other tree species (eucalyptus (Eucalyptus spp.) or Monterey
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cypress (Cupressus macrocarpa)). Open stands exist and tend to have a well-developed understory of oaks,
California bays, poison oak, and blackberry. Scattered individual pines are also found within other
vegetation communities/land cover types. A discussion of fuel loading and the fire hazard presented by
pine stands is presented in Section 2.3.2. The following management standards apply to closed-cone pine-
cypress vegetation communities/land cover types:

Thin mature pine or cypress stands to reach an average 30-foot horizontal spacing between trunks.
This results in a post-treatment stand density of approximately 48 trees per acre. Prioritize retention of
healthy trees and remove all single-stem pines and cypress with trunk diameters measuring less than
8 inches. Remove trees that pose an unreasonable fire and/or life safety risk, with identification of tree
and measure to be taken to be determined by a Certified Arborist, Licensed Forester, or Fire Safety
Expert;

Where small trees, shrubs, grasses, invasive species, and/or pine/cypress seedlings/saplings exist
beneath tree canopies (surface fuels), the vertical separation between the top of surface fuels and the
lowest tree branch shall be at least three (3) times the height of the surface fuels or 8 feet, whichever is
greater. Where duff, mulch, or bare soil exists beneath tree canopies, provide at least 8 feet of vertical
clearance between the lowest tree branch and the duff/mulch/soil surface;

Maintain duff layer at a depth no greater than six (6) inches; and

Prioritize retention of City protected and non-pyrophytic trees existing in pine stands and incorporate them
into the tree spacing standards identified above.

Remove highly flammable species identified in Appendix D where they are found in this vegetation type.
These species can contribute to increased fuel loads and fire hazard, if not managed. Appendix F
provides management techniques and BMPs for treating these species and should be followed when
managing these species in the Plan Area.

= Urban (Acacia) and Urban (Mixed Tree Stand): Acacia trees (Acacia spp.) (primarily blackwood acacia) in
the Plan Area primarily occur as mature, often dense stands or shrub-like thickets and are also mixed with
other tree species (oak, redwood, eucalyptus). Scattered individual acacia trees are also found within other
vegetation communities/land cover types. A discussion of fuel loading and the fire hazard presented by
acacia trees is presented in Section 2.3.2. The following management standards apply to the urban (acacia)
and urban (mixed tree stand) vegetation communities/land cover types:

Thin acacia-dominated stands to reach an average 35-foot horizontal spacing between trunks. This
results in a post-treatment stand density of approximately 36 trees per acre. Prioritize retention of
healthy trees;

Where small trees, shrubs, grasses, other invasive species, and/or acacia seedlings/saplings/sprouts
exist beneath other mature, tree canopies, the vertical separation between the top of surface fuels and
the lowest tree branch shall be at least three (3) times the height of the surface fuels or 8 feet,
whichever is greater. Where duff, mulch, or bare soil exists beneath tree canopies, provide at least 8
feet of vertical clearance between the lowest tree branch and the duff/mulch/soil surface;

Implement treatment techniques to control sprout growth from cut stumps;
Maintain duff layer at a depth no greater than 6 inches; and

Prioritize retention of City protected and non-pyrophytic trees existing in urban (acacia) and urban (mixed
tree stand) vegetation types and incorporate them into the tree spacing standards identified above.
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- Remove highly flammable species identified in Appendix D where they are found in this vegetation type.
Appendix F provides management techniques and BMPs for treating these species and should be
followed when managing these species in the Plan Area.

Oak Woodland: Coast oak woodland in the Plan Area includes a mix of tree species such as coast live oak,
California bay, buckeye (Aesculus californica), interior live oak (Quercus wislizeni), canyon live oak (Q.
chrysolepis), and madrone (Arbutus menziesii). Less dense stands with relatively open canopies may
include grass or brush/scrub understories, while dense stands with closed canopies typically include only
duff or leaf litter in the understory. A discussion of fuel loading and the fire hazard presented by oak
woodlands is presented in Section 2.3.2. The following management standards apply to oak woodland
vegetation communities/land cover types:

- In mature, closed-canopy oak woodlands with duff/leaf litter understories, the vertical separation
between the top of surface fuels and the lowest tree branch shall be at least 3 feet. Where such stands
abut brush/scrub vegetation communities/land cover types, provide horizontal spacing between the
outward oak canopy edge and the nearest shrub equal to three (3) times the adjacent shrub height;

- In more open oak woodlands with brush/scrub or grass understories, the vertical separation between
the top of surface fuels and the lowest tree branch shall be at least three (3) times the height of the
surface fuels. Encourage development of a dense tree canopy by prioritizing removal/treatment of
understory shrubs/grass rather than pruning tree canopies;

- Maintain duff layer at a depth no greater than 3 inches;
- Remove individual eucalyptus, pine, or acacia trees from within oak woodlands; and

- Remove highly flammable species identified in Appendix D where they are found in this vegetation type.
Appendix F provides management techniques and BMPs for treating these species and should be
followed when managing these species in the Plan Area.

Redwood: Redwood vegetation communities/land cover types present relatively low fire hazard. Redwood
forests in the Plan Area typically have dense canopy cover. A discussion of fuel loading and the fire hazard
presented by redwood vegetation communities is presented in Section 2.3.2. The following management
standards apply to redwood vegetation communities/land cover types:

- In mature, closed-canopy redwood stands with duff/leaf litter understories, the vertical separation
between the top of surface fuels and the lowest tree branch shall be at least 3 feet. Young redwood
crown sprouts and sapling growth should be thinned to achieve this standard. Where such stands abut
brush/scrub vegetation communities/land cover types, provide horizontal spacing between the
outward oak canopy edge and the nearest shrub equal to three (3) times the adjacent shrub height;

- In more open redwood stands where small trees, shrubs, grasses, invasive species, and/or redwood
seedlings/saplings exist beneath tree canopies (surface fuels), the vertical separation between the top
of surface fuels and the lowest tree branch shall be at least three (3) times the height of the surface
fuels. Encourage development of a dense tree canopy by prioritizing removal/treatment of understory
shrubs, grass, or young redwood crown sprouts/seedlings rather than pruning tree canopies;

- Young redwood crown sprouts and sapling growth should be thinned. Retain three (3) sprouts (trunks)
per stump;

- Maintain duff layer at a depth no greater than 3 inches; and

- Remove individual eucalyptus, pine, or acacia trees from within redwood vegetation communities;
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9.1.5

Remove highly flammable species identified in Appendix D where they are found in this vegetation type.
Appendix F provides management techniques and BMPs for treating these species and should be
followed when managing these species in the Plan Area.

Maintain closed tree canopy to shade out understory ladder fuels.

Riparian: Similar to redwood forest, riparian vegetation communities/land cover types present relatively
low fire hazard due to year-round high moisture levels. Riparian forests in the Plan Area typically have dense
canopy cover and are located along creeks and drainages. A discussion of fuel loading and the fire hazard
presented by riparian vegetation communities is presented in Section 2.3.2. The following management
standards apply to riparian vegetation communities/land cover types:

Minimize vegetation management activities in riparian areas and target the removal/treatment of
downed tree and leaf litter material outside of the stream channel;

Target ladder fuel treatment at the edge of riparian woodlands where they abut other vegetation
communities/land cover types. In these areas, the vertical separation between the top of surface fuels
and the lowest tree branch shall be at least 3 feet. Provide horizontal spacing between the outward
canopy edge and the nearest shrub equal to three (3) times the adjacent shrub height;

Remove highly flammable species identified in Appendix D where they are found in this vegetation type.
Appendix F provides management techniques and BMPs for treating these species and should be
followed when managing these species in the Plan Area.

Maintain closed tree canopy to shade out understory ladder fuels.

Other Combustible Material

Other combustible material, including, but not limited to, debris, trash, or yard waste that is placed, left, or deposited
in the Plan Area should be removed or chipped and spread according to the standards outlined above. Any material
removed from the Plan Area should be properly disposed of per City standards.

10057-01
SEPTEMBER 2023NOVEMBER 2619

129



CITY OF OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA / SECOND REVISED DRAFT VEGETATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

9.2 Current and Recommended Treatments for
Specific Areas

The  previous sections identified vegetation

management standards by dominant vegetation type. Exhibit 13. Urban/residential parcel - eucalyptus
Given the variability of site characteristics and parcel ~ Stand with treated understory.

sizes across the Plan Area, general recommendations

and site-specific projects are warranted for some

areas, or portions thereof, as presented in the following

sections. The City-owned parcels and roadsides in the

Plan Area have been categorized based on size,

location, and similar characteristics, as summarized in

the following sections. The following sections also

summarize existing vegetation management activities

being implemented by the City along with vegetation

management actions and projects recommended

under this VMP. This section also includes references

to priority treatment areas (Priority 1, 2, and 3), which

are defined in Section 9.3.3 and shown in Figures 6.1

through 6.10. A visual analysis of recommended

treatments for select areas was conducted, with the results presented in Appendix G. The role of volunteer and
stewardship groups in managing vegetation in City parks is addressed in Section 11.2. Finally, detailed vegetation
type acreages and implementation and maintenance costs for identified projects are presented in Appendix H.

9.2.1 Urban and Residential Parcels

Urban and residential parcels are those which are generally smaller than 1 acre in size and are distributed
throughout the Plan Area. In some cases, multiple adjacent parcels are owned by the City. Urban and residential
parcels are mapped as the following vegetation communities/land cover types: annual grassland (2.4 acres),
closed-cone pine-cypress (8.9 acres), coastal oak woodland (18.4 acres), coastal scrub (2.4 acres), eucalyptus
(10.7 acres), redwood (0.2 acres), urban (7.9 acres), and urban (acacia) (0.2 acres). Current management
practices for these parcels includes manual treatment of vegetation, often under contract to private contractors.
Current vegetation management on these parcels is focused on reducing ladder fuels, controlling invasive
species (e.g., broom), reducing surface fuels (e.g., grasses, weeds, down material), maintaining fuel loads, and
pruning tree canopies through the use of hand labor or mechanical techniques. Grazing has also been conducted
on urban and residential parcels, primarily where multiple City-owned parcels abut each other, creating a larger
area for treatment.

All urban and residential parcels fall entirely or largely within the 100-foot buffer from existing structures and are
therefore considered Priority 1 treatment areas (as defined in Section 9.3.3). It is recommended that these parcels
continue to be maintained according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Table 9 summarizes the quantity,
size, and acreage of the urban and residential parcels in the Plan Area. The locations of urban and residential
parcels are presented in Figures 5.1 through 5.10.
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Table 9. Urban and Residential Parcels within the Plan Area

<0.1 acres 34 1.2
0.1to0 0.5 acres 90 19.0
0.5t0 1.0 acres 15 10.2
1.0to 1.5 acres 7 8.4
1.51t0 2.0 acres 3 5.4
2.0to 2.1 acres 3 7.0

Total: 152 51.2

The following specific project has been identified for Urban and Residential Parcels:

= URB-1: Maintain vegetation within the entirety of all urban and residential parcels according to the standard
outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 47.5 acres, accounting for non-vegetated areas within urban
parcels. Priority 1.
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9.2.2 Canyon Areas

Canyon areas are collections of multiple adjacent parcels that are situated within and along canyons and drainages
in the Plan Area. Four canyon areas have been identified in the Plan Area, and current and recommended vegetation
management practices are presented for each in the following sections. The locations of canyon area parcels are
presented in Figure 5.

9.2.2.1 Garber Park

Garber Park is collectively 14.3 acres in size and is  Exhibit 14. Garber Park - oak woodland understory.
situated primarily along the south side of Claremont

Avenue at the bottom of Claremont Canyon. The park
primarily consists of a north-facing slope and is
mapped as the following vegetation communities/
land cover types: coast oak woodland (13.4 acres),
eucalyptus (0.7 acres), and freshwater emergent
wetland (0.1 acre). Scatted eucalyptus, acacia, and
pine trees are present within the mapped coast oak
woodland. Garber Park Stewards and the Claremont
Canyon Conservancy are active in vegetation
management efforts in Garber Park.

Given its position within the lower part of the canyon

and its north-facing slope, fuel moistures are typically

high and fire hazard low. However, conditions in

Garber Park may be very dry during the late summer

and fall, depending on annual rainfall. The plant pathogen SOD is known to be present in Garber Park (UC Berkeley
2019), increasing the potential for dead oak trees to be present in this park. Downed tree branches and other
woody debris located in gullies and on slopes in the park are a fire hazard. Fire behavior modeling resulted in no
extreme fire behavior in Garber Park. Current management practices are limited to flashy fuel (e.g., grasses, weeds)
treatment along Claremont Avenue to minimize ignition potential through the use of hand labor or mechanical
techniques. A portion of the park falls within the 100-foot buffer from existing nearby residential structures,
although treatment to 100 feet is not recommended due to the site’s low fire hazard, except as noted below.

Park steward led maintenance projects have occurred in the following areas in Garber Park: the Fireplace plaza,
Bob’s Place (on both sides of Harwood Creek), the Claremont Avenue entrance and Fern Glade near this entrance,
and maintenance of the trail system through hand labor. Local park stewards and OFD should coordinate with each
other as needed, prior to any planned vegetation management activities so as to clarify management objectives, specific
vegetation management activities, the timing of work activities, and other details. Please see Section 11.2 which
describes the recommended communication and coordination protocol between OFD and local stewardship groups.

The following recommendations were developed in consultation with the Garber Park Stewards to manage vegetation
and reduce the fire risk at Garber Park:
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General vegetation management recommendations to reduce the fire risk in Garber Park include

= Maintain the existing trail networks to facilitate access and to create breaks in surface vegetation;

= Clear downed wood and other debris from gullies and remove dead limbs.

More specific recommendations to reduce the fire risk in Garber Park include the following projects:

=  GAR-1: Manage vegetation along adjacent roadside (Claremont Avenue) and near trailheads/entry points
to minimize ignition potential. Treatment width should be based on field observations, but not to exceed
30 feet. Specifically, trees hanging down on powerlines are a fire hazard and should be prioritized for
treatment. At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals 1.3 acres. Priority 1.

= GAR-2: Manage vegetation within 10 feet of the south and east property boundary line to facilitate
firefighter access according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.5 acres.

Priority 1.

= GAR-3: To manage fuel loading rates, remove eucalyptus trees from two locations along the southern park
boundary, retaining non-pyrophytic trees. Treatment area equals 0.7 acres. Priority 3.

9.2.2.2 Dimond Canyon Park

Dimond Canyon Park is collectively 74.7 acres in size
and is situated along Sausal Creek, south of State
Route 13. The park includes the creek channel and
some upland areas and is mapped as the following
vegetation communities/land cover types: coast oak
woodland (50.5 acres), coastal scrub (0.3 acres),
eucalyptus (1.3 acres), redwood (5.5 acres), and urban
(17.1 acres). It is primarily surrounded by residential
development, with Park Boulevard forming its
boundary in the northeast corner and Monterey
Boulevard forming its boundary along the north.
Leimert Boulevard and El Centro Avenue also bisect the
park. Dimond Canyon Park includes both the
undeveloped areas north of El Centro Avenue and the
more developed Dimond Park.

The Friends of Dimond Park and the Friends of Sausal
Creek stewardship groups are active in vegetation

Exhibit 15. Dimond Canyon Park - riparian vegetation.

management efforts in Dimond Canyon Park. Friends of Sausal Creek have conducted several projects along Sausal
Creek in Dimond Canyon. Local park stewards and OFD should coordinate with each other as needed, prior to any
planned vegetation management activities so as to clarify management objectives, specific vegetation management
activities, the timing of work activities, and other details. Please see Section 11.2 which describes the recommended
communication and coordination protocol between OFD and local stewardship groups.

Given its position along Sausal Creek, fuel moistures along the lower portions of the park are typically high and fire
hazard low. Drier and more hazardous conditions exist in the park’s upland areas. Two fires have occurred within
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Dimond Canyon within the past three-six years. Be
represent-apotentiat-firehazard—Fire behavior modeling resulted in primarily surface fire throughout the property,
although small pockets of active crown fire were modeled in the coastal oak woodland area along Park Boulevard with
grass/shrub understory and in a few small areas within the drainage with high slope gradients. Current management
practices are limited to roadside treatment along Park Boulevard and Monterey Boulevard through the use of hand
labor or mechanical techniques. Much of the park falls within the 100-foot buffer from existing structures, although
treatment to 100 feet is not recommended due to lower fire hazard and the proximity to Sausal Creek.

The following recommendations were developed in consultation with the Friends of Sausal Creek and Friends of Dimond
Park to manage vegetation and reduce the fire risk at Dimond Canyon Park. The following general management
recommendations are provided for Dimond Canyon Park:

= Maintain the existing trail networks to facilitate access and to create breaks in surface vegetation. Trail
maintenance should seek to provide unobstructed (horizontal and vertical) access for people traveling on foot

= Continue to monitor the park for dead or dying trees.
The following specific projects have been identified for Dimond Canyon Park:

= DIM-1: Manage vegetation along adjacent roadsides (Park Boulevard, Monterey Boulevard, Leimert
Boulevard, El Centro Avenue) and near trailheads/entry points to minimize ignition potential. Treatment
width should be based on field observations, but not to exceed 30 feet. At a 30-foot width, the treatment
area equals 3.4 acres. Priority 1.

= DIM-2: Manage vegetation within 10 feet of property boundary lines where the park abuts residential
structures to facilitate firefighter access according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area
equals 2.5 acres. Priority 1.

= DIM-3: Manage vegetation in the area between the parking lot located to the east of the pool and the adjacent
residential structures (approximately 50 feet in width). Treatment area equals 0.7 acres. Priority 1.
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9.2.2.3 Shepherd Canyon Park_and Montclair Railroad Trail

Shepherd Canyon Park is collectively 57.9 acres in size
and is situated along Shepherd Creek in Shepherd
Canyon, northeast of State Route 13. The park includes
the creek channel and some upland areas and is
mapped as the following vegetation communities/land
cover types: annual grassland (2.0 acres), closed-cone
pine-cypress (1.5 acres), coastal oak woodland (31.9
acres), eucalyptus (16.6 acres), and urban (5.9 acres).
For the purposes of this VMP, this park also includes
the Montclair Railroad Trail property that runs west
from Snake Road to Mountain Boulevard. Significant
amounts of broom exist in the park, primarily along
Shepherd Canyon Road. It is primarily surrounded by
residential development and is bounded primarily on
the west by Shepherd Canyon Road.

Exhibit 16. Shepherd Canyon Park - grass with
tree overstory.

The Friends of Sausal Creek, Shepherd Canyon

Homeowners, and the Friends of Montclair Railroad

Trail are active in vegetation management efforts in

Shepherd Canyon Park. Friends of the Montclair Railroad Trail have conducted several revegetation projects along the
railroad trail, such as beneath the PG&E power lines and at Cortereal Avenue. Local park stewards and OFD should
coordinate with each other, as needed, prior to any planned vegetation management activities so as to clarify
management objectives, specific vegetation management activities, the timing of work activities, and other details.
Please see Section 12.2 which describes the recommended communication and coordination protocol between OFD
and local stewardship groups.

Given its position along Shepherd Creek, fuel moistures along the lower portions of the park are typically high and fire
hazard low; however, drier and more hazardous conditions exist in the park’s upland areas. Fire behavior modeling
resulted in active and passive crown fire concentrated along the western side of Shepherd Canyon Road and along
Montclair Railroad Trail where broom exists beneath eucalyptus tree canopies and surface fire throughout the remainder
of the property. Dead are dying trees in the park (e.g. near Bishops Court and near the Escher fire road) represent a
potential fire hazard. Homeless encampments also pose an ignition risk. Current management practices include
roadside treatment along Shepherd Canyon Road through the use of hand labor or mechanical techniques, and hand
labor treatment, mechanical treatment, or grazing throughout the park to reduce ladder fuels, control invasive species,
and reduce and maintain surface fuel loads. Approximately 9 acres of the park are currently grazed annually. Much of
the park falls within the 100-foot buffer from existing structures or within 30 feet of existing roads.

The following recommendations were developed in consultation with the Friends of Sausal Creek, the Shepherd Canyon
Homeowners, and the Friends of Montclair Railroad Trail to manage vegetation and reduce the fire risk at Shepherd
Canyon Park. The following general management recommendations are provided for Shepherd Canyon Park:

= Maintain the existing trail networks to facilitate access and to create breaks in surface vegetation.
Existing fire roads (ex. the Escher fire road) should be treated to maintain access;
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=  Manage vegetation consistent with the schedule for clearance of private parcels in the same geographic
area, if feasible.

The following specific projects have been identified for Shepherd Canyon Park:

= SHP-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures and within 150 feet of the park access gates,
including the Montclair Railroad Trail access gate at the City of Oakland Municipal Service Yard to maintain
firefighter access, according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 13.2 acres.
Priority 1.

=  SHP-2: Manage vegetation along adjacent roadsides (Shepherd Canyon Road, Escher Drive, Snake Road,
and Bagshotte Drive) to minimize ignition potential. Manage vegetation along the unpaved access ramp to
the Montclair Railroad Trail across from Escher Drive to the standards outlined in Section 9.1 of the VMP
to maintain firefighter access. Treatment width should be based on field observations, but not to exceed
30 feet, unless dead or dying trees are present within 30-100 feet from the roadside and could strike
adjacent roads if they fell. At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals 9.3 acres. Priority 1.

= SHP-3: Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting extreme fire behavior and
within 300 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
11.8 acres. Priority 2.

=  SHP-4: Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the park to maintain fuel
loads. Grazing should be conducted later in the season after perennial grasses go to seed. Treatment area
equals 20.4 acres. Priority 3.

9.2.2.4 Leona Heights Park

Leona Heights Park is collectively 42.3 acres in size and
is situated along a drainage south of Redwood Road and
Campus Drive and east of State Route 13. The park
includes the drainage channel and some upland areas
and also extends south of the Merritt College parking lot
located west of Campus Drive. Leona Heights Park is
mapped as the following vegetation communities/land
cover types: annual grassland (0.3 acres), coastal oak
woodland (25.7 acres), eucalyptus (2.1 acres), redwood
(13.8 acres), and urban (0.5 acres). The park is largely
inaccessible given its steep terrain, with the exception of
some trails. The Friends of Leona Heights Park
stewardship group has historically been active in
vegetation management efforts in Leona Heights Park.
Local park stewards and OFD should coordinate with
each other as needed, prior to any planned vegetation
management activities so as to clarify management
objectives, specific vegetation management activities, the timing of work activities, and other details. Please see
Section 11.2 which describes the recommended communication and coordination protocol between OFD and local
stewardship groups.

Exhibit 17. Leona Heights Park - upland
area vegetation.
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Fire behavior modeling resulted in active and passive crown fire in coastal oak woodlands in upland areas in the
eastern and northern portions of the park and primarily surface fire within redwood stands along the drainage
bottom. Some isolated active crown fire was modeled in areas with steep slope gradients and only surface fire was
modeled in the managed eucalyptus and oak stands at the park’s western edge. Current management practices
are limited to roadside treatment along Campus Drive through the use of hand labor or mechanical techniques, and
hand labor treatment, mechanical treatment, or grazing in the lower portion of the park (approximately 9 acres) to
reduce ladder fuels, control invasive species, and reduce and maintain surface fuel loads. A portion of the park falls
within the 100-foot buffer from existing structures, along its northern and western boundaries.

The following specific projects have been identified for Leona Heights Park:

= LHT-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within 300 feet of ridgelines, and within the current
9-acre management area according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
13.6 acres. Priority 1.

= |HT-2: Manage vegetation along adjacent roadside (Campus Drive) to minimize ignition potential.
Treatment width should be based on field observations, but not to exceed 30 feet, unless dead or dying
trees are present within 30-100 feet from the roadside and could strike adjacent roads if they fell. At a 30-
foot width, the treatment area equals 1.9 acres. Priority 1.

= LHT-3: Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting extreme fire behavior and
within 300 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
3.8 acres. Priority 2.

9.2.2.5 Beaconsfield Canyon

Beaconsfield Canyon is collectively 4.3 acres and is located at the end of Chelton Drive, southeast of Shepherd
Canyon Park. Beaconsfield Canyon is mapped as the following vegetation communities/land cover types: closed-
cone pine-cypress (1.4 acres), coastal oak woodland (1.4 acres), and coastal scrub (1.5 acres). Grasses are present
in the understory of these tree-dominated communities. Active and passive crown fire in coastal scrub where
overstory trees are present. Surface fire only throughout the remainder of the property. The Friends of Sausal Creek
stewardship group is active in vegetation management efforts on the Beaconsfield Canyon property. Local park
stewards and OFD should coordinate with each other as needed, prior to any planned vegetation management activities
so as to clarify management objectives, specific vegetation management activities, the timing of work activities, and
other details. Please see Section 11.2 which describes the recommended communication and coordination protocol
between OFD and local stewardship groups. The following recommendations were developed in consultation with the
Friends of Sausal Creek to manage vegetation and reduce the fire risk at Beaconsfield Canyon. The following specific
projects have been identified for the Beaconsfield Canyon property:

= BCN-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1.
Treatment area equals 1.7 acres. Priority 1.

= BCN-2: Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting extreme fire behavior and
within 300 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
2.0 acres. Priority 2
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9.2.3 Ridgetop Areas

Ridgetop areas are single parcels or collections of multiple adjacent parcels that are situated at or near the summit
of the Oakland Hills in the Plan Area. Ridgetop areas present high fire hazard conditions due to typically lower fuel
moistures and the potential for high or erratic winds during wildfire events. Three ridgetop areas have been
identified in the Plan Area and current and recommended vegetation management practices are presented for each
in the following sections. Establishing fuel breaks at ridgelines is common practice and they help moderate fire
behavior and serve as important fire suppression control points. As described in Section 2.2, ridgelines experience
more and erratic winds, and fires gain speed and intensity and can behave erratically when burning near a ridgeline.
The locations of ridgetop area parcels are presented in Figure 5.

9.2.3.1 North Oakland Regional Sports Field

The North Oakland Regional Sports Field property is

collectively 53.6 acres in size and is situated to the  Exhibit 18. North Oakland Regional Sports Field -
south of State Route 24 immediately south of the €ucalyptus stand.
Caldecott tunnels. The North Oakland Regional

Sports Field property is mapped as the following

vegetation communities/land cover types: coastal

oak woodland (22.0 acres), coastal scrub (2.1 acres),

eucalyptus (19.8 acres), urban (9.1 acres), and

valley-foothill riparian (0.6 acres). The Oakland

Landscape Committee is active in vegetation

management efforts on the North Oakland Regjonal

Sports Field property.

The property is characterized by a second-growth

eucalyptus stand in its northern and eastern

portions, which were burned in the 1991 Tunnel

Fire, and a coastal oak woodland stand in its

southern half. The eucalyptus stands have a

substantial understory of French broom and other highly flammable species. The lower, central portion of the
property includes a tributary stream to Temescal Creek, ball fields, and a dirt access road bisects the property
as it runs upward from Broadway in the west, through the eucalyptus stand, toward the houses above on Skyline
Boulevard. Flammable species such as pampas/jubata grass and French broom also occur along Broadway.
Public use in the lower and upper portions of the property is a potential ignition source. Fire behavior modeling
resulted in active crown fire throughout most of the property’s tree-dominated vegetation (eucalyptus and coastal
oak woodland) and surface fire concentrated in managed areas along the property’s dirt access road and in the
area between the sports field and the eucalyptus stand.

Eucalyptus longhorn borer beetles have been documented in eucalyptus stands in the property. This species can
cause eucalyptus stress and mortality, and leads to increased fire risk. Although it has not been constructed, a trail
may be constructed adjacent to the service road from the parking lot area to the beginning of the fire trail. This trail
could increase the number of park users frequenting the northern portion of the property. Homeless encampments
also pose an ignition risk.
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Current management practices are limited to roadside treatment along the property’s dirt access road through the
use of hand labor or mechanical techniques to reduce ladder fuels, control invasive species, and reduce and
maintain surface fuel loads. Goat grazing also occurred at this property in 2018 and 2019. The property is beyond
300 feet from existing residential structures, although the property includes a bathroom structure, snack bar/eating
area, and wooden bleacher seats. Fire behavior modeling reveals a potential for extreme fire behavior, as noted.
Local park stewards and OFD should coordinate with each other as needed, prior to any planned vegetation management
activities so as to clarify management objectives, specific vegetation management activities, the timing of work activities,
and other details. Please see Section 11.2 which describes the recommended communication and coordination protocol
between OFD and local stewardship groups.

The following recommendations were developed in consultation with the Oakland Landscape Committee to manage
vegetation and reduce the fire risk at the North Oakland Regional Sports Field property. The following general
management recommendations are provided for the North Oakland Regjional Sports Field property:

= Maintain the site’s dirt access road in a serviceable condition, improving roadside drainage where erosion
and gullying have deteriorated access road.

= |mplement measures to prevent unauthorized vehicle access to the property’s dirt access road.
= Continue to manage vegetation via grazing to maintain fuel loads and minimize ignition potential.

The following specific projects have been identified for the North Oakland Regional Sports Field property:

" NOR-1: Manage vegetation according to the gy 19, North Oakland Regional Sports Field -
standards outlined in Section 9.1 in the following previously thinned area downslope.

locations: within 30 feet of the site’s dirt access
road, within 300 feet of ridgelines, within 150
feet of the park access gate, and within the
existing managed area north of the ball fields
and parking areas. Treatment area equals
21.5 acres. Priority 1.

= NOR-2: Given the upper portion of the property’s
ridgetop location and the potential for ember
generation resulting from crown fire, implement
thinning recommendations in the property’'s
eucalyptus stand beyond that treated under
project NOR-1 according to the standards
outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
7.8 acres. Priority 2.

= NOR-3: To reduce fuel loading rates, remove
eucalyptus trees and other highly flammable and
invasive plants from oak woodland communities,
retaining non-pyrophytic trees. Treatment area equals 18.6 acres. Priority 3.

A phased mosaic approach to Projects NOR-1 and NOR-2 may be appropriate, where 3-5 acres are thinned at a
time, and follow-up maintenance occurs. This would limit the impacts to potential soil erosion, biological resources,
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and also moderate the overall cost over a longer planning period. This approach has been implemented on an
approximate 5-acre section of the lower south facing hillslope.

9.2.3.2 Grizzly Peak Open Space

The Grizzly Peak Open Space property is collectively 64.5 acres in size and is situated along the southwest side of
Grizzly Peak Boulevard, southeast of Marlborough Terrace. The property generally extends between Grizzly Peak
Boulevard at the top of the slope down to Bay Forest Drive, Tunnel Road, Buckingham Boulevard, and
Westmoreland Drive at the slope bottom. The Grizzly Peak Open Space property is mapped as the following
vegetation communities/land cover types: closed-cone pine-cypress (25.7 acres), coastal oak woodland (3.2 acres),
coastal scrub (33.3 acres), eucalyptus (0.6 acres), and urban (1.6 acres). No stewardship groups are currently active in
vegetation management efforts on the Grizzly Peak Open Space property. Local park stewards and OFD should
coordinate with each other as needed, prior to any planned vegetation management activities so as to clarify
management objectives, specific vegetation management activities, the timing of work activities, and other details.
Please see Section 11.2 which describes the recommended communication and coordination protocol between OFD
and local stewardship groups.

The property extends across a steep, southwest-

facing slope and abuts residential structures, Exhibit 20. Grizzly Peak Open Space - upper portion
community assets (communications facility), and a  along Grizzly Peak Boulevard.
priority access/egress route (Grizzly Peak

Boulevard). Views from the property increase human

presence along Grizzly Peak Boulevard, increasing

potential ignition sources. Fire behavior modeling

resulted in torching of tree canopies along the

upper, northeastern portion of the property and

active crown fire along the lower, southwestern

portion of property in pine and eucalyptus stands.

Current management practices include roadside

treatment along Grizzly Peak Boulevard through the

use of hand labor or mechanical techniques, hand

labor or mechanical treatment along Bay Forest

Drive in the lower portions of the property, and

grazing throughout the property to reduce ladder

fuels, control invasive species, and reduce and

maintain surface fuel loads. Fire behavior modeling reveals a potential for extreme fire behavior, as noted. The
upper and lower portions of the property fall within the 100-foot buffer from existing structures and much of the
property falls within 300 feet of structures.

The following specific projects have been identified for the Grizzly Peak Open Space property:

=  GPO-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within 300 feet of ridgelines, and within 30 feet of
Tunnel Road and Bay Forest Drive, unless dead or dying trees are present within 30-100 feet from the
roadside and could strike adjacent roads if they fell, according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1.
Treatment area equals 28.5 acres. Priority 1.
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= GPO-2: Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting extreme fire behavior and
within 300 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
19.1 acres. Priority 2.

= GPO-3: To reduce fuel loading rates, remove eucalyptus trees and other highly flammable and invasive
plants from oak woodlands, retaining non-pyrophytic trees. Treatment area equals 1.6 acres. Priority 3.

=  GPO-4: Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the property to maintain
fuel loads. Treatment area equals 19.9 acres. Priority 3.

9.2.3.3 City Stables

The City stables property is 7.4 acres, is located along Skyline Boulevard, is dominated by grassland fuels, and is
largely within 10 feet from existing structures. One of the City’s remote automated weather stations is situated in
the property. No volunteer stewardship groups are active at the City Stables property Fire behavior modeling
resulted in no extreme fire behavior on the City Stables property. Vegetation management on this parcel is focused
on reducing surface fuels (e.g., grasses, weeds) and maintaining fuel loads through the use of hand labor,
mechanical techniques, or grazing. The property is currently leased to a private contractor who retains responsibility
for vegetation management. If the current lease expires within the timeframe of this VMP and the City regains
management responsibility, it is recommended to resume management of vegetation on the entire property
according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Currently, no specific projects have been identified for the City
Stables property.

9.2.4 City Park Lands and Open Space

City park lands and open space areas are collections of multiple adjacent parcels, are characterized by numerous
vegetation types, and typically present high fire hazard conditions due to terrain, vegetation, and increased human
presence resulting in increased ignition potential. Four primary park land and open space areas have been identified in
the Plan Area; current and recommended vegetation management practices are presented for each in the following
sections. In addition, smaller properties or collections of parcels that exhibit similar vegetation conditions have been
included in this designation and are also summarized below. The locations of park land and open space parcels are
presented in Figure 5.

9.2.4.1 Sheffield Village Open Space

Sheffield Village Open Space is collectively 455.4 acres in size and is situated at the southeastern-most portion of
the Plan Area, at the southern end of Golf Links Road and at the northwestern end of Lake Chabot. The property
includes the Lake Chabot Golf Course; however, given the low fire hazard condition of the golf course, no
management recommendations are provided for that portion of the property. The Sheffield Village Open Space area
also includes the historic Dunsmuir Estate. Sheffield Village Open Space is mapped as the following vegetation
communities/land cover types: annual grassland (59.4 acres), closed-cone pine-cypress (5.9 acres), coastal oak
woodland (143.9 acres), coastal scrub (59.3 acres), eucalyptus (27.9 acres), perennial grassland (0.8 acres), and urban
(158.1 acres). No stewardship groups are currently active in vegetation management efforts on the Sheffield Village
Open Space property. Local park stewards and OFD should coordinate with each other as needed, prior to any planned
vegetation management activities so as to clarify management objectives, specific vegetation management activities,
the timing of work activities, and other details. Please see Section 11.2 which describes the recommended
communication and coordination protocol between OFD and local stewardship groups.

10057-01

SEPTEMBER 2023NOVEMBER 2619 161



CITY OF OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA / SECOND REVISED DRAFT VEGETATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

Fire behavior modeling resulted in active crown fire in coastal scrub (where overstory trees are present), oak stands with
a heavy shrub understory, and isolated areas within oak woodlands with grass understory where slope gradients are high
and surface fire only throughout the remainder of the property.

Current management practices include grazing
throughout the property (excluding the golf course
and developed/landscaped portions of the Dunsmuir
Estate) to reduce ladder fuels, control invasive
species, and reduce and maintain surface fuel loads.
Portions of the southern edge of the property fall
within the 100-foot and 300-foot buffers from
existing structures. On-site structures include those
in the Dunsmuir Estate portion of the property (at the
end of Peralta Oaks Court). The following general
management recommendations are provided for the
Sheffield Village Open Space property:

Exhibit 21. Sheffield Village Open Space - grazed
grassland and oak woodlands.

= Maintain the existing trail/road networks to
facilitate access and to create breaks in
surface vegetation.

The following specific projects have been identified
for the Sheffield Village Open Space property:

=  SHF-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, including those in the Dunsmuir Estates portion
of the property, and within 150 feet of park access gates, according to the standards outlined in Section
9.1. Treatment area equals 23.9 acres. Priority 1.

=  SHF-2: Manage vegetation within 300 feet of structures in areas that exhibit extreme fire behavior
according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 6.1 acres. Priority 2.

= SHF-3: Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the park to maintain fuel
loads. Treatment area equals 288.3 acres. Priority 3.

9.2.4.2 Knowland Park and Arboretum

Knowland Park and Arboretum is collectively 473.5 acres in size and is situated in the southeastern portion of the
Plan Area. The property extends between Interstate 580 in the southwest and Skyline Boulevard in the northeast
and is bisected by Golf Links Road. The property includes the Oakland Zoo at the southwestern edge and a newly
constructed gondola between the zoo and a hilltop near the center of the property, where an additional fenced zoo
exhibit is now located. The Knowland Park and Arboretum property is mapped as the following vegetation
communities/land cover types: annual grassland (102.9 acres), mixed chaparral (also known as maritime
chaparral) (8.1 acres), closed-cone pine-cypress (9.1 acres), coastal oak woodland (162.0 acres), coastal scrub
(61.8 acres), eucalyptus (12.1 acres), freshwater emergent wetland (0.2 acres), perennial grassland (12.5 acres),
redwood (0.2 acres), and urban (104.9 acres). The Friends of Knowland Park stewardship group is active in
vegetation management efforts on the Knowland Park and Arboretum property. Local park stewards and OFD should
coordinate with each other as needed, prior to any planned vegetation management activities so as to clarify
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management objectives, specific vegetation management activities, the timing of work activities, and other details.
Please see Section 11.2 which describes the recommended communication and coordination protocol between OFD
and local stewardship groups.

Views from the water tank situated along Skyline Boulevard at the property’s northeastern boundary increase human
presence thereby increasing potential ignition sources. The Oakland Zoo's “California Trail” operations, including
overnight campgrounds, may increase the potential for ignition in Knowland Park. For example, the California Trail
electrified fence was observed to be sparking over the 2018 winter, which could be an ignition risk during the dry
season. Unauthorized motorized vehicle use (including two wheeled motorized vehicle use) within the park pose and
additional ignition risk. Fire behavior modeling resulted in active crown fire in the coastal scrub and chaparral stands
in the central and eastern portions of the property (where overstory trees are present) and in the eucalyptus stands in
the western portion of the property and surface fire only
throughout the remainder of the property.

Exhibit 22. Knowland Park and Arboretum - grazed
Current management practices include roadside grassland and scattered trees.
treatment along Golf Links Road through the center of the
property through the use of hand labor or mechanical
techniques and grazing throughout the property to
reduce ladder fuels, control invasive species, and reduce
and maintain surface fuel loads. Approximately 350 acres
of the property are currently grazed annually. Grazing is
currently rotated every two years in a checkerboard
approach so all areas are covered. The Friends of Knowland
Park have worked with the City’s grazing contractor to help
minimize impacts on vegetation and plants that are rare
within the park. In general, this has been accomplished by
on-site, active management of the goat herd by the
contractor, as well as by establishing exclusion areas. Much
of the perimeter of the property falls within the 100-foot
and 300-foot buffers from existing structures.

The following recommendations were developed in consultation with the Friends of Knowland Park to manage
vegetation and reduce the fire risk at the Knowland Park and Arboretum property. The following general
management recommendations are provided for the Knowland Park and Arboretum property:

= Maintain the existing trail/road networks to facilitate access and to create breaks in surface vegetation.

= Implement measures to prevent unauthorized vehicle access (including two-wheel motorized vehicles) to
the property’s dirt access roads.

= |nstall signage at park entrances indicating that Knowland Park and Arboretum is a City of Oakland park,
and notifying visitors of Park rules, including that campfires, fireworks, and other fire hazardous activities
are prohibited.

= @Grass heights following grazing treatment should be targeted to between 4-6 inches in height.

= Goats should be excluded from sensitive areas, such as rock outcrops and the emergent wetland.

=  Where feasible, shrubs such as coffeeberry (Frangula californica), toyon (Heteromeles arbutifolia), and
gooseberry (Ribes spp) should be protected from goat grazing
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The following specific projects have been identified for the Knowland Park and Arboretum property:

KNO-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within 150 feet of park access gates, and within
300 feet of ridgelines, which encompasses the area within 30 feet of known human congregation/activity
areas along Skyline Boulevard according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
28.4 acres. Priority 1.

KNO-2: Manage vegetation along adjacent roadside (Golf Links Road). Treatment width should be based on
field observations, but not to exceed 30 feet, unless dead or dying trees are present within 30-100 feet
from the roadside and could strike adjacent roads if they fell. At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals
8.4 acres. Priority 1.

KNO-3: Manage vegetation within 300 feet of structures in areas that exhibit extreme fire behavior
according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 14.0 acres. Priority 2.

KNO-4: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of on-site structures in the zoo portion of the property and within
100 feet of the zoo/open space interface to minimize ignition potential and modify potential fire behavior
near this developed portion of the property. Treatment area equals 32.1 acres. Priority 2.

KNO-5: Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the park to maintain fuel

loads. Treatment area equals 368.1 acres. Priority 3.

9.2.4.3 Joaquin Miller Park

Joaquin Miller Park is 454.9 acres in size and is

situated in the southeastern portion of the Plan Area.  EXhibit 23. Joaquin Miller Park - trail through acacia

The property extends between Joaquin Miller Road in  tree stand.
the south, Skyline Boulevard in the east, Castle Drive in
the west, and the Oakland Hills ridgeline in the north.
Skyline Boulevard runs along the park’s western edge
then through the northern portion of the park where it
exits at the park’s northern corner. The southern
portion of the park is more developed and includes
access roads, parking areas, the Woodminster
Amphitheater, a dog park, a nursery, and several
structures (including the Community Center, Ranger
Station, the historic Joaquin Miller house, Sequoia
Lodge, Sequoia Arena, and the Metropolitan
Horseman’s Association Clubhouse). The northern
portion of the park is less developed, but provides for
public access along numerous trails and dirt roads.
Many of the fire roads within the park have not been
maintained and are no longer accessible to vehicles

due to vegetation growth. The CSSC and the associated pallid manzanita restoration site is located partially on and off
site but adjacent to the park’s northern property boundary. Other populations of pallid manzanita are present in the park,
as well as populations of other rare plants. Several canyons are present in the park, including Palo Seco and Cinderella

Canyons and Fern Ravine.
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Joaquin Miller Park is mapped as the following vegetation communities/land cover types: annual grassland (15.0 acres),
closed-cone pine-cypress (109.3 acres), coastal oak woodland (88.0 acres), coastal scrub (5.8 acres), eucalyptus (62.0
acres), redwood (121.0 acres), urban (42.8 acres), urban (acacia) (6.6 acres), urban (mixed tree stand) (3.7 acres), and
valley/foothill riparian (0.8 acres). In recent years, Monterey pine trees in the park have been reaching the end of their
lifespan and dying, contributing to fuel load in the park.

The Friends of Sausal Creek and the Friends of Joaquin Miller Park stewardship groups are active in vegetation
management efforts in Joaquin Miller Park. The Friends of Sausal Creek have worked with the City’s grazing contractor
to help minimize impacts on plants that are rare within the park. In general, this has been accomplished by establishing
exclusion areas. Some areas are grazed only when needed to limit specific invasive plants. Generally, the Friends of
Sausal Creek provide maps, stake and flag individual plants and patches, and consult with the grazing contractor on site
as needed. Local park stewards and OFD should coordinate with each other as needed, prior to any planned vegetation
management activities so as to clarify management objectives, specific vegetation management activities, the timing of
work activities, and other details. Please see Section 11.2 which describes the recommended communication and
coordination protocol between OFD and local stewardship groups.

Known areas for potential ignitions include a congregation area/car dump site along Skyline Boulevard approximately
800 feet up from its intersection with Joaquin Miller Drive, a congregation area at the intersection of Castle Drive and
Skyline Boulevard, and a congregation/bonfire area located at the top of Woodside Glen Court. Fire behavior modeling
resulted in active and passive crown fire within the northern and central portions of the park within non-managed oak,
pine, eucalyptus, and acacia stands. Active and passive crown fire also modeled within the acacia and mixed tree stands
within the southern (lower) portions of the park and only surface fire modeled within redwood stands and throughout the
lower, developed and managed portions of the park (except acacia and mixed tree stands). Trees located along Joaquin
Miller Road and Skyline Boulevard could pose obstacles to egress if they fall across these roads during a fire.

Current management practices include roadside treatment along Joaquin Miller Road along the entire southern
edge of the park and along Skyline Boulevard through the park through the use of hand labor or mechanical
techniques. Vegetation is also managed by hand labor or mechanical techniques in the areas adjacent to the dirt
parking lot to the west of the CSSC, at the WUI along the park’s northwestern boundary, and around structures, the
dog park, and the amphitheater in the developed portion of the park. Fire trails within the center of the park are
cleared, and vegetation within 20 feet of the trails managed via hand labor. Volunteers, in collaboration with the
Oakland Department of Public Works, have typically conducted the majority of trail maintenance work in the park.
Grazing is also conducted throughout the park in light, flashy fuel areas (grasslands, disturbed areas) to reduce and
maintain surface fuel loads. Approximately 150 acres of the property are currently grazed annually. Fire behavior
modeling reveals a potential for extreme fire behavior in the property’s pine, eucalyptus, acacia, and mixed tree
stands. Much of the southern and western portions of the park’s perimeter fall within the 100-foot and 300-foot
buffers from existing structures.

The following recommendations were developed in consultation with the Friends of Sausal Creek and the Friends
of Joaquin Miller Park to manage vegetation and reduce the fire risk at Joaquin Miller Park. The following general
management recommendations are provided for the Joaquin Miller Park:

= Maintain the existing fire trail/dirt road network to facilitate access and to create breaks in surface vegetation.

= Avoid treatment within the pallid manzanita restoration area adjacent to the CSSC and on both sides of
Skyline Boulevard near the Redwood Glen Trailhead, approximately 500 feet west of the Roberts Park main
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entrance (this is known as the ‘Big Trees’ pallid manzanita population). Also avoid treatment activities in
pallid manzanita planting areas adjacent to the nursery.

= Avoid treatment on serpentine roadcuts, in particular the serpentine slopes at the intersection of Joaquin
Miller Road and Skyline Boulevard. Rare plants including Tiburon buckwheat are known to occur in this
location. Rare plant locations along these serpentine slopes extend along Joaquin Miller road
approximately 300 feet northwest from the intersection and along Skyline Boulevard approximately 400
feet from the intersection.

= Removal of acacia and pine seedlings saplings can be targeted in treatment areas.

= Avoid treatment in identified memorial tree planting sites.

= Avoid treatment within the emergent wetland located in the northern portion of Joaquin Miller Park.
= Implement measures to prevent unauthorized vehicle access to the park’s dirt access roads.

The following specific projects have been identified for Joaquin Miller Park:

= JMP-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of on and off-site structures, within 300 feet of ridgelines, within
150 feet of park access gates and within 30 feet of known human congregation/activity areas along Skyline
Boulevard and the top of Woodside Glen Court according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1.
Treatment area equals 117.3 acres. Priority 1.

= JMP-2: Manage vegetation along adjacent roadsides (Joaquin Miller Road, Skyline Boulevard, and Mountain
Boulevard). Treatment width should be based on field observations, but not to exceed 30 feet, unless dead
or dying trees are present within 30-100 feet from the roadside and could strike adjacent roads if they fell.
At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals 18.2 acres. Priority 1.

= JMP-3: Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting extreme fire behavior and
within 300 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
13.8 acres. Priority 2.

= JMP-4: Continue to manage vegetation via grazing in flashy fuel areas to maintain fuel loads. Treatment
area equals 68.3 acres. Priority 3.
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9.2.4.4 King Estate Open Space Park

The King Estate Open Space Park is collectively
81.3 acres in size and is situated southwest of
Interstate 580, south of 82nd Avenue, and bisected by
Fontaine Street. The King Estate Open Space Park
property is mapped as the following vegetation
communities/land cover types: annual grassland (61.1
acres), coastal oak woodland (12.0 acres), coastal
scrub (4.3 acres), and urban (4.0 acres). The Oak Knoll
Neighborhood Improvement Association is active in
vegetation management efforts on the King Estate Open
Space Park. The Association has assisted in grazing
operations, identifying exclusion areas on the steep
western slopes to minimize erosion and slope stability
impacts. Local park stewards and OFD should coordinate
with each other as needed, prior to any planned
vegetation management activities so as to clarify
management objectives, specific vegetation
management activities, the timing of work activities, and
other details. Please see Section 11.2 which describes

Exhibit 24. King Estate Open Space Park - red line
represents park boundary, unmaintained private
property is to the southwest.

the recommended communication and coordination protocol between OFD and local stewardship groups.

Ignitions on the property are of concern given the
proximity of homes, views from the property, and the
significant coverage of ignitable grasses on site. OFD
has noted that the use of fireworks on and around the
property is prevalent on and around July 4 annually.
Additionally, unmaintained areas on private property
south of the site (behind properties on Aster Avenue)
as well as areas owned by the Oakland Unified School
District represent a high fuel load adjacent to the site.
Acacia trees present along the western boundary of
the park also contribute to the fuel load in this area.
Fire behavior modeling resulted in isolated active
crown fire only in coastal scrub where overstory trees
are present and surface fire only throughout the
remainder of the property.

Current management practices include roadside
treatment along Fontaine Street and Crest Avenue
through the use of hand labor or mechanical
techniques, and grazing throughout the property to

Exhibit 25. King Estate Open Space Park - grazed
grassland, oak woodland, and grass/shrub fuels.

reduce ladder fuels, control invasive species, and reduce and maintain surface fuel loads. Approximately 88 acres
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of the property are currently grazed annually. The perimeter of the property falls within the 100-foot and 300-foot
buffers from existing structures.

The following recommendations were developed in consultation with the Oak Knoll Neighborhood Improvement
Association to manage vegetation and reduce the fire risk at the King Estate Open Space Park. The following general
management recommendations are provided for the King Estate Open Space Park:

= Maintain the existing trail/road networks to facilitate access and to create breaks in surface vegetation.

= Implement measures to prevent unauthorized vehicle access to the property’s dirt access roads.

= Coordinate with Oakland Unified School District regarding vegetation management on adjoining property,
where appropriate.

= Coordinate with private property owners regarding vegetation management on adjoining property,
where appropriate.

= Avoid or minimize grazing on the steep western slopes to minimize erosion and slope stability impacts.

= |nstall sighage at park entrances indicating that King Estate Open Space Park is a City of Oakland park,
and notifying visitors of Park rules, including that campfires, fireworks, and other fire hazardous activities
are prohibited.

The following specific projects have been identified for the King Estate Open Space Park:

=  KES-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within 150 feet of park access gates, and within
30 feet of Fontaine Street and Crest Avenue according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment
area equals 15.6 acres. Priority 1.

= KES-2: Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the park to maintain fuel
loads and minimize ignition potential, particularly prior to the 4th of July holiday. Treatment area equals
65.6 acres. Priority 3.
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9.2.4.5 Other Open Space Areas

Other small City-owned parcels or groups of parcels
that are not otherwise classified above but exhibit
similar vegetation conditions and are currently
managed by the City are summarized below. Current
management practices include roadside treatment
through the use of hand labor or mechanical
techniques, and hand labor treatment, mechanical
treatment, or grazing throughout each area to reduce
ladder fuels, control invasive species, and reduce and
maintain surface fuel loads. Continued management of
these areas is recommended according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Local park stewards
and OFD should coordinate with each other as needed,
prior to any planned vegetation management activities
so as to clarify management objectives, specific
vegetation management activities, the timing of work
activities, and other details. Please see Section 11.2
which describes the recommended communication

Exhibit 26. Tunnel Road Open Space - grassland (lower)

and oak woodland (upper).

and coordination protocol between OFD and local stewardship groups.

= Blue Rock Court - Collectively totaling 15.4 acres (annual grassland [2.2 acres], coastal oak woodland
[5.1 acres], eucalyptus [8.0 acres], and urban [0.1 acres]), this area is located immediately north of
Interstate 580, northwest of Blue Rock Court. Active and passive crown fire in the eucalyptus stand, surface
fire only throughout the remainder of the property. No stewardship groups are active in vegetation
management efforts on the Blue Rock Court property. The following specific projects have been identified for

the Blue Rock Court property:

- BLU-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures and within 30 feet of fire access road along
southern property edge according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals

2.4 acres. Priority 1.

- BLU-2: Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting extreme fire behavior
and within 300 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area

equals 0.5 acres. Priority 2.

- BLU-3: Implement thinning recommendations in the property’s eucalyptus stand beyond that treated
under project BLU-2 according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals

6.4 acres. Priority 3.

= Leona Street - Collectively totaling 1.9 acres (annual grassland [0.1 acres], coastal oak woodland
[1.5 acres], and eucalyptus [0.2 acres]), this area is a road extension at the east end of Leona Street.
Surface fire only in coastal oak woodland and annual grassland. Active crown fire in eucalyptus stand at
the property’s southern end. No stewardship groups are active in vegetation management efforts on the
Leona Street property. The following specific project has been identified for the Leona Street property:

- LST-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in
Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.4 acres. Priority 1.
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McDonell Avenue - Collectively totaling 1.1 acres (coastal oak woodland [0.6 acres] and urban [0.5 acres]),
this area is a road extension at the east end of McDonell Avenue. Surface fire only. No stewardship groups
are active in vegetation management efforts on the McDonell Avenue property. The following specific project
has been identified for the McDonell Avenue property:

- MCD-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in
Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.9 acres. Priority 1.

Police/Safety Department Property - Collectively totaling 11.3 acres (eucalyptus [7.9 acres] and urban
[3.4 acres]), the eucalyptus stand is on the same parcel as the police/safety department site on Mountain
Boulevard and is situated along the perimeter of the developed portion of the property. Surface fire only. The
following specific projects have been identified for the Police/Safety Department property:

- PSD-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in
Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 7.2 acres. Priority 1.

- PSD-2: Manage vegetation along adjacent roadside (Mountain Boulevard). Treatment width should be
based on field observations, but not to exceed 30 feet. At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals
0.5 acres. Priority 1.

Tunnel Road Open Space - Collectively totaling 4.0 acres (annual grassland [1.2 acres], coastal oak woodland
[2.7 acres], and urban [0.1 acres]), this area is along Tunnel Road, west of State Route 24. Surface fire only.
No stewardship groups are active in vegetation management efforts on the Tunnel Road Open Space property.
The following specific project has been identified for the Tunnel Road Open Space property:

- TRO-1: Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the property to minimize ignition
potential from adjacent roadways. Treatment area equals 4.4 acres. Priority 1.

Marjorie Saunders Park - Collectively totaling 3.6 acres (closed-cone pine-cypress [0.2 acres], coastal oak
woodland [1.0 acres], and eucalyptus [2.4 acres]), this area is along Ascot Drive, southeast of Shepherd
Park. Active and passive crown fire in the eucalyptus stands. Surface fire only throughout the remainder of
the property. The Friends of Sausal Creek and Piedmont Pines Neighborhood Association stewardship
groups are active in vegetation management efforts in Marjorie Saunders Park. The following specific projects
have been identified for Marjorie Saunders Park:

- MIJS-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in
Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.9 acres. Priority 1.

- MIJS-2: Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting extreme fire behavior
and within 300 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area
equals 1.8 acres. Priority 2.

Oak Knoll - Collectively totaling 15.7 acres (annual grassland [2.9 acres], eucalyptus [1.3 acres], coastal

oak woodland [0.4 acres], and urban [11.1 acres]), this area is northeast of Mountain Boulevard and south

of Keller Avenue. Surface fire only throughout the property. No stewardship groups are active in vegetation

management efforts on the Oak Knoll property. The following specific project has been identified for the

Beaconsfield Canyon property:

- OKN-1: Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards outlined in
Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 1.2 acres. Priority 1.

- OKN-2: Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the park to maintain
fuel loads and minimize ignition potential. Treatment area equals 14.5 acres. Priority 3.
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9.2.5 Other Areas

Other City-owned properties in the Plan Area that are not otherwise classified above include fire stations (nos. 6, 7,
21, 25 and 28), City facilities (parking lots, police stations), and developed parks and playgrounds (e.g., Montclair
Park). This classification includes 43 properties encompassing 24.5 total acres. These properties are mapped as
urban land cover types, fall entirely or largely within the 100-foot buffer from existing structures, and present a low
fire risk as they are developed with irrigated and maintained landscaping. No current vegetation management
activities are conducted on these parcels. No additional management recommendations are identified for these
parcels; however, should conditions change (e.g., property abandoned and landscape vegetation dies) and
hazardous conditions observed during annual field assessments, treatment should be conducted as identified for
urban and residential parcels (Section 9.2.1). The locations of other areas are presented in Figure 5.

9.2.6 Roadside Treatment Areas and Medians

Roadside treatment areas include the area of land

within 30 feet of the roadside edge (edge of Exhibit 27. Grazed roadside treatment area along Golf
pavement) for all roads in the Plan Area and the area  Links Road.

within 30 to 100 feet of the roadside edge where dead

and dying trees (as determined by a Certified Arborist,

Licensed Forester, or Fire Safety Expert) are present

on City-owned property and could strike the road if

they fell. The length of all roads in the Plan Area totals

308 miles. A portion of these are considered priority

access/egress routes, which total 361 miles. Medians

are similar to roadside treatment areas in that they

are located adjacent to roads in the Plan Area.

However, they differ in that they are distinct parcels

owned by the City. In the Plan Area, there are 32

parcels classified as medians, which total 5.8 acres.

Annually, vegetation management is conducted along

all priority access/egress routes and within all

medians. Current vegetation management along roadsides and within medians in the Plan Area is focused on
reducing ladder fuels, controlling invasive species (e.g., broom), maintaining fuel loads, reducing ignitable surface
fuels (e.g., grasses, weeds), and pruning tree canopies for vertical clearance through the use of hand labor or
mechanical techniques and grazing.

The federally-listed Presidio clarkia is known to occur on City-owned medians in the vicinity of Skyline Boulevard
and Chadbourne Way (USFWS 2010). This species also occurs on roadsides nearby, specifically along the north
side of Kimberlin Heights Drive, Colgett Drive, and Crestmont Drive at the junction with Westfield Way (USFWS
2010). Vegetation management activities in these areas should be timed to occur either before emergence or
following seed-set of this species.

Priority roadsides (36-31 miles) and all medians (5.7 acres) are considered Priority 1 treatment areas (as defined
in Section 9.3.3). The remaining roadside areas (2778 miles) are considered Priority 2 treatment areas (as defined
in Section 9.3.3). It is recommended that these areas and parcels continue to be managed according to the
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standards outlined in Section 9.1. Areas on City-owned properties where dead and dying trees may occur and could
strike a road if they fell encompass a total of 77.3 acres (48.6 acres occurring outside of project areas identified in
this VMP and 28.7 acres occurring inside of project areas identified in this VMP). Only selective removal of dead or
dying trees is proposed in areas outside of identified project areas. It is anticipated that removal of dead or dying
trees within identified project areas would be conducted concurrent with project implementation. However, removal
of dead or dying trees may occur any time should it be determined that a hazard exists. The locations of roadside
areas and medians are presented in Figure 5.

9.3 Property Assessment, |dentification of Treatment
Needs, and Work Plan Development

This section outlines the components of evaluating, prioritizing, and planning vegetation management actions to
be conducted in the Plan Area. While this section identifies preparation of an annual work plan to address
vegetation management needs, regular and routine field inspections by OFD staff may necessitate modifications to
the annual work plan.

9.3.1 Field Assessments

Field assessments of vegetation conditions in the Plan Area will be conducted by OFD staff in the spring months,
although the exact dates of assessments will vary depending on weather conditions (e.g., annual rainfall, number
of hot, dry days). The intent of field assessments is to inform the work plan development process by identifying the
anticipated level of effort necessary to treat vegetation in the Plan Area and to identify which vegetation
management techniques will be employed.

OFD also routinely patrols the Plan Area to inspect vegetation conditions and monitor the progress of treatment
activities. This effort will continue and may result in recommendations to modify the annual work plan such that
management standards are met. For example, vegetation that dies and cures on a property that has already been
treated would require retreatment to meet identified management standards.

9.3.2 Treatment Timing

The timing of vegetation treatments is important to achieve the identified vegetation management standards. Given
the variable nature of vegetation through changes in weather and season, the schedule of the treatment may often
be just as important as the type of treatment selected. For example, treatments in grasslands typically take place
when grass cures or dries out. Cutting grass too early will be ineffective as the grass typically grows back, effectively
negating the treatment. Conversely, cutting grass too late will leave the grass in a hazardous condition during
periods of high fire danger. Vegetation treatments also need to be conducted when the weather is not too dry or
windy, as some treatment techniques (e.g., mechanical treatments) have the potential to ignite fires.

Treatment timing can also be used to avoid or minimize impacts to special-status plant and animal species. Given
the species identified in the Plan Area, it is likely that there will be some periods at some locations when vegetation
management activities need to be avoided (e.g., nesting season). Timing treatments to either control or avoid the
spread of high fire risk plants such as broom or pampas/jubata grass or insect pests is also critical. For example,
treatments performed when plants have set or are setting seed will allow for greater seed dispersal. Treatment
timing should therefore take advantage of differences in the timing of seeding of fire-resistant plant species and
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avoid periods when invasive or pyrophytic species are in seed. Table 10 summarizes treatment timing
considerations for minimizing seed spread of high fire risk plants. Tree pruning should also be done when insect
pests are not flying to minimize potential spread and resulting damage to other trees.

Table 10. Treatment Timing Considerations to Minimize Rapidly Spreading/ Highly
Flammable Species Spread

Month
Plant Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec.
French broom 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 3
Spanish broom 1 1 2 3 3
Acacia 1 1 1 1 1 3 3 3
Blackberry 3 3 3 1 1 1
Eucalyptus 1 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1
Yellow star-thistle 1 1 1 3 3 3
Hemlock 1 1 3 3 3
Spurge 1 1 1 1 2 2
Fennel 1 1 1 1 3 3
Milk thistle 1 1 3 3 3

Source: LSA 2010.

1 Conduct treatments during this time to avoid spreading seed

2 Use caution; treatments may spread seed if not contained

3 Use extreme caution or avoid treatments; seed spread likely if not contained

The timing of vegetation management treatments shall be based on the results of the field assessments conducted by
OFD staff. Typically, treatments will begin annually in the spring and early summer months, but timing may be adjusted
according to weather (e.g., temperature, precipitation) or other site-specific factors. Vegetation treatments may also be
conducted more than once annually, depending on site conditions and the results of subsequent assessments. The order
in which properties are treated may also be adjusted according to field observations, with areas exhibiting more
hazardous conditions being treated before those exhibiting less hazardous conditions. The availability of resources (e.g.,
goat herds) may also influence treatment timing; however, efforts shall be made to prioritize treatment of areas exhibiting
more hazardous conditions.

9.3.3 Treatment Prioritization

Given the variability of parcel size and distribution, terrain characteristics, vegetative fuel cover, and potential fire
behavior across the Plan Area, uniform application of vegetation management standards is not feasible. Treatment
areas were therefore prioritized as presented below and based on the wildfire hazard assessment conducted in
support of this VMP. During its annual field assessment effort and work plan development process, OFD will identify
the areas requiring treatment, the type and extent of treatment necessary, and will prioritize treatment as outlined
below. The geographic extent of priority areas was determined in a GIS such that treatment acreages could be
calculated for parcels and parcel groups (e.g., large parks), as presented in Appendix H. Appendix H summarizes
the acreages of recommended treatment areas, by parcel/park location and by priority number. Section 12.6 also
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provides a list of recommended treatment area, organized by priority category. Figures 6.1 through 6.10 presents
the locations of the project areas prioritized as described below and further detailed in Appendix H.

Priority 1
Priority 1 areas include those where annual vegetation management activities should be focused first and include:

= The area within up to 100 feet of structures or critical infrastructure (e.g., water supplies, communications
facilities) in the Plan Area. This treatment area provides defensible space for existing structures and
reduces fire intensity at the wildland urban interface. This buffer distance (100 feet) is also consistent with
state level standards for defensible space (PRC 4291). This area may be reduced based on field
observations during annual field assessments, or where otherwise recommended (e.g., riparian areas).

= The area within up to 30 feet from roadside edges (including City-owned medians) along major
access/egress routes in the Plan Area. Roadsides are of concern because wildfires are generally started by
human activity (e.g., sparks, catalytic converters, tossed cigarettes). Roadside vegetation management
along these routes also enhances greater egress and ingress in the event of an emergency. This area may
be reduced based on field observations during annual field assessments, or where otherwise
recommended (e.g., riparian areas).

= The area within 300 feet of ridgelines. Ridgelines are of concern due to the potential for high and erratic
winds and the potential for spotting should crown fire occur. This treatment area is intended to reduce fuel
loads and ladder fuels where strong and erratic winds would be expected. This buffer distance (300 feet)
is also consistent with community fuel break and structure protection standards (14 CCR 103 (c)(6), Diablo
Firesafe Council 2015).

= The area of land within 150 feet of park access gates to function as fire response anchor points to promote
firefighter safety.

= Areas where vegetation management will contribute to multi-jurisdictional regional fuel breaks. In
collaboration with other land owners and managers, vegetation management that enhances the fuel break
network in the Oakland Hills allows for more effective containment and suppression activities should a
wildfire occur.

=  The area within up to 30-foot buffer around known/historic sources, areas, or sites of ignition. This treatment effort
is intended to minimize wildfire ignitions originating from human activity. This area may be reduced based on field
observations during annual field assessments.

Priority 2

Priority 2 areas include those where annual vegetation management activities should be focused once Priority 1
areas have been completed or if schedules and budgets allow for completion in addition to Priority 1 areas. Priority
2 areas include:

= The area within up to 30 feet from roadside edges along all other roads in the Plan Area not included in
Priority 1. This area may be reduced based on field observations during annual field assessments.

= Areas between 100 feet and 300 feet from structures where modeled fire behavior exhibits crown fire or
flame lengths in excess of 8 feet. Defensible space areas (0 to 100 feet from structures) are addressed
under Priority 1. Treatment in this area is intended to minimize extreme fire behavior in areas near existing
structures, also reducing spotting potential from crown fires that may ignite vegetation or structures at
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considerable distances from the fire. This buffer distance (300 feet) is also consistent with community fuel
break and structure protection standards (14 CCR 103 (c)(6), Diablo Firesafe Council 2015).

Priority 3

Priority 3 areas include those where annual vegetation management activities should be focused once Priority 1
and 2 areas have been completed or if schedules and budgets allow for completion in addition to Priority 1 and 2
areas. Priority 3 areas include:

= Areas that are currently being managed under the City's goat grazing program not identified for
management under Priorities 1 and 2. The intent of this management activity is to maintain lower fuel loads
within larger park lands or open space areas in the Plan Area.

= Removal of highly flammable plants species from oak woodland vegetation communities to reduce fuel
loading rates.

9.3.4 Treatment Technique Selection

Treatment method selection is dependent on the dominant vegetation type being treated. Treatment may focus on
grasses and surface fuels, brush or scrub, trees, or highly flammable plants, each of which require different tools
and techniques that can be employed to reach management standards, and multiple techniques may be employed
on a property during treatment operations. Vegetation management technique selection shall be made from those
identified in this VMP and will be based on the condition of vegetation observed during field assessments.
Treatment techniques, or combinations thereof, will be identified in the annual work plans prepared by OFD.
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9.3.5 Annual Work Plan Development

OFD will prepare annual vegetation management work plans based on the site-specific conditions observed
during field inspections. The work plans will identify vegetation treatment types, area or properties to be
treated, implementation timing, resource needs and availability, funding sources, and monitoring and tracking
needs. This process will also involve preparing bid specifications, advertising bids, and evaluating and
selecting qualified contractors, as necessary. Utilization of multi-year contracts may be beneficial for continuity
and consistency and should be considered. OFD will also outreach to local volunteer/park stewardship groups,
coordinate with other City departments, and coordinate with other agencies or landowners, as appropriate,
during annual work plan development.

This VMP includes an adaptive management component; therefore, the annual work plan is intended to be an internal,
working document that may be modified throughout the year. Modifications to the annual work plan may be necessary
due to various factors, including field conditions, weather, vegetation growth, contractor or crew completion rates,
staff and resource availability, permit acquisition needs, and emergency conditions, among others.
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10 Practices to Avoid/Minimize Impacts

In addition to the BMPs identified for the vegetation management techniques identified in this VMP, this section
outlines additional practices intended to avoid or minimize potential impacts associated with vegetation treatment
or removal. BMPs for general operations, vegetation management, and protection of biological resources are also
provided in Appendix I.

10.1 Stormwater/Erosion Control

The vegetation treatment techniques identified in this VMP have the potential to affect soil stability. Soil stability
may be indirectly affected by the removal of overstory vegetative cover, which reduces rainfall interception and
thereby increases its surface erosion potential. This may result in the detachment and transportation of soil
particles across the soil surface. Soil stability may also be directly affected by through the use of heavy equipment,
tools, hand crews, or livestock, all of which can loosen, dislodge, or compact soils. This too can increase the
potential for detachment and transportation of soil particles across the soil surface.

A procedure has been developed by the California State Board of Forestry (California State Board of Forestry 1990)
to estimate a surface soil erosion hazard rating that considers soil characteristics (texture, depth to restrictive layer,
percent of coarse surface fragments), slope, vegetative cover, and precipitation. The hazard rating is designed to
evaluate the susceptibility of the soil within a given location to erosion. This rating should be determined and
considered on a site-specific basis when determining the needs for erosion control BMPs in the Plan Area. In
addition, areas where erosion has occurred in the past due to vegetation management activities should be avoided,
or alternative methods implemented to minimize potential impacts to soil stability.

BMP Practices and Devices

There are various erosion control practices and devices available for slowing the rate of erosion. Recent research
indicates that mechanical rehabilitation treatments, including straw mulch, hay bales, and jute rolls are more
predictable for reducing soil erosion and post-fire hydrological problems than seeding or other treatments
(Robichaud et al. 2010). Mulching may introduce exotic/weed seeds (Kruse et al. 2004) if brought in from off site
(as opposed to chipped on-site material), so erosion potential should be high before the decision to use this material
is finalized.

Numerous BMPs have been developed for use in erosion and sediment control, as identified by the Clean Water
Program Alameda County (202309) which provides copies of the California Stormwater BMP Handbook (originally
published by the California Stormwater Quality Association). This handbook presents detailed information regarding
the implementation, maintenance, suitability, and limitations of different BMPs. The need for BMPs should be
determined during annual work plan development or during subsequent monitoring efforts and should consider
erosion hazard rating and/or the history of on-site erosion. Table 11 identifies the different BMP types for erosion
and sediment control, as provided by the Clean Water Program Alameda County (2023069). Detailed information
can be found at the following address:

https://cleanwaterprogram.org/h
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Table 11. Erosion and Sediment Control BMPs

Erosion Control Sediment Control

Hydraulic Mulch Velocity Silt Fence Sandbag Barrier
Dissipation
Devices

Hydroseeding Slope Drains Sediment Basin Straw Bale Barrier

Soil Binders Streambank Sediment Trap Storm Drain Inlet
Stabilization Protection

Straw Mulch Compost Blankets | Check Dam Active Treatment

Systems

Geotextiles and Mats Soil Roughening Fiber Rolls Temp Silt Dike

Wood Mulching Non-vegetation Gravel Bag Berm Compost Socks and
Stabilization Berms

Earth Dikes and Drainage Swales Street Sweeping and Vacuuming | Biofilter Bags

=9 7 ]

In the event that a wildfire event occurs in the Plan Area, stabilization of soils in the burn area is a primary concern,
especially in areas with steep slope gradients. Erosion control BMPs should be installed as soon as possible and prior
to the onset of the winter period (October 15 to April 1).

Access Roads

In areas where existing dirt access roads will be retained, waterbreaks® and drainage structures should be
constructed to minimize erosion potential. All waterbreaks and drainage structures should be installed no later than
the beginning of the winter period (October 15 to April 1). Outside the winter period, waterbreaks and drainage
structures should be installed prior to sunset if the National Weather Service forecast is a “chance” (30% or more)
of rain within the next 24 hours. Waterbreaks should be constructed immediately upon conclusion of use of access
roads which do not have permanent and adequate drainage structures. Distances between waterbreaks should
adhere to the standards outlined in Table 12. Access roads should be closed to public vehicle travel following
completion of vegetation treatment operations.

Table 12. Maximum Distance between Waterbreaks

Road Slope Gradient (percent)

>256-50
Estimated Erosion Hazard Rating <10 11-25 >80
Extreme 100 75 50
50
High 150 100 75
50
Moderate 200 150 100
75

9 A waterbreak (or waterbar) is a shallow trench with a parallel berm or ridge on the downslope side, angled downward across a
road and installed to control surface runoff.
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Table 12. Maximum Distance between Waterbreaks

Road Slope Gradient (percent)

>256-50
ated Erosio azard Rating <10 11-25 >50
Low 300 200 150
400

Source: 20203 4+ California Forest Practice Rules (14 CCR, Chapters 4, 4.5, and 10).

10.2 Watercourses

The purpose and intent of the City of Oakland’'s Creek Protection Ordinance (Oakland Municipal Code
Chapter 13.16) is:

= Safeguarding and preserving creeks and riparian corridors in a natural state;
=  Preserving and enhancing creekside vegetation and wildlife;

= Preventing activities that would contribute significantly to flooding, erosion or sedimentation, or that would
destroy riparian areas or would inhibit their restoration;

= Enhancing recreational and beneficial uses of creeks;
=  Controlling erosion and sedimentation;
= Protecting drainage facilities; and

=  Protecting the public health and safety, and public and private property.

The ordinance includes permitting guidelines for development and construction projects taking place in or near
creeks. This includes the clearing of vegetation for wildfire hazard reduction purposes. Vegetation management
activities on any creekside property would require a Creek Protection Permit. Creekside properties are defined as
properties located within Oakland, as identified by the Environmental Services Manager, which have a creek or
riparian corridor crossing the property and/or are contiguous to a creek or riparian corridor. The intent is to assure
that work done will avoid or limit, to the extent feasible, negative impacts to creeks. The primary measure to
minimize impacts to creeks and other water courses in the Plan Area is avoidance, meaning all work should be
conducted outside of creekside properties. Should it be necessary to conduct vegetation management activities
within creekside properties, OFD shall obtain a Creek Protection Permit, as outlined in Oakland Municipal Code
Chapter 13.16.

10.3 Revegetation

Revegetation of areas subject to vegetation treatment or removal can minimize the potential for erosion by
stabilizing soils. Moreover, natural recruitment of suitable vegetation can promote habitats that are environmentally
sustainable, require less resources for long-term maintenance and are less fire-prone overall. Revegetation is
recommended only in areas where disturbed and/or bare soil exists following vegetation management operations
as a measure to stabilize soils. The need for revegetation should be determined during annual work plan
development or during subsequent monitoring efforts and should consider slope, soil type, access, irrigation and
maintenance needs, and other BMPs being implemented on site. OFD should consult with qualified professionals
(e.g., landscape architects, revegetation specialists) to develop site-specific revegetation plans, as appropriate.
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Revegetation may include hydroseeding (as presented in Section 10.1), direct seeding, or container plant
installation. Plant species selection should be consistent with revegetation goals and should consider erosion
protection value (e.g., deep-rooted species). Pyrophytic species should not be used for revegetation purposes.
Drought tolerant species should be given priority for revegetation efforts.

10.4 Special-status Plant Communities/Species

The OFD’s Draft Protected and Endangered Species Policy and Procedures document (Appendix J) establishes
a uniform procedure for the protection of endangered or threated species of flora while condu cting vegetation
management activities in the Plan Area. The Draft document (Appendix J) outlines policies to ensure that
endangered plant species are protected during vegetation management activities. These policies include
requirements for contracting with qualified biological consultants to identify locations where such species
exist, flagging avoidance areas, notifying contractors of avoidance areas during the contact bid phase,
modifying vegetation treatment timing to promote seeding, obtaining agency permits, communicating with
other City departments regarding vegetation management activities, and requiring that contractors do not
impact or disturb areas designated for preservation.

10.5 Special-Status Wildlife Species

The vegetation management activities identified in this VMP have the potential to impact special-status wildlife via
ground disturbance, vegetation removal or treatment, the use of vegetation management tools and equipment, or by
increasing human presence within or adjacent to treatment areas. The special-status wildlife species with the potential
to occur in the Plan Area are presented in Section 7.1.3. In order to minimize the potential for impacts to special-
status wildlife species, the specific measures identified in Appendix | should be implemented, depending on wildlife
species present in the identified treatment area. In general, these measures include conducting preconstruction
biological surveys, identifying and marking avoidance or buffer areas, conducting biological monitoring during
vegetation management operations, and establishing work windows to avoid and minimize adverse effects on nesting
birds and special-status plants and animals. In order to facilitate implementation of the special-status wildlife species
avoidance measures, OFD should contract with qualified biological consultants.

10.6 Pests/Pathogens

Pest and pathogen BMPs should be incorporated where applicable within the Plan area. These practices encompass
both protection of the residual stand from mechanical damage, and quarantine and sanitation practices (described
below). Outbreaks of known invasive pathogens such as SOD, well known for its detrimental impacts to oak
populations along the west coast, and unknown pests and pathogens pose a threat to Plan Area forests. Sanitation
of tools and equipment within the Plan Area should be conducted to reduce the spread of pests and diseases
following treatments of areas of known infestation. If soil is collected on equipment, rinsing the equipment on site
with a portable water tank or water truck, or at a designated rinsing station, can remove soil-borne pathogens and
prevent transport to new sites. Additionally, certain pathogen-specific measures have been developed to deal with
regional pathogens, namely pitch canker and SOD. These measures should be implemented in the Plan Area, where
applicable. Specific measures can be found at the following links:

=  Pitch canker: https://ufei.calpoly.edu/pitch-canker-task-force-management/
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= SOD: http://ipm.ucanr.edu/PMG/PESTNOTES/pn74151.html
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11 Plan Coordination and Partnerships

The vegetation management actions identified in this VMP serve to address fire hazard in the Plan Area and contribute
to regional efforts to mitigate wildfire hazard in the City’s VHFHSZ and the Oakland Hills. OFD has a history of
maintaining relationships and partnerships with other landowners and land managers that routinely treat vegetation
for fire hazard reduction purposes and with community groups that seek to address fire hazard conditions in the
Oakland Hills. In some cases, City property abuts land managed for fuel reduction purposes such that cohesive fuel
breaks can be maintained. Advantages of such relationships and partnerships include:

= |Information and data sharing;

= Resource sharing;

= Coordination of management activities;

=  Facilitating property access;

= Grant funding and cost-sharing opportunities.

OFD routinely coordinates with the other City departments and with the following landowners or land managers:
EBRPD, EBMUD, the California Department of Transportation, Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E), Contra Costa County
Fire Protection District, and the University of California, Berkeley. PG&E has recently increased vegetation
management around its lines following recent destructive wildfires in northern California, as required by the
California Public Utilities Commission. OFD also engages with local stakeholder/volunteer groups focused on fire
hazard reduction, including the Hills Emergency Forum and the Oakland Firesafe Council. OFD also engages with
local homeowners associations to discuss fuels reduction abatement on common area parcels and to discuss best
practices for defensible space, assist homeowners associations in applying for Fire Safe Council abatement grants
and complete annual inspections of the grounds.

This VMP recognizes that coordination with multiple agencies and stakeholders is a critically important component
in addressing regional fire hazard conditions and recommends that coordination be continued over the course of
the plan timeframe. The following sections summarize City departments and stakeholder/volunteer groups that
have an interest in, and participate in, vegetation management on City-owned parcels.

11.1 City Departments

The following City departments have an interest in or otherwise manage vegetation on City-owned properties in the
Plan Area. Consultation with these departments during annual work plan development is recommended to
streamline efforts and maximize the use of available City resources:

= Parks, Recreation, and Youth Development Department: provides recreation and youth development
programs and services to over 95,000 enrolled participants and over a million drop-in users annually
through a wide variety of recreation, leisure, cultural, educational and environmental programs and
activities for all ages.

= Public Works Department
- Park Services and City Landscapes: responsible for the maintenance of parks, medians, waterfront

trails and open space properties in Oakland. Park maintenance includes litter pickup and removal,
pruning, weeding, turf mowing, irrigation system repairs and planting,
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- Tree Services and Urban Forestry: custodian of Oakland’s urban forest. Currently performs tree
trimming and removals based upon hazardous tree assessments and on emergency basis only.

- Environmental Protection and Compliance: dedicated to improving the quality of City of Oakland
facilities, open spaces, rights-of-way, waterways and development projects through professional
environmental assessments and cleanups, implementation of best management practices,
coordination of volunteer beautification efforts and education.

11.2 Coordination with Stakeholder and
Volunteer Groups

Outreach to stakeholder and volunteer groups was conducted during VMP development, as summarized in
Section 6. This Plan recommends continued and on-going coordination between OFD and local volunteer and
stewardship groups that are active in parklands or other areas within the VMP. This VMP recognizes that effective
communication and coordination is the responsibility of both the OFD and the local stewardship groups to each
make an effort to keep the other party informed and updated.

The following communication protocols are recommended to help keep OFD and local stewardship efforts coordinated.

= OFD shall identify a point-of-contact for communication and coordination purposes with local park
stewardship groups. The Vegetation Management Unit of the Fire Prevention Bureau of OFD will be
responsible for this outreach, and can be contacted at 510-238-7388 or wildfireprevention@oaklandca.gov.
Similarly, each park stewardship group will identify a point-of-contact for coordination with OFD. OFD will
maintain an updated list of the points-of-contact, including names, telephone numbers, and email addresses.
If there is a change in status regarding the point-of-contact for either the OFD or the local stewardship groups,
it is their responsibility to contact OFD to update the contact list.

= During the annual work plan development process, the OFD will reach out to the local park stewardship
groups (though the point-of-contact) to solicit input or feedback on current vegetation management needs
in the specific park, potential treatment options, treatment timing, local site conditions, and previous
vegetation management efforts conducted on site. This coordination is especially important when a new
contractor is selected to conduct vegetation management within a park. Coordination with the park
stewardship group may include a site visit with OFD and/or the new vegetation management contractor.

=  When the OFD has a clearer understanding of when vegetation management work will be performed in a
specific park(s), they will provide this schedule update to the identified point-of-contact for that park(s).

= Similarly, volunteer/park stewardship groups must contact OFD prior to implementing vegetation
management actions in the Plan Area. Key things for local stewards to update the OFD on include the
location and extent of planned steward actions. This is an important step to minimize the potential for
steward projects to potentially conflict with City plans or goals for vegetation management.

Volunteers and stakeholder groups that provided input during the VMP development process are identified in
Appendix K. In addition to the identified stewardship groups in Appendix K, the Oakland Wildland Stewards (OWLS)
is a coalition of stewardship groups operating in the Plan Area.
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12 Plan Implementation

It is expected and recommended that the City of Oakland is to provide the public detailed implementation plans for
each of the specific geographic areas identified in Section 9 after the adoption of the Vegetation Management Plan.
This Plan defines minimum necessary requirements and does not preclude any additional measures and actions
by the City. The following sections outline the methods for implementing the vegetation management
recommendations included in this plan over the 10-year plan timeframe.

12.1 Roles and Responsibilities

OFD, or its designee, will be responsible for implementing this VMP and will be responsible for the following:

= Assessing field conditions on a routine basis to determine the need for vegetation management
action implementation;

= Developing annual work plans and budgets;
= Prioritizing vegetation treatment actions and areas based on field observations;

= Screening, selecting, and hiring contractors, or directing City personnel, to conduct identified vegetation
management actions;

=  Monitoring vegetation management actions during operations to ensure that avoidance measures and
BMPs are being properly implemented; and

= Monitoring treated properties following vegetation management actions to ensure that treatment
standards have been achieved.

12.2 Planning and Scheduling

Planning and scheduling of vegetation management activities is anticipated to be an ongoing process conducted
throughout most of the calendar year and based on the results of field assessments conducted by OFD staff. Most
planning and scheduling efforts will be conducted in the winter or spring months for work to be conducted in the
upcoming spring and summer months, although such efforts may occur at different times during the year,
depending on the need for additional, increased, or follow-up vegetation management activities. Concurrent
planning and scheduling of different vegetation management activities on different properties is also anticipated,
as some activities (e.g., prescribed fire) may necessitate a longer planning and scheduling period than others.
Planning and scheduling activities will also consider site treatment timing priorities and constraints, available
resources, and efficient progression of treatment activities across properties. Planning and scheduling activities
will include coordination with park stakeholder groups (discussed in Section 11.2), outreach to identified City
departments, preparation of bid specifications and bid packages, contractor screening, selection, and hiring, and
developing direction for City personnel, where applicable. Where feasible, OFD may engage other City departments
and/or volunteer groups to perform some or all of the recommended vegetation treatments for a particular site.
However, fire hazard reduction shall be the primary goal and OFD shall have the final say regarding vegetation
management actions conducted in areas with volunteer/park stewardship group engagement. The intent is not to
dismiss local volunteer knowledge and expertise, rather OFD has an obligation under this VMP to ensure that
vegetation management is conducted in a timely manner and to standards that reduce wildfire hazard.
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12.3 Monitoring and Reporting

OFD routinely patrols and monitors the Plan Area to inspect vegetation conditions and monitor the progress of
treatment activities. Monitoring in the spring months is intended to inform the annual work plan development
process. Monitoring not directly associated with annual work plan development should be routinely conducted for
the following purposes:

=  Monitoring vegetation management activities during operations to ensure that avoidance measures and
BMPs (Section 10, Appendix |) are being properly implemented;

= Monitoring treated properties following vegetation management activities to ensure that treatment
standards have been achieved;

=  Monitoring treated properties to determine the need for follow-up treatment actions;
=  Monitoring treated properties to determine the need for post-operations BMPs; and

=  Monitoring to document the success of vegetation treatment activities and identify needs for adjustments
to vegetation treatment activities or standards.

OFD shall prepare an annual report summarizing the results of monitoring efforts, quantifying the number of parcels
inspected and acreage treated, documenting annual expenditures associated with VMP implementation, identifying
any additional resource needs, and summarizing any pertinent issues identified and addressed during VMP
implementation. Based on the results of monitoring efforts, the annual report shall identify any proposed future
changes to vegetation treatment activities conducted in the Plan Area; however, any identified changes shall be
consistent with the locations, techniques, and standards outlined in this VMP. The annual report shall be submitted
to the Oakland City Council for review and comment

The annual report shall provide the following metrics and include a discussion of VMP implementation performance
in meeting, or failing to meet, the stated goal:

1. Acreage treated vs. treatment acreage identified in annual work plan. Subdivide treated acreage into two
categories: 1) meets treatment standard immediately following treatment; 2) partially meets treatment
standard immediately following treatment. Goal: 90% of treated area meets standards following treatment.

2. Hours of annual pre-treatment site assessments performed by OFD. Goal: 1 hour of assessment time per
10 acres of treated area.

3. Hours of active treatment work inspections performed by OFD. Goal: 1 hour of assessment time per 1 acre
of treated area.

4. Hours of post-treatment monitoring performed by OFD. Goal: 1 hour of monitoring time per 5 acres of
treated area.

5. Budget expended on vegetation management and associated tasks. Goal: Expended funds within 10% of
annual budget.

12.4 Adaptive Management

Adaptive management is an iterative process of implementation, monitoring, and adjustment of management
actions based on monitoring results (McEachern et al. 2007). The critical component of the adaptive management
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process for this VMP is the monitoring effort described in the previous section. The results of monitoring efforts
conducted in support of this VMP will be used to determine which vegetation management activities or techniques
are effective or ineffective; if there is a need to change or modify treatment techniques, selecting among the
techniques listed in this plan; if there is a need to adjust the timing, duration, or priority of vegetation treatments
on a specific property or within the Plan Area; if additional avoidance/minimization measures or BMPs need to be
employed; or if there needs to be changes to avoidance/minimization measures or BMPs to reduce potential
adverse effects of vegetation management on sensitive biological resources, water resources, aesthetics, soils, and
slope stability. Monitoring will also allow for consideration of other factors occurring outside the parameters of this
VMP (e.g., changes in state and federal laws, recent trends in fire behavior and climate patterns, or creation of a
fuel break by a neighboring property owner) that may have an effect on vegetation management planning or
implementation.

OFD will document the results of monitoring efforts, as described in the previous section, noting recommended
changes to vegetation management activities or actions associated with avoidance/minimization measures or
BMPs. Plan implementation tracking in a GIS environment will allow for location-based assessments of work
histories and treatment effectiveness and is recommended in this VMP. This documentation will then be used by
OFD during subsequent planning and scheduling efforts with recommended changes incorporated into the annual
work plan.

12.5 Implementation Costs

An evaluation of vegetation management and biological monitoring costs was conducted to assist in Plan
implementation budgeting. Costs were evaluated based on management technique. Sources consulted to
determine potential costs associated with vegetation management in the Bay Area included OFD, CAL FIRE, other
land management agencies, private contractors, and biological consultants. In general, costs were variable,
depending on the source due to variability in site access, vegetation density, and treatment prescriptions. Therefore,
a range of costs was identified by management technique, as summarized in Table 13. These values were then
used to determine potential VMP implementation and maintenance cost ranges for identified projects, as presented
in Appendix H.
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Table 13. Implementation and Maintenance Cost Estimates

Estimated Cost per Acre*
Management Technique Low High

Biological (Grazing) - Grass $1,000 $1,200
Hand Labor - Grass $1,000 $2,500
Hand Labor - Brush $1,000 $4,000
Hand Labor - Forest $2,500 $4,000
Mechanical - Grass $75 $500

Mechanical - Brush $2,000 $6,500
Mechanical - Forest $3,000 $7,500
Mechanical - Prescribed Fire $150 $5,000
Chemical - Herbicide Application $250 $500

Biological Monitoring (Pre-Operations) $60 $80

* Individual large tree removal costs can vary significantly depending on site conditions, with costs ranging from $200 to $2,000
per tree. Cost estimate based on 2019 data.

12.6 Priority Projects

Specific projects have been listed by park or region in Section 9.2. The projects in Table 14 are listed by their
general priority (Priority 1, 2, and 3). The listing of the projects in each priority category is by their appearance in
the document, and does not indicate an additional level of priority.

Table 14. Priority Project Summary Table

Priority 1
Urban Parcels

URB-1

Maintain vegetation within the entirety of all urban and residential parcels
according to the standard outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
47.5 acres, accounting for non-vegetated areas within urban parcels.

Garber Park

GAR-1

Manage vegetation along adjacent roadside (Claremont Avenue) and near
trailheads/entry points to minimize ignition potential. Treatment width
should be based on field observations, but not to exceed 30 feet.
Specifically, trees hanging down on powerlines are a fire hazard and should
be prioritized for treatment. At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals
1.3 acres.

GAR-2

Manage vegetation within 10 feet of the south and east property boundary
line to facilitate firefighter access according to the standards outlined in
Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.5 acres.

Dimond Canyon Park

DIM-1

Manage vegetation along adjacent roadsides (Park Boulevard, Monterey
Boulevard, Leimert Boulevard, El Centro Avenue) and near trailheads/entry
points to minimize ignition potential. Treatment width should be based on
field observations, but not to exceed 30 feet. At a 30-foot width, the
treatment area equals 3.4 acres.

DIM-2

Manage vegetation within 10 feet of property boundary lines where the park
abuts residential structures to facilitate firefighter access according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 2.5 acres.
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Table 14. Priority Project Summary Table

Location

Project

DIM-3

Description

Manage vegetation in the area between the parking lot located to the east
of the pool and the adjacent residential structures (approximately 50 feet in
width). Treatment area equals 0.7 acres.

Shepherd Canyon
Park

SHP-1

Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards
outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 13.2 acres.

SHP-2

Manage vegetation along adjacent roadsides (Shepherd Canyon Road,
Escher Drive, Snake Road, and Bagshotte Drive) to minimize ignition
potential. Treatment width should be based on field observations, but not to
exceed 30 feet. At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals 9.3 acres.

Leon Heights Park

LHT-1

Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within 300 feet of
ridgelines, and within the current 9-acre management area according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 13.6 acres.

LHT-2

Manage vegetation along adjacent roadside (Campus Drive) to minimize
ignition potential. Treatment width should be based on field observations,
but not to exceed 30 feet. At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals 1.9
acres.

Beaconsfield Canyon

BCN-1

Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards
outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 1.7 acres.

North Oakland
Regional Sports Field

NOR-1

Manage vegetation according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1 in the
following locations: within 30 feet of the site’s dirt access road, within 300
feet of ridgelines, within 150 feet of the park access gate, and within the
existing managed area north of the ball fields and parking areas. Treatment
area equals 21.5 acres.

Grizzly Peak Open
Space

GPO-1

Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within 300 feet of
ridgelines, and within 30 feet of Tunnel Road and Bay Forest Drive
according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
28.5 acres

Sheffield Village
Open Space

SHF-1

Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, including those in the
Dunsmuir Estates portion of the property, and within 150 feet of park
access gates, according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment
area equals 23.9 acres

Knowland Park and
Arboretum

KNO-1

Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within 150 feet of park
access gates, and within 300 feet of ridgelines, which encompasses the
area within 30 feet of known human congregation/activity areas along
Skyline Boulevard according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1.
Treatment area equals 28.4 acres.

KNO-2

Manage vegetation along adjacent roadside (Golf Links Road). Treatment
width should be based on field observations, but not to exceed 30 feet. At a
30-foot width, the treatment area equals 8.4 acres.

Joaquin Miller Park

JMP-1

Manage vegetation within 100 feet of on and off-site structures, within 300
feet of ridgelines, within 150 feet of park access gates and within 30 feet of
known human congregation/activity areas along Skyline Boulevard and the
top of Woodside Glen Court according to the standards outlined in Section
9.1. Treatment area equals 117.3 acres.
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Table 14. Priority Project Summary Table

Location Project | Description
JMP-2 Manage vegetation along adjacent roadsides (Joaquin Miller Road, Skyline
Boulevard, Mountain Boulevard). Treatment width should be based on field
observations, but not to exceed 30 feet. At a 30-foot width, the treatment
area equals 18.2 acres.

King Estate Open KES-1 Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures, within 150 feet of park

Space Park access gates, and within 30 feet of Fontaine Street and Crest Avenue
according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals
15.6 acres.

Blue Rock Court BLU-1 Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures and within 30 feet of fire
access road along southern property edge according to the standards
outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 2.4 acres.

Leona Street LST-1 Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards
outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.4 acres.

McDonell Avenue MCD-1 Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards
outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.9 acres.

Police/Safety PSD-1 Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards

Department outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 7.2 acres.

PSD-2 Manage vegetation along adjacent roadside (Mountain Boulevard).
Treatment width should be based on field observations, but not to exceed
30 feet. At a 30-foot width, the treatment area equals 0.5 acres.

Tunnel Road Open TRO-1 Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the property to

Space minimize ignition potential from adjacent roadways. Treatment area equals
4.4 acres.

Marjorie Saunders MJS-1 Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards

Park outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.9 acres

Oak Knoll OKN-1 Manage vegetation within 100 feet of structures according to the standards
outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 1.2 acres.

Priority Roadsides n/a Priority roadsides (36-31 miles) and all medians (5.7 acres) are considered

and Medians Priority 1 treatment areas (as defined in Section 9.3.3). The remaining
roadside areas (2778 miles) are considered Priority 2 treatment areas (as
defined in Section 9.3.3). It is recommended that these areas and parcels
continue to be managed according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1

Priority 2

Shepherd Canyon SHP-3 Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting

Park extreme fire behavior and within 300 feet of structures according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 11.8 acres.

Leona Heights Park LHT-3 Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting
extreme fire behavior and within 300 feet of structures according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 3.8 acres.

Beaconsfield Canyon | BCN-2 Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting

extreme fire behavior and within 300 feet of structures according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 2.0 acres.
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Table 14. Priority Project Summary Table

Location Project | Description

North Oakland NOR-2 Given the upper portion of the property’s ridgetop location and the potential

Regional Sports Field for ember generation resulting from crown fire, implement thinning
recommendations in the property’s eucalyptus stand beyond that treated
under project NOR-1 according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1.
Treatment area equals 7.8 acres.

Grizzly Peak Open GPO-2 Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting

Space extreme fire behavior and within 300 feet of structures according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 19.1 acres.

Sheffield Village SHF-2 Manage vegetation within 300 feet of structures in areas that exhibit

Open Space extreme fire behavior according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1.
Treatment area equals 6.1 acres.

Knowland Park and KNO-3 Manage vegetation within 300 feet of structures in areas that exhibit

Arboretum extreme fire behavior according to the standards outlined in Section 9.1.
Treatment area equals 14.0 acres.

KNO-4 Manage vegetation within 100 feet of on-site structures in the zoo portion of
the property and within 100 feet of the zoo/open space interface to
minimize ignition potential and modify potential fire behavior near this
developed portion of the property. Treatment area equals 32.1 acres.

Joaquin Miller Park JMP-3 Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting
extreme fire behavior and within 300 feet of structures according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 13.8 acres.

Blue Rock Court BLU-2 Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting
extreme fire behavior and within 300 feet of structures according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 0.5 acres.

Marjorie Saunders MJS-2 Implement brush and tree thinning recommendations in areas exhibiting

Park extreme fire behavior and within 300 feet of structures according to the
standards outlined in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 1.8 acres.

Other Roadsides n/a Other roadside areas (2778 miles) are considered Priority 2 treatment areas
(as defined in Section 9.3.3). It is recommended that these areas and
parcels continue to be managed according to the standards outlined in
Section 9.1

Priority 3

Garber Park GAR-3 To manage fuel loading rates, remove eucalyptus trees from two locations
along the southern park boundary, retaining non-pyrophytic trees. Treatment
area equals 0.7 acres.

Shepherd Canyon SHP-4 Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the

Park park to maintain fuel loads. If possible, grazing should be conducted later in
the season after perennial grasses go to seed. Treatment area equals 20.4
acres

North Oakland NOR-3 To reduce fuel loading rates, remove eucalyptus trees and other highly

Regional Sports Field flammable and invasive plants from oak woodland communities, retaining
non-pyrophytic trees. Treatment area equals 18.6 acres.

Grizzly Peak Open GPO-3 To reduce fuel loading rates, remove eucalyptus trees and other highly

Space flammable and invasive plants from oak woodlands, retaining non-
pyrophytic trees. Treatment area equals 1.6 acres.

GPO-4 Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the

property to maintain fuel loads. Treatment area equals 19.9 acres.
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Table 14. Priority Project Summary Table

Location Project | Description

Sheffield Village SHF-3 Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the

Open Space park to maintain fuel loads. Treatment area equals 288.3 acres.

Knowland Park and KNO-5 Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the

Arboretum park to maintain fuel loads. Treatment area equals 368.1 acres

Joaquin Miller Park JMP-4 Continue to manage vegetation via grazing in flashy fuel areas to maintain
fuel loads. Treatment area equals 68.3 acres.

King Estate Open KES-2 Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the

Space Park park to maintain fuel loads and minimize ignition potential, particularly prior
to the 4th of July holiday. Treatment area equals 65.6 acres.

Blue Rock Court BLU-3 Implement thinning recommendations in the property’s eucalyptus stand
beyond that treated under project BLU-2 according to the standards outlined
in Section 9.1. Treatment area equals 6.4 acres.

Oak Knoll OKN-2 Continue to manage vegetation via grazing throughout the remainder of the

park to maintain fuel loads and minimize ignition potential. Treatment area
equals 14.5 acres.
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BehavePlus: Fire behavior prediction and fuel modeling computer program designed to model fire behavior
characteristics based on fuel, weather, and topographic inputs. Model outputs include flame length values, fire
spotting potential, and rate of fire spread.

Brush: A collective term that refers to stands of vegetation dominated by shrubby, woody plants or low-growing trees;
usually of a vegetation type undesirable for livestock or timber management.

Brush Fire: A fire burning in vegetation that is predominantly shrubs, brush, and scrub growth.

Burning Conditions: The state of the combined factors of the environment that affect fire behavior in a specified
fuel type.

Canopy: The stratum containing the crowns of the tallest vegetation present (living or dead), usually above 20 feet.

Closure: Legal restriction, but not necessarily elimination, of specified activities such as smoking, camping, or entry
that might cause fires in a given area.

Combustible: Any material that, in the form in which it is used and under the conditions anticipated, will ignite and burn.

Conflagration: A raging, destructive fire. Often used to describe a fire burning under extreme fire weather. The term
is also used when a wildland fire burns into a WUI, destroying structures.

Crown Fire: A fire that advances from top-to-top of trees or shrubs more or less independent of a surface fire.

Defensible Space: An area either natural or man-made where material capable of allowing a fire to spread
unchecked has been treated, cleared, or modified to slow the rate and intensity of advancing wildfire. This will
create an area for housing increased emergency fire equipment, for evacuating or sheltering civilians in place, and
a point for fire suppression to occur.

Duff: The layer of decomposing organic materials lying below the litter layer of freshly fallen twigs, needles and
leaves and immediately above the mineral soil.

Exposure: (1) Property that may be endangered by a fire burning in another structure or by a wildfire; (2) direction
in which a slope faces, usually with respect to cardinal directions; (3) the general surroundings of a site with special
reference to its openness to winds.

Extreme Fire: A level of fire behavior characteristics that ordinarily precludes methods of direct control. One or more
of the following is usually involved: high rates of spread, prolific crowning and/or spotting, presence of fire whirls, a
strong convection column. Predictability is difficult because such fires often exercise some degree of influence on
their environments and behave erratically, sometimes dangerously.

Fine Fuels: Fast-drying dead fuels that are less than 0.25-inch in diameter and are generally characterized by a
comparatively high surface area to volume ratio. These fuels (grass, leaves, needles, etc.) ignite readily and are
consumed rapidly by fire when dry.

Fire Behavior: The manner in which a fire reacts to the influences of fuel, weather, and topography.
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Fire Department: Any regularly organized fire department, fire protection district or fire company regularly charged
with the responsibility of providing fire protection to the jurisdiction.

Fire Front: That part of a fire within which continuous flaming combustion is taking place. Unless otherwise
specified, it is assumed to be the leading edge of the fire perimeter.

Fire Hazard: A fuel complex, defined by volume, type condition, arrangement, and location, that determines the
degree of ease of ignition and of resistance to control.

Fire Hydrant: A valved connection on a piped water supply system having one or more outlets that is used to supply
hose and fire department pumpers with water.

Fire Prevention: Activities, including education, engineering, enforcement, and administration that are directed at
reducing the number of wildfires, the costs of suppression, and fire-caused damage to resources and property.

Fire Protection: The actions taken to limit the adverse environmental, social, political, and economic effects of fire.
Protection is relative, not absolute.

Fire Regime: Periodicity and pattern of naturally occurring fires in a particular area or vegetative type, described in
terms of frequency, biological severity, and area of extent.

Fire Retardant: Any substance, except plain water, that by chemical or physical action reduces flammability of fuels
or slows their rate of combustion.

Fire Safety Expert: An individual identified by the Oakland Fire Department who possesses the appropriate
knowledge, experience, training, and/or certification in wildfire science, wildfire ecology, and/or vegetation ecology
to provide management recommendations for reducing community wildfire risk.

Fire Season: (1) Period(s) of the year during which wildland fires are likely to occur, spread, and affect resource
values sufficient to warrant organized fire management activities; (2) a legally enacted time during which burning
activities are regulated by state or local authority.

Fire Storm: Violent convection caused by a large continuous area of intense fire. Often characterized by destructively
violent surface indrafts, near and beyond the perimeter, and sometimes by tornado-like whirls.

Fire Triangle: Instructional aid in which the sides of a triangle are used to represent the three factors (oxygen, heat,
fuel) necessary for combustion and flame production; removal of any of the three factors causes flame production
to cease.

Fire Weather: Weather conditions which influence fire starts, fire behavior, or fire suppression.

Fire Whirl: Spinning vortex column of ascending hot air and gases rising from a fire and carrying aloft smoke, debris,
and flame. Fire whirls range in size from less than 1 foot to over 500 feet in diameter. Large fire whirls have the
intensity of a small tornado.

Firebrand: Any source of heat, natural or human made, capable of igniting wildland fuels. Flaming or glowing fuel
particles that can be carried naturally by wind, convection currents, or gravity into unburned fuels. Examples include
leaves, pine cones, glowing charcoal, and sparks.
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Firebreak: A natural or constructed barrier used to stop or check fires that may occur or to provide a control line
from which to work.

Firefighter: A person who is trained and proficient in the components of structural or wildland fire.

Flame: A mass of gas undergoing rapid combustion, generally accompanied by evolution of sensible heat
and incandescence.

Flammability: The relative ease with which fuels ignite and burn regardless of the quantity of the fuels.

Fuel Break: An area, strategically located for fighting anticipated fires, where the previously-occurring vegetation
has been permanently modified or replaced so that fires burning into it can be more easily controlled. Fuel breaks
divide fire-prone areas into smaller areas for easier fire control and to provide access for firefighting.

Fuel Loading: The volume of fuel in a given area generally expressed in tons per acre.

Fuel Model: Simulated fuel complex for which all fuel descriptors required for the solution of a mathematical rate
of spread model have been specified.

Fuel Modification: Any manipulation or removal of fuels to reduce the likelihood of ignition or the resistance to fire control.

Fuel Modification Zone: A strip of land, typically 100 feet wide or more, between an improved property and
wildlands, where combustible vegetation has been removed, thinned, or modified and may be partially or totally
replaced with approved drought-tolerant, fire-resistant, and/or irrigated plants to provide an acceptable level of risk
from vegetation fires. Fuel modification reduces radiant and convective heat, thereby reducing the amount of heat
exposure on the roadway or structure and providing fire suppression forces a safer area in which to take action.

Fuels: All combustible material within the WUI or intermix, including vegetation and structures.

Hazard: The degree of flammability of the fuels once a fire starts. This includes the fuel (type, arrangement, volume,
and condition), topography, and weather.

High Value Resource: High Value Resources are natural or man-made resources, including plant and animal
species, cultural resources, and residences that form the basis for fire management planning on the Property.

Ignition Time: Time between application of an ignition source and self-sustained combustion of fuel.

Invasive Plant Species: A plant species that is not native to the region and has demonstrated the ability to
aggressively outcompete native plant species that would normally colonize a given area.

Ladder Fuels: Fuels that provide vertical continuity allowing fire to carry from surface fuels into the crowns of trees
or shrubs with relative ease.

Overstory: That portion of the trees in a forest that forms the upper or uppermost layer.

Peak Fire Season: That period of the year during which fires are expected to ignite most readily, to burn with greater
than average intensity, and to create damages at an unacceptable level.
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Prescribed Burning: Controlled application of fire to wildland fuels in either their natural or modified state, under
specified environmental conditions, which allows the fire to be confined to a predetermined area, and to produce the
fire behavior and fire characteristics required to attain planned fire treatment and resource management objectives.

Prescribed Fire: A fire burning within prescription. This fire may result from either planned or unplanned ignitions.

Project VESTA (ENSIS October 2007): Southern Australia’s most recent and significant study of eucalyptus forest
fire behavior. The project was designed to provide new fuel models to estimate the fuel characteristics of different
fuel types and identified better fuel parameters to predict the behavior of fire in dry eucalypt forest.

Protected Species: State- and federally-listed Endangered or Threated species of flora or fauna, and non-listed
species otherwise protected by state and/or federal statutes.

Red Flag Warning Conditions: A Red Flag Warning is a forecast warning issued by the United States National
Weather Service to inform area firefighting and land management agencies that conditions are ideal for wildland
fire ignition and propagation. After drought conditions, and when humidity is very low, and especially when high
or erratic winds that may include lightning are a factor, the Red Flag Warning becomes a critical statement for
firefighting agencies, which often alter their staffing and equipment resources dramatically to accommodate the
forecast risk.

Responsibility Area: That area for which a particular fire protection organization has the primary responsibility for
attacking an uncontrolled fire and for directing the suppression action. Such responsibility may develop through
law, contract, or personal interest of the fire protection agent. Several agencies or entities may have some basic
responsibilities without being known as the fire organization having direct protection responsibility.

Sensitive Species: A plant or animal species with a special status listing from federal, state, or local regulatory agencies.

Slope: The variation of terrain from the horizontal; the number of feet rise or fall per 100 feet measured horizontally,
expressed as a percentage.

Smoke: (1) The visible products of combustion rising above a fire; (2) term used when reporting a fire or probable
fire in its initial stages.

Spotting: The ignition of unburned fuels ahead of the fire front as a result of ignition by firebrands. Spotting
enhances the spread of wildfires.

Structure: A habitable structure (as defined by Oakland City Code), historic structure, or other City owned or maintained
building (e.g., park maintenance building) or attachment thereto.

Structure Fire: Fire originating in and burning any part of all of any building, shelter, or other structure.
Suppression: The most aggressive fire protection strategy, it leads to the total extinguishment of a fire.

Surface Fuel: Fuels lying on or near the surface of the ground, consisting of leaf and needle litter, dead branch
material, downed logs, bark, tree cones, and low stature living plants.

Tree Crown: The primary and secondary branches growing out from the main stem, together with twigs and foliage.
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Uncontrolled Fire: Any fire that threatens to destroy life, property, or natural resources and that (a) is not burning
within the confines of firebreaks or (b) is burning with such intensity that it could not be readily extinguished with
ordinary, commonly available tools.

Understory: Low-growing vegetation (herbaceous, brush or reproduction) growing under a stand of trees. Also, that
portion of trees in a forest stand below the overstory.

Urban Interface: Any area where wildland fuels threaten to ignite combustible homes and structures.

Vegetation Management Unit: Delineated Property unit based on topography, vegetation or other features used for
internal invasive species, restoration, and fire management planning.

Weed: A plant species that interferes with a desired management objective. This term does not denote the native
or non-native status of a plant species. Both native and non-native plants have the ability to interfere, depending
on the objective (i.e., native cattails can be considered a weed for flood control management objectives).

Wildfire: An unplanned and uncontrolled fire spreading through vegetative fuels, at times involving structures.

Wildland: An area in which development is essentially nonexistent, except for roads, railroads, power lines, and
similar transportation facilities. Structures, if any, are widely scattered.

Wildland Fire: Any fire occurring on the wildlands, regardless of ignition source, damages or benefits.

Wildland-Urban Interface (WUI): The area where structures and other human developments meet or intermingle with
undeveloped wildland (as defined in the County Fire Code, County Consolidated Fire Code, and County Building Code).

Source: www.firewise.org

10057-01

SEPTEMBER 2023NOVEMBER201% A



Appendix B

Biological Resources Report



Biological Resources Report
Oakland Vegetation Management Plan

Prepared for:

Prepared by:

City of Oakland
1 Frank Ogawa Plaza
Oakland, CA 94612

Horizon Water and Environment
266 Grand Ave, Suite 210
Oakland, CA 94610

November 2017



Horizon Water and Environment. Oakland Vegetation
Management Plan. Draft Biological Resources Report.
November 2017. (HWE 16.042) Oakland, CA.



Table of Contents

0 DO 14 o T Tt ' o N 1
1.1  ODbjectives Of the REPOI.....ccc et e e s e et e e e rar e e e s b e e e eata e e s sanaeeesereeean 1
7 0 1T/ =1 T T L3N 1
2.1 Background Data REVIEW .......ccccviieieiiiie et e e sttt e e et e e st e e et e e e eaeae e e saaeeeeataeesensaeeesatseeeenstaeesnnnnes 1
D A = [ BT Y= PSPPI 4
2.3 Habitat Classification and Mapping.......ccccieeeiiiieiiiiie s e et e e e e eeae e e e are e e eataeeeeanns 4
3.0 Habitats in the Plan Area .........ceueiiiiiiiiiieieiiiiiiniiinnrsssnsn s ssasssssss s e ssnnnes 4
I = o A g - | W o = o] 1 =Y £ USSR 5
3.2 Aquatic and Wetland Habitats.........cccuviiiiiii ittt e et e e e e e e etaeeeeans 15
4.0 Biological Resources by Parcel Type and TOPOZraphy ....cccccceveeereeeiireniireeereeneereneeeneenenns 15
4.1 Urban and Residential Parcels .......cououieieiirienieie ettt st 16
4.2 CANYON AFBAS .. eiiiiiieii ittt e e s e e e e a e e e e s s a et et e e et a e et e e s s e sanres 16
I e T= =) o o I AN L= [P PPPURRN 18
4.4 City Park Lands and OPeN SPaCE.......c.eerueiiiuieriiiieiieeieterite ettt et st siee sttt sate e st e e sanessseeesaneenneees 18
4.5 ROQASIAE ClEAraNCE AFBAS ...c.eieueiiieiiientietiete ettt siee st e ettt e ae e ebeesbe et e b e et e sabesaeesbeesbeenbeenneenes 19
5.0 SPecCial-Status SPECIES.....ciuuiieeiireeirtiitteniereniereeerenserrnserensseresserassersnssssnsessnssssassessnsesanns 20
5.1 Definitions and Methods of ASSESSMENT .......ccueriiriiriiiirere e 20
5.2 SPECIal-Status Plants ......eeoiiiiiiieiie ettt sttt st st s e s s b e earee e 22
5.3 SPeCial-Status WIilAIIfe .......ccueiiiiiieeciee sttt e e e e e tee e e st e e e eat e e e s abaeeeeataeaeeans 40
6.0 Potentially Jurisdictional Wetlands & Waters of the U.S........cccevveereeiriecriencirenccenenenenn. 45
7.0 Sensitive Natural CommuNities.......ccceviiiiiiiiiiiii 45
8.0 REFEIENCES ...uueeriiiiiiiiiiiintirie it as e s aan e s 45
List of Appendices

Appendix A. Special-Status Species Lists

Appendix B. Species Observed in the Plan Area during Reconnaissance Surveys
Appendix C. Vegetation Classification Crosswalk

Appendix D. Photographs of Special-status Species

List of Figures

Figure 1. Project Location
Figure 2. Habitats in the Plan Area (Sheets 1-5)
Figure 3. Plan Area by Parcel Type

Oakland Vegetation Management -i- November 2017
Draft Biological Resources Report Project No. 16.042



Figure 4. Pre-1970 Special-Status Plant Species Occurrences in the Vicinity of the Plan
Area (Sheets 1-4)

Figure 5. Post-1970 Special-Status Plant Species Occurrences in the Vicinity of the Plan
Area (Sheets 1-4)

Figure 6. Special-Status Animals in the Vicinity of the Plan Area (Sheets 1-4)

Figure 7. Critical Habitat

List of Tables

Table 1. Summary of Habitats within the Plan Area.

Table 2. Special-Status Plants with the Potential to Occur in the Plan Area

Table 3. Special-Status Fish and Wildlife with the Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
Oakland Vegetation Management -ii- November 2017

Draft Biological Resources Report Project No. 16.042



City of Oakland

1.0

1.1

2.0

Introduction

Oakland, California, contains topographic, vegetation, and climatic conditions which combine
to create a unique situation capable of supporting large-scale, high-intensity, and sometimes
damaging wildfires, such as the 1991 Tunnel Fire. As part of a broader, multi-faceted
approach to fire hazard reduction, the City of Oakland (City) is developing a Vegetation
Management Plan (Plan) to reduce the risk of catastrophic fire in the Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone (VHFHSZ). Specifically, the Plan Area includes:

= 434 City-owned parcels, ranging in size from >0.1 to 235 acres and totaling 1,948
acres

= Roadside areas along 308 miles of road within the City’s VHFHSZ, which includes
surface and arterial streets, State Routes 13 and 24, and Interstate 580

An overview of the Plan Area is shown in Figure 1, and in more detail in Figure 2, Sheets 1-
5.

Objectives of the Report

This purpose of this Biological Resources Report is to document current (existing) biological
conditions within the Plan Area at the time of Plan development. This report includes
mapping of vegetation and land cover, and identification of potential habitat for special-status
species and sensitive natural communities. The findings of this report provide a baseline
understanding of existing biological resources in the Plan Area. This report provides a
foundation upon which the Plan will be developed to identify and describe vegetation
management approaches to reduce fire risk.

Methods

Developing this report involved several steps including first collecting and reviewing
pertinent reference materials, then conducting a series of field surveys of sites in the Plan
Area, classifying and mapping vegetation and habitat conditions, and documenting these
findings in this report. Vegetation types consist of assemblages of plant species that coexist
in an area. These assemblages are influenced by climate, geology, soil, and disturbance,
among other factors. Habitat is the natural setting under which organisms normally live, and
is defined by both biotic and abiotic features. Broadly, the Plan Area includes both terrestrial
and aquatic habitats, which are further divided and defined in Section 3.0.

2.1 Background Data Review
Biologists from Horizon Water and Environment (Horizon) collected and reviewed the
following materials relevant to biological resources in the Plan Area.
= U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and Conservation
(IPaC) Report (USFWS 2017, Appendix A).
= (California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) (CDFW 2017) and California Native
Plant Society’s (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California (CNPS
2017) queries for the following USGS 7.5 minute quadrangles: Briones Valley,
Oakland Vegetation Management -1- November 2017
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Hayward, Hunters Point, Las Trampas Ridge, Oakland East, Oakland West,
Richmond, San Leandro, and Walnut Creek (Appendix A).

= CNPS East Bay Chapter Rare, Unusual and Significant Plants of Alameda and Contra
Costa Counties Database.

» Final Hazardous Fire Risk Reduction Environmental Impact Statement (EIS),
(Federal Emergency Management Agency [FEMA] 2014).

= eBird.org records for the Plan Area (eBird 2017).

» East Bay Regional Park District (EBRPD) Draft Wildfire Hazard Reduction and
Resource Management Plan (LSA 2009a) and EIR (LSA 2009b)

=  Final Sausal Creek Watershed Enhancement Plan (Laurel Marcus and Associates et
al. 2010).

= Vegetation Management Implementation Plan: Chabot Space and Science Center
(WRA 2013).

= East Bay Watershed Master Plan Update (EBMUD 2016).
= URS Strawberry Canyon Vegetation Mitigation letter (URS 2009).

Oakland Vegetation Management -2- November 2017
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2.2

2.3

3.0

Field Surveys

Field surveys to map land cover and vegetation and to identify potentially suitable habitat for
special-status species within the Plan Area were conducted over several weeks in early 2017,
including: on January 25, February 6, February 23, March 7, March 11, March 16, March 28,
and April 27. Horizon Water and Environment’s Oakland based ecologist/botanist, Robin
Hunter, participated in all surveys. Oakland based wildlife biologist Brian Piontek,
participated in the March 7 and 28, 2017 surveys. The biologists visited portions of the Plan
Area with potentially sensitive biological resources on foot. Some portions of the Plan Area
were observed with binoculars. Some parcels which were completely developed were
mapped using aerial imagery. Portions of some parcels were mapped using vegetation
signatures from aerial imagery. Wildlife species observed or recognized by signs such as scat,
tracks, burrows, nests, bird songs, or calls during the survey were identified and recorded.
An inventory of plant and wildlife species observed during the 2017 field surveys is provided
in Appendix B.

Habitat Classification and Mapping

Habitats were mapped using the California Wildlife Habitat Relationships (CWHR) System
(Mayer Laudenslayer 1988). This classification system was chosen because it is specifically
appropriate for California landscapes such as the Oakland Hills, its relevance to wildlife, its
accessibility to the public, the fact that it can be input into predictive fire models that will be
used for the Vegetation Management Plan, and the flexibility of using this classification for
habitat types over the large survey area. The minimum mapping unit was 0.1 acre, except in
the instance of linear features, such as roads. Habitat classification types were entered into
ArcGIS 10.3 software to create a vegetation and land cover layer covering the entire Plan
Area, based on field survey data and interpretation of aerial imagery. Riverine habitat was
mapped using data from the National Hydrography Dataset (USGS 2016). A crosswalk to
other vegetation classification systems (e.g., Sawyer et. al 2009, CalVeg) is provided in
Appendix C. Additionally, plants are designated as invasive if they are rated by the California
Invasive Plant Council (Cal-IPC) as moderate or high (Cal-IPC 2006).

Habitats in the Plan Area

There is substantial variation in topography and land use within the Plan Area. Most of the
Plan Area is situated in the hills of eastern Oakland, California. A smaller portion of the Plan
Area is located on parcels within urban/residential areas in the vicinity of Highway 13 and I-
580. Land uses include residential, transportation corridors, open space and park lands, and
vacant lots Elevations in the Plan Area range from 100 feet above mean sea level (msl) at an
urban parcel on Golf Links Road to approximately 1,540 feet above msl at the top of the
ridgeline, near Chabot Science Center.

Prior to urbanization, vegetation in the Plan Area was primarily grasslands and shrublands,
(Nowak 1993). Only about 2.3 percent of land in Oakland was covered by forests, including
coast redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) forests, coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) stands, and
riparian woodlands (Nowak 1993). Major logging of redwood forests occurred in the mid-
1800s (Simon 2014). Between 1880 and 1920 large scale tree planting occurred in the
Oakland hills, initially by Joaquin Miller and later by Frank Havens (Nowak 1993). Tree
species planted included pines (Pinus spp.), acacia (Acacia spp.), and eucalyptus (Eucalyptus

Oakland Vegetation Management -4- November 2017
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spp-) (Nowak 1993). Frank Havens planted an estimated 3 million blue gum eucalyptus
(Eucalyptus globulus) and Monterey pine (Pinus radiata) seedlings (Simon 2014).

Fire and vegetated fire hazard management have also shaped vegetation in the Oakland hills.
In the last 100 years, 14 significant fires have occurred in the Oakland Hills (City of Oakland
2017). This includes the 1991 Tunnel Fire, which burned 1,700 acres (City of Oakland 2017).
Many of the fires burned large areas, restarting succession of vegetation in these areas.
Additionally, the City has conducted vegetated fire hazard management activities within the
Plan Area since 2003. Activities such as goat grazing, brush and French broom removal,
mowing, hand removal of weeds, tree trimming, removal of sapling eucalyptus and Monterey
pine trees, removal of dead or dying vegetation, among other vegetation management
practices have shaped vegetation in the Oakland hills by removing biomass, and in some cases
shifting successional processes.

The following section provides descriptions of habitats present within the Plan Area.
Terrestrial habitats are generally described in terms of vegetation present in these habitats.
Figure 2 shows the mapped habitats within the Plan Area, and Table 1 summarizes habitat
area and percent of the total Plan Area. Each community type is described based both on the
habitat descriptions in the CWHR System and specific conditions encountered within the
survey area. Section 4 describes the distribution of biological communities across different
parcel types. Wildlife typically associated with these biological communities is also described
below. Much of the information regarding typical wildlife associated with each habitat type
is referenced from the EBRPD Draft Wildfire Hazard Reduction and Resource Management
Plan EIR(LSA 2009b).

Table 1. Habitats and Spatial Coverage within the Plan Area

Vegetative Habitat Type Acres Percentage
Urban 655.2 29.08%
Coast Oak Woodland 628.7 27.91%
Annual Grassland 259.8 11.53%
Closed-cone Pine-Cypress 192.0 8.52%
Eucalyptus 175.3 7.78%
Coastal Scrub 170.2 7.55%
Redwood 141.4 6.28%
Perennial Grassland 11.6 0.52%
Valley/foothill Riparian 10.5 0.47%
Chamise-redshank Chaparral 8.1 0.36%
Freshwater Emergent Wetland 0.2 0.01%
Total 2253 100.0%

3.1 Terrestrial Habitats

3.1.1 Tree-dominated

Oakland Vegetation Management -5- November 2017
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Coast Oak Woodland

This habitat is dominated by coast live oak; the canopy may range from open to relatively
closed. This habitat is generally found along drainages within the Plan Area, but is also found
along hillslopes and upland flats. In areas along drainages, California bay laurel (Umbellularia
californica) is common, and may be co-dominant with coast live oak. California buckeye
(Aesculus californica) is occasionally found in this habitat type. The understory is variable in
composition and includes species such as native California blackberry (Rubus ursinus), poison
oak (Toxicodendron diversilobum), oso berry (Oemleria cerasiformis), ocean spray (Holodiscus
discolor), woodfern (Dryopteris arguta) and swordfern (Polystichum munitum), as well as
non-native Himalayan blackberry (R. armeniacus). Forests dominated by coast live oak are
considered to be one of the most fire resistant tree-dominated habitats (Sugihara etal. 2006).
The thick bark and small leaves of coast live oak contribute to the fire resistance of this
habitat (Sugihara et al. 2006).

On hill slopes and other non-riparian areas, coast live oaks are generally the main canopy
species, and may be more widely spaced. In these locations, various grasses are often
dominant in the understory, including wild oats (Avena spp.) and ripgut brome (Bromus
diandrus). Purple needlegrass (Stipa pulchra [=Nasella pulchra]) is occasionally found in the
understory in coast oak woodlands with a more open canopy.

Coast oak woodland support a diverse assemblage of wildlife. Amphibians associated with
this habitat include ensatina (Ensatina eschscholtzii), arboreal salamander (Aneides lugubris),
and California slender salamander (Batrachoseps attenuatus) (LSA 2009). Typical bird
species include Nuttall's Woodpecker (Picoides nuttallii), Acorn Woodpecker (Melanerpes
formicivorus), Western Scrub-Jay (Aphelocoma californica), Steller’s Jay (Cyanocitta stelleri),
Hutton's Vireo (Vireo huttoni), Oak Titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus), Violet-green Swallow
(Tachycineta thalassina), Orange-Crowned Warbler (Vermivora celata), Bushtits
(Psaltriparus minimus), and Dark-Eyed Junco (Junco hyemalis). Raptors, including Red-
Shouldered Hawk (Buteo lineatus) and Cooper’s Hawk (Accipiter cooperii) may also occur.
Amphibians such as California newt (Taricha torosa) may be found in this habitat, particularly
near streams. Small mammals common to oak woodlands include California mouse
(Peromyscus californicus), dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes), as well as non-native
eastern fox squirrel (Sciurus niger) (LSA 2009). Larger mammals typically found in this
habitat include bobcat (Lynx rufus), coyote (Canis latrans), and California mule deer
(Odocoileus hemionus californicus).

Oakland Vegetation Management -6- November 2017
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Redwood Forest

Redwood forests are found in a few portions of the Plan Area, largely along canyons and
drainages within Joaquin Miller Park and Leona Heights Park. Coast redwood (Sequoia
sempervirens) is the dominant tree in this habitat. Subdominant trees include coast live oak
and bay laurel. The understory is dominated by ferns such as western swordfern
(Polystichum munitum). Other common understory species include wild ginger (Asarum
caudatum) and huckleberry (Vaccinium ovatum).

Redwood forests provide food, cover, or other habitat elements for a wide variety of wildlife
species. Many species associated with coast oak woodland habitat may also be found in the
redwood forest. Bird species typical of this habitat include Steller’s Jay, Brown Creeper
(Certhia americana), Hairy Woodpecker (Picoides villosus), Pacific Wren (Troglodytes
pacifcus), and Pacific-slope Flycatcher (Empidonax difficilis).

Valley Foothill Riparian

This habitat is associated with the moderately sized and large drainages within the Plan Area.
Dominant species include willows (Salix spp.), mainly arroyo willow (S. lasiolepis), and white
alder (Alnus rhombifolia). Bigleaf maple (Acer macrophyllum) is found as a subdominant
species, and red alder (Alnus rubra) is occasionally found.

This habitat may support many breeding birds, including Warbling Vireo (Vireo gilvus),
Wilson’s Warbler (Cardellina pusilla), Downy Woodpecker (Picoides pubescens), Northern
Flicker (Colaptes auratus), Chestnut-Backed chickadee (Poecile rufescens), Swainson’s Thrush
(Catharus ustulatus), Wilson’s Warbler (Cardellina pusilla), Black-Headed Grosbeak
(Pheucticus melanocephalus), Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia), and Pacific-Slope
Flycatcher. Many other bird species may use this habitat during migration. Dusky-footed
woodrats typically use this habitat, as do raccoons. Riparian habitat provides dispersal
corridors for wildlife species. Riparian areas also provide important habitat for amphibians
such as Pacific chorus frog (Pseudacris regilla) and California newt,

Eucalyptus Forest

Eucalyptus trees (Eucalyptus spp.) were introduced to the Oakland Hills from Australia,
starting in the late 19t century (Nowak 1993). Blue gum eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus) is
by far the most common eucalyptus species in this habitat. Other trees present as minor
components of this community include coast live oak and bay laurel. Understory composition
varies and may consist of eucalyptus saplings, shrubs, and non-native grasses such as wild
oats, ripgut brome, and panic veldt grass (Ehrharta erecta). In some areas, especially in
groves with mature eucalyptus trees, the understory is very sparse, in part due to the
allelopathic effects of the eucalyptus leaf litter (del Moral and Muller 1970). Thick litter may
also have mulching effects. In areas where understory vegetation is present, common shrubs
include French broom (Genista monspessulana), Scotch broom (Cytisus scoparius), poison oak,
and cotoneaster (Cotoneaster spp.).

Monarch butterflies (Danaus plexippus) are known to overwinter in specific eucalyptus
groves along the California coast from Mendocino County south to Baja California, Mexico.
While observations of some Monarchs are known in the Plan Area, substantial or significant
monarch butterfly overwintering groves are not present in the Plan Area (CDFW 2017,
Western Monarch Count Resource Center 2017).

Oakland Vegetation Management -12 - November 2017
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This habitat type provides roosts, perches, and nest sites for a number of bird species,
especially raptors. Bird species commonly observed in eucalyptus forest in the Plan Area
include American Crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), Western Scrub-Jay, American Robin
(Turdus migratorius), Great Horned Owl (Bubo virginianus), Red-tailed Hawk, and Red-
shouldered Hawk. Eucalyptus litter creates micro-habitats for a number of small vertebrate
species that occur in a variety of woodland habitats, including southern alligator lizard,
Pacific gopher snake (Pituophis catenifer catenifer), and woodrat (Pearson 1988).

Closed-Cone Pine-Cypress

In the Plan Area, this habitat is dominated by Monterey pine (Pinus radiata) and Monterey
Cypress (Hesperocyparis macrocarpa). Large portions of the Oakland hills were planted with
these species by Joaquin Miller, Frank Haven, and others (Nowak 1993). Monterey pine is
native to San Mateo, Monterey, and San Luis Obispo Counties and Monterey Cypress is native
to Monterey County. Both species have been planted in parks and other urban areas
throughout coastal California. Subdominant trees include coast live oak and eucalyptus. The
understory ranges from sparse to dense, and in some areas resembles the coastal scrub
habitat type described below. The understory can include species such as sticky monkey
flower (Mimulus aurantiacus), coyotebrush (Baccharis pilularis), poison oak, and western
bracken fern (Pteridium aquilinum var. pubescens). Blue elderberry (Sambucus nigra ssp.
caerulea) can be found scattered occasionally in this habitat. Other shrubs may include
French broom and Scotch broom.

Bird species that use this habitat include Chestnut-Backed Chickadee, Pine Siskin (Spinus
pinus), Hairy Woodpecker, and Pygmy Nuthatch (Sitta pygmaea), Pacific Wren, Western
Bluebird (Sialia mexicana), as well as a variety of migratory birds that may forage in this
habitat. Raptors such as Great Horned Owl, Cooper’s Hawk, Red-tailed Hawk, and Red-
shouldered Hawk may use closed-cone pine-cypress habitat as nest sites. Small vertebrates
may use this habitat, but it does not typically support the diverse wildlife assemblages
associated with oak and riparian woodlands (LSA 2009).

3.1.2 Shrub-dominated

Coastal Scrub

Coastal scrub is dominated by shrub species, including California sagebrush (Artemisia
californica) and coyotebrush. Subdominant shrubs include coffeeberry (Frangula
californica), sticky monkey flower, western bracken fern, and silver bush lupine (Lupinus
albifrons var. albifrons). Understory species include various annual grasses. Emergent trees
may be present at low cover. Some areas mapped as coastal scrub consists of less complex
communities dominated by coyotebrush, or a mix of coyotebrush and poison oak. French
broom is occasionally a component of this community. These coyotebrush-dominated
habitats may have been grassland habitats in the past (McBride and Heady 1968). The
coyotebrush-dominated community generally supports fewer wildlife species, possibly due
to lower plant diversity and simpler habitat structure (LSA 2009). This habitat is typically
found on slopes, and large areas are found in Grizzly Peak Open Space, Joaquin Miller Park,
Knowland Park, and Sheffield Village Open Space, with smaller areas in other portions of the
Plan Area.
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Birds associated with this habitat include California Towhee (Melozone crissalis), California
Quail (Callipepla californica), Wrentit (Chamaea fasciata), Anna’s Hummingbird (Calypte
anna), Allen’s Hummingbird (Selasphorus sasin), Western Scrub-jay, Bewick's wren
(Thryomanes bewickii), and Spotted Towhee (Pipilo maculates). Fence lizards and southern
alligator lizard (Elgaria multicarinata) may also be found in this habitat. Mammals typical of
this habitat include deer mouse (Peromyscus maniculatus), brush rabbit (Sylvilagus
bachmani), gray fox (Urocyon cinereoargenteus), coyote, and mountain lion (Puma concolor)
(LSA 2009). Coastal scrub provides suitable habitat for the federally threatened Alameda
whipsnake (Masticophis lateralis euryxanthus).

Chamise-Redshank Chaparral

In the Plan Area, this habitat is dominated by chamise (Adenostoma fasciculatum) and
typically found on dry, south-facing slopes in Knowland Park. There is little to no canopy
cover in this habitat, and shrubs may be very dense. Other common species in this habitat
include sticky monkey flower, coyotebrush, poison oak, and soap plant (Chlorogalum
pomeridianum). Wildlife use of this habitat is similar to Coastal Scrub, described above. This
habitat is highly adapted to fire, and its structure is influenced by fire.

3.1.3 Herbaceous

Annual Grassland

Non-native annual grasses such as barleys (Hordeum ssp.), bromes (Bromus spp.), wild oats,
brome fescue (Festuca bromoides), and others dominate this community. Non-native
perennial grasses in this community include Italian rye grass (Festuca perennis). Native grass
species such as purple needlegrass are present at low cover in some areas mapped as annual
grassland.

This habitat supports a variety of native forbs, including California poppy (Eschscholzia
californica), blue-eyed grass (Sisyrinchium bellum), annual lupine (Lupinus bicolor), dwarf
owl's clover (Triphysaria pusilla), and purple owl's clover (Castilleja exserta). Non-native
forbs present in this community include field mustard (Brassica rapa), wild radish (Raphanus
sativus), yellow star thistle (Centaurea solstitialis), Italian thistle (Carduus pycnocephalus),
filarees (Erodium spp.) and milk thistle (Silybum marianum).

A variety of wildlife species use annual grasslands for breeding and/or foraging. Reptiles that
breed in annual grassland habitats include western fence lizard and common garter snake
(Kie 1988). Mammals typical of this habitat include California ground squirrel, Botta's pocket
gopher, western harvest mouse, California vole, and coyote (Kie 1988). Annual grasslands
provide foraging habitat for raptors, including Barn Owl (Tyto alba), Great Horned Owl, Red-
tailed Hawk, and American Kestrel (Falco sparverius).

Perennial Grassland

This habitat is found scatted within the more common annual grassland community. These
relic stands are remnants of the native perennial grasslands that were more prevalent prior
to the introduction of non-native annual grasses to California (Stromberg and Griffen 1996).
Native perennial grasses such as purple needlegrass, foothill needlegrass (Stipa lepida), and
blue wildrye (Elymus glaucus) are characteristic species in this habitat. Non-native annual
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grasses including barleys, bromes, wild oats, and others are also common in this habitat type.
The forb and wildlife communities are similar to those described for annual grassland.

This habitat is found in a few locations, such as Knowland Park (EBCNPS 2010).
3.1.4 Developed/Landscaped

Urban/Developed

This habitat includes paved and unpaved roads, buildings, median strips, lawns, yards, and
landscaped parks. This habitat type consists of a mosaic of different vegetation types
(McBride and Reid 1988). The majority of Urban/Developed habitat within the Plan Area may
also be classified as being within the “urban residential zone” or “suburban zone” (McBride
and Reid 1988). Species composition and vegetative cover in this habitat varies. A variety of
bird species may use this habitat, including Mourning Dove, Anna’s Hummingbird, American
Robin (Turdus migratorius), Scrub Jay, Northern Mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), House
Finch (Haemorhous mexicanus), Wrentits, Bushtits, and Oak Titmouse (McBride and Reid
1988). Common wildlife in these areas includes raccoon, opossum, and striped skunk
(McBride and Reid 1988). Mule deer may also be found in this habitat.

Aquatic and Wetland Habitats
3.2.1 Riverine

Riverine habitat in the Plan Area includes perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral streams.
Perennial streams flow year round, while intermittent streams dry down seasonally, and
ephemeral streams only flow for a short period. These streams provide a water source for
wildlife, as well as important habitat for aquatic species including amphibians and fish.
California newt occurs in this habitat. Rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) are known to
occur in perennial streams in the Plan Area, including Sausal, Palo Seco, and Shepard Creeks
(Laurel Marcus and Associates et al. 2010).

3.2.2 Freshwater Emergent Wetland

A small emergent wetland is located within Joaquin Miller Park in the northeastern portion
of the park between the Fern Creek trail and Skyline Boulevard. This wetland is dominated
by California blackberry and rushes (Juncus spp.). A second small emergent wetland is located
within Knowland Park and is dominated by rushes and sedges. Freshwater emergent
wetlands provide food, water, and cover for many bird species, and are among the most
productive wildlife habitats in California (Kramer 1988).

Biological Resources by Parcel Type and
Topography

The Plan Area encompasses a large area with various types of parcels and topographic
features including urban and residential parcels, canyon areas, ridgetops, City parks and open
spaces, and roadside clearance areas. While Section 3 summarizes habitat types present
throughout the Plan Area, the following section generally describes the types of habitats
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present on these various types of parcels. The range of vegetation and habitat types on a
parcel reflect many site conditions including the site’s position in the watershed,
physiographic setting, slope aspect, underlying geology and soil, soil moisture, and past land
uses. Figure 3 shows the Plan Area divided into parcel types.

Urban and Residential Parcels

Urban and residential parcels contain a variety of habitat types (Figure 2). These parcels are
generally much smaller than other parcel types, but still may contain valuable plant and
animal resources, especially if they are located in proximity to larger undeveloped parcels.

Canyon Areas

4.2.1 Garber Park

This park is dominated by coast live oak and bay laurel, with big leaf maple and California
buckeye subdominant (Figure 2, Sheet 1). The volunteer group Garber Park Stewards has
conducted regular restoration activities within the park to remove invasive species and
restore native habitat. This park contains a diverse community of native plant species.

4.2.2 Dimond Canyon Park

Dimond Canyon Park is dominated by a mix of coast live oak and bay laurel (Figure 2, Sheet
2). A narrow band of riparian habitat follows Sausal Creek in the lower portion of park, but
was too narrow to map. At the southern end of Dimond Canyon Park is developed urban
habitat, with structures, lawn, oak trees, and a California native plant demonstration garden.
The golf course to the north is also characterized as urban habitat. Redwoods become
dominant in the portion of the park along Palo Seco Creek. The volunteer group Friends of
Sausal Creek has conducted extensive restoration activities within the park since 1996,
including channel restoration in Sausal Creek and trail construction and maintenance (Laurel
Marcus and Associates et al. 2010).
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4.2.3 Shepherd Canyon Park and Montclair Railroad Trail

Shepard Canyon Park contains a developed area with sports fields near Shepard Canyon Road
(Figure 2, Sheet 2). Outside of the developed area, the park is dominated by coast oak
woodland, with patchy areas of Monterey Pine and Cypress, annual grassland, and
eucalyptus. Eucalyptus is dominant in the western portion of the Montclair Railroad Trail,
and patches of broom are also common. Coast live oak becomes dominant in the northeastern
portion of the trail.

4.2.4 Leona Heights Park

A redwood forest community dominates the portion of Leona Heights Park along the stream.
Further upslope, coast live oak becomes dominant. Broom is sporadically common along the
trails within the oak-dominated habitat. Coastal scrub and annual grassland characterize the
eastern portion of the park on more exposed south-facing slopes.

Ridgetop Areas
4.3.1 North Oakland Regional Sports Field

The northern portion of the North Oakland Regional Sports Field is dominated by a
eucalyptus forest. The understory of this forest is mainly broom, especially in the most
northern portion of the site. Scattered coast live oak and bay laurel are present within the
eucalyptus forest.

The center of the North Oakland Regional Sports Field consists of urban/developed habitat,
including sports fields and a fire road. A small area of riparian habitat is located along a
stream. The southern portion of the site consists of coast oak woodland, with a small patch of
coastal scrub, both along north-facing slopes.

4.3.2 Grizzly Peak Open Space

Grizzly Peak Open Space is dominated by two habitats. Coastal scrub is the dominant habitat
in the northern and central portions of this area mainly on south- and southeastern-facing
slopes, while a Monterey pine community is dominant is the southern and central portions of
the area, often on northwestern-facing slopes. The Monterey pine community has an open
canopy, and the species composition of the understory in this community is similar to the
coastal scrub habitat. Dominant shrubs include coyotebush and sticky monkeyflower.
Compared to earlier mapping efforts in this area (FEMA 2014), the extent of Monterey pine
appears to have expanded. A portion of the southern part of the Grizzly Peak Open Space is
characterized by a eucalyptus forest community.

4.3.3 City Stables

Habitat at the City Stables is characterized as urban, with the majority of the site being
developed.

City Park Lands and Open Space
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4.4.1 Sheffield Village Open Space

Sheffield Village Open Space is dominated by coast oak woodland and coastal scrub habitats,
with patches of annual grassland present on some south- and west-facing slopes. The coastal
scrub habitat is dominated by coyote brush in areas adjacent to the Lake Chabot Golf Course,
but is generally more diverse in areas towards the center of the open space.

4.4.2 Knowland Park

Knowland Park is the largest of the open space areas in the Plan, covering approximately 470
acres. It contains a diverse assemblage of habitats, and has been identified as a Botanical
Protection Priority Area by the East Bay Chapter of the California Native Plant Society
(Bartosh et al. 2010). It also contains the developed habitat of the Oakland Zoo, which has
recently expanded. Coast oak woodlands dominate the northeastern portions of the park, as
well as drainages throughout the park. Both coastal scrub and chamise scrub are present in
the park, generally along south-facing slopes but also on some north-facing slopes. Coastal
scrub in the eastern portion of the park is generally a simple assemblage of coyote brush and
poison oak. This same species assemblage is also found in some of the coastal scrub
community mapped south of Golf Links Road. Smaller patches of coastal scrub contain a more
diverse mix of shrub species, including California sagebrush and lupines. Annual grasslands
dominate the southern and central portions of the park typically on south-facing slopes, with
islands of perennial grasslands. Perennial grasslands in the park are dominated by purple
needlegrass. Other native grass species present include blue wildrye, California oatgrass, and
California brome (Bromus carinatus).

4.4.3 Joaquin Miller Park

Redwood forest covers the majority of the eastern portion of Joaquin Miller Park. Coast oak
woodland is dominant along drainages in the eastern and northern portions of the park. The
southwestern portion of the park is landscaped, and contains buildings and other developed
spaces, including Woodminister Amphitheater, the dog play areas, the ranger station, and the
community center. Stands of Monterey pine and Monterey cypress are scattered throughout
the park, with a large stand west of the Sequoia horse arena. A large stand of eucalyptus is
found at the western edge of the park, near Castle Drive. Small areas of coastal scrub can be
found, generally on south-facing slopes.

Serpentine soils are located in the southernmost portion of the park, near the intersection of
Skyline Boulevard and Joaquin Miller Road. These soils support occurrences of special-status
plant species such as the Presidio clarkia (Clarkia franciscana) and Tiburon buckwheat
(Eriogonum luteolum var. caninum).

4.4.4 King Estates

King Estates is dominated by annual grassland, with coast oak woodland present in
drainages. Coastal scrub dominated by coyotebrush is also present on slopes in some
portions of King Estates.

Roadside Clearance Areas
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Roadside clearance areas are located throughout the Plan Area, and contain a variety of
habitats described above. These areas generally provide limited habitat for wildlife, due to
their proximity to roadways.

Special-Status Species
Definitions and Methods of Assessment

Special-status plant and wildlife species refer to those species that meet one or more of the
following criteria:

= Species that are listed as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered
Species Act (ESA) (50 CFR 17.12 for listed plants, 50 CFR 17.11 for listed animals);

= Species that are candidates for possible future listing as threatened or endangered
under ESA (76 FR 66370);

= Species that are listed or proposed for listing by the State of California as threatened
or endangered under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (14 CCR 670.5);

= Plants listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act of 1977 (Fish &
G. Code, § 1900 et seq.);

= (California Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) List 1,2, 3, and 4 species;

= Species that meet the definitions of rare or endangered under California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380), as determined by
the City; or

* Animals fully protected in California (Fish & G. Code, § 3511 [birds], 4700
[mammals], and 5050 [reptiles and amphibians]).

These species have been identified as warranting some level of protection from human
impacts. The following terms are used by state and federal agencies to designate special-
status species:

Federal endangered (FE): species designated as endangered under ESA. A FE species is one
that is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range. Under the
ESA, it is illegal for any person, private entity, or government agency to take endangered
species without federal authorization. Take of most threatened species is similarly
prohibited. Take is defined to mean harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap,
capture, or collect, or attempt to engage in such conduct. Harm is defined to mean an act that
actually kills or injures fish or wildlife. Take may include significant habitat modification or
degradation that actually kills or injures fish or wildlife by significantly impairing essential
behavioral patterns, including breeding, spawning, rearing, migrating, feeding, or sheltering.
The incidental take of listed species can be authorized under Section 7 or Section 10 of the
ESA.

State endangered (SE): species designated as endangered under CESA. These include native
species or subspecies that are in serious danger of becoming extinct throughout all, or a
significant portion, of its range due to one or more causes, including loss of habitat, change in
habitat, overexploitation, predation, competition, or disease (CESA § 2062). Take of any state
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endangered species is prohibited, except as authorized by the Fish and Game Code. Take is
defined specifically in the Fish and Game Code to mean "hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill,"
or an attempt to do any such act.

Federal threatened (FT): species designated as threatened under ESA. A FT species is one
that is likely to become endangered in the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant
portion of its range. At the discretion of USFWS or NMFS, incidental take of any individual of
an FT species may be prohibited or restricted.

State threatened (ST): species designated as threatened under CESA. These include native
species or subspecies that, although not presently threatened with extinction, are likely to
become an endangered species in the foreseeable future in the absence of special protection
and management efforts (CESA § 2067). Take, as defined by Fish and Game Code Section 86,
of any state endangered species is prohibited, except as authorized by the Fish and Game
Code.

State Fully protected (SFP): FP species may not be taken at any time unless authorized by
CDFW for necessary scientific research, which cannot include actions for project mitigation.
While some species included under these statutes are also listed as threatened, endangered
or Species of Special Concern, others are not.

State Species of Special Concern (SSC): a species, subspecies, or distinct population of a
vertebrate animal native to California that has been determined by CDFW to warrant
protection and management intended to reduce the need to give the species formal
protection as an SE, or ST species. “Species of special concern” is an administrative
designation and carries no formal legal status. Generally, Species of Special Concern should
be included in a CEQA environmental analysis if they can be shown to meet the criteria of
sensitivity outlined in Section 15380 of the CEQA Guidelines. However, some older lists of
Species of Special Concern were not developed using criteria relevant to CEQA and the
information used in generating those lists is out of date. Therefore, the current circumstances
of each unlisted Species of Special Concern must be considered against those criteria and not
automatically assumed to be rare, threatened or endangered.

CRPR 1, 2, 3 and 4 species: CRPR lists are jointly managed by CDFW and the California
Native Plant Society (CNPS). Rank 1A plants are presumed extinct in California. Rank 1B
plants are considered rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere. Ranks 2A
plants are presumed extirpated in California but common elsewhere. Rank 2B plants are rare,
threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere. Rank 3 plants are
plants about which more information is needed. Rank 4 plants have limited distribution and
this is considered a watch list. All of the plants constituting CRPR 1-3 meet the definitions of
CESA and are eligible for state listing. Impacts to these species or their habitat must be
analyzed during preparation of environmental documents relating to CEQA. Some of the
plants constituting CRPR 4 meet the definitions of the CESA, and few, if any, are eligible for
state listing. However, many of them are significant locally, and CNPS strongly recommends
that Rank 4 plants be evaluated in CEQA documents.

Background information on special-status plant and wildlife species with potential to occur
in the Plan Area was compiled in the background data review (See Section 2.1).
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Tables 2 and 3 list the special-status plant and wildlife species with potential to occur in the
Plan Area, Appendix D contains photographs of these species, and Figures 4, 5 and 6 show the
CNDDB occurrences of special-status plants and animals within a 5-mile radius of the Plan
Area. Special-status plants have been divided into pre-and post-1970 occurrences. Appendix
A contains information on special-status species with “none” or “not expected” potentials to
occur. Appendix A also contains a list of A-Ranked Unusual Plant Species of Alameda and
Contra Costa Counties as defined by the Easy Bay CNPS that are known to occur in the Plan
Area. A-ranked plant species occur in five or fewer regions in Alameda and Contra Costa
Counties.

The potential for special-status species to occur in the vicinity of the Plan Area was evaluated
according to the following criteria:

= None: indicates that the area contains a complete lack of suitable habitat, the local
range for the species is restricted, and/or the species is extirpated in this region.

= Not Expected: indicates situations where suitable habitat or key habitat elements
may be present but may be of poor quality or isolated from the nearest extant
occurrences. Habitat suitability refers to factors such as elevation, soil chemistry
and type, vegetation communities, microhabitats, and degraded/significantly
altered habitats.

= Possible: indicates the presence of suitable habitat or key habitat elements that
potentially support the species.

= Present: indicates the species was either observed directly or its presence was
confirmed by diagnostic signs during field investigations or in previous studies in
the area.

Special-status Plants

Special-status plants known to occur in the Plan Area include pallid manzanita
(Arctostaphylos pallida), Oakland star-tulip (Calochortus umbellatus), Presidio clarkia
(Clarkia franciscana), western leatherwood (Dirca occidentalis), Tiburon buckwheat
(Eriogonum luteolum var. caninum) and bristly leptosiphon (Leptosiphon acicularis). Several
other special-status plants have the potential to occur within the Plan Area but have not be
documented (Table 2).
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Table 2. Special Status Plants

big-scale balsamroot

35-1,465 meters. Blooms March through June.

Listing
status*
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area
including Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd
Amsinckia lunaris Cismontane woodland, valley and foothill Canyon Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland
bent-flowered -/-/1B.2 grassland, coastal bluff scrub. 3-795 meters. Regional Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open Space,
fiddleneck Blooms March through June. Knowland Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Kings Estates,
Urban and residential parcels (with coast oak
woodland)
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area,
Chaparral, cismontane woodland, coastal sage including Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd
Androsace elongata scrub, valley and foothill grassland, meadows and | Canyon Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland
ssp. acuta -/-/4.2 seeps, pinyon and juniper woodland. Highly Regional Sports Field, Grizzly Peak Open Space,
California androsace localized and often overlooked little plant. 150- Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland Park, Joaquin
1,200 meters. Blooms March through June. Miller Park, Kings Estates, Urban and residential parcels
(with coast oak woodland).
Present. This species is present in Joaquin Miller Park,
Broadleafed upland forest, closed-cone near Chabot Space and Science Center. Possible in
coniferous forest, chaparral, cismontane Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd Canyon
Arctostaphylos pallida FT/SE/1B.1 woodland, coastal scrub. Grows on uplifted Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland Regional
pallid manzanita ) marine terraces on siliceous shale or thin chert. Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland
May require fire. 180-460 meters. Blooms Park, Kings Estates, Urban and residential parcels (with
December through March. coast oak woodland or closed-cone pine-cypress
habitats)
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area In
Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd Canyon
Balsamorhiza Chaparral, valley and foothill grassland, Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland Regional
macrolepis -/-/1B.2 cismontane woodland. Sometimes on serpentine. | Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland

Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Kings Estates, Urban and
residential parcels (with coast oak woodland or annual
grassland)
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Listing
status* . . . . .
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
Valley and foothill grassland. Dry hills and plains Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
Blepharizonia plumosa in annual grassland. Clay to clay-loam soils; Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland Park, Kings
. -/-/1B.1 . . . .
big tarplant usually on slopes and often in burned areas. 30- Estates, Urban and residential parcels (with annual
505 meters. Blooms July through October. grassland).
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
. . Cismontane woodland, valley and foothill Garber Park, Dimond Car_1yon Park, Shgpherd Ca.nyon
California macrophylla . Park, North Oakland Regional Sports Field, Sheffield
i -/-/1B.2 grassland. Clay soils. 15-1,200 meters. Blooms ) L
round-leaved filaree Village Open Space, Knowland Park, Joaquin Miller Park,
March through May. . . . .
Kings Estates, Urban and residential parcels (with coast
oak woodland or annual grassland).
Present. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area.
Chaparral, lower montane coniferous forest, Documented in Knowland Park (Placemakers 2011),
Calochortus broadleafed upland forest, valley and foothill Joaquin Miller Park, and Leona Heights Park. Possible in
umbellatus -/-/4.2 grassland, cismontane woodland. Often on Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd Canyon
Oakland star-tulip serpentine. 100-700 meters. Blooms March Park, North Oakland Regional Sports Field, Sheffield
through May. Village Open Space, Kings Estates, Urban and residential
parcels (with coast oak woodland or annual grassland)
I . Coastal bluff scrub, coastal scrub, coastal prairie, | Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
Castilleja ambigua . . . .
var. ambigua /)42 marshes and swamps, valley and foothill Grizzly Peak Open Space, Sheffield Village Open Space,
'oh'nn ni ' grassland, vernal pool margins. 0-435 meters. Knowland Park, Kings Estates, Urban and residential
J y-nip Blooms March through August. parcels (with annual grassland).
P . ACNDDB i in the Pl
. . Coastal scrub, valley and foothill grassland. resgnt ¢ . .occurrence |s.present |n.t N z?n
Clarkia franciscana . . Area in Joaquin Miller Park, and in the median strip
- . FE/SE/1B.1 | Serpentine outcrops in grassland or scrub. 20-305 .
Presidio clarkia between Chadbourne Way and Skyline Boulevard.
meters. Blooms May through July. Gy .
Possible in adjacent areas.
Broadleafed upland forest, chaparral, closed- Present. A CNDDB occurrence is present in the Plan
. . . cone coniferous forest, cismontane woodland, Area in Joaquin Miller Park. Possible in Garber Park,
Dirca occidentalis . N )
-/-/1B.2 north coast coniferous forest, riparian forest, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd Canyon Park, Leona

western leatherwood

riparian woodland. On brushy slopes, mesic sites;
mostly in mixed evergreen and foothill woodland

Heights Park, North Oakland Regional Sports Field,
Grizzly Peak Open Space, Sheffield Village Open Space,
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Listing
status* . . . . .
ame abitat and Flowering Perio otential to Occur in the Plan Area
N (Federal/ Habitat and Fl g Period Potential to O the Plan A
State/CRPR)
communities. 25-425 meters. Blooms January Knowland Park, Kings Estates, Urban and residential
through April. parcels (with coast oak woodland).
. P . Thi ies i t within the Plan A
. Chaparral, valley and foothill grassland, resent. 'S spe.C|es.|s present wi .|n e rian re.a
Eriogonum luteolum . g . Present in Joaquin Miller Park. Possible on serpentine
. cismontane woodland, coastal prairie. Serpentine ) . .
var. caninum -/-/1B.2 . . soils along roadside clearance areas in the Crestmont
. soils; sandy to gravelly sites. 0-700 meters. , . . .
Tiburon buckwheat neighborhood and in serpentine areas along Skyline
Blooms May through September.
Boulevard.
Fissidens pauperculus North coast coniferous forest. Moss growing on
minute gckeﬁ Moss -/-/1B.2 damp soil along the coast. In dry streambeds and | Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area.
P on stream banks. 10-1,024 meters.
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
Coastal scrub, valley and foothill grassland, Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd Canyon
Fritillaria liliacea coastal prairie, cismontane woodland. Often on Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland Regional
fragrant fritillar -/-/1B.2 serpentine; various soils reported though usually | Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland
& ¥ on clay, in grassland. 3-400 meters. Blooms Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Kings Estates, Urban and
February through April. residential parcels (with coast oak woodland or
grassland).
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
Broadleaved upland forest, chaparral, .
. N Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd Canyon
cismontane woodland, coastal scrub, riparian . .
. . . Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland Regional
Helianthella castanea woodland, valley and foothill grassland. Usually in ) . .
. . -/-/1B.2 ) . Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland
Diablo helianthella chaparral/oak woodland interface in rocky, S .
. . . Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Kings Estates, Urban and
azonal soils. Often in partial shade. 45-1,070 . . .
residential parcels (with coast oak woodland or
meters. Blooms March through June.
grassland).

o . Present. Ad ted i tinth
Hemizonia congesta Valley and foothill grassland. Grassy valleys and ocumen e. oceurrence 1s presen' n . ©
ssp. congesta hills, often in fallow fields; sometimes alon Plan Area (Lake 2017) in Knowland Park. Possible in

p.cong -/-/1B.2 ! ’ g Sheffield Village Open Space, Kings Estates, Joaquin

congested-headed
hayfield tarplant

roadsides. 20-560 meters. Blooms April through
November.

Miller Park, and urban and residential parcels (with
annual grassland).
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Oregon polemonium

through September.

Listing
status* . . . . .
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
Hoita strobilina Chaparral, usmontgne wooFiIar\d, ripartan Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
. . -/-/1B.1 woodland. Serpentine; mesic sites. 60-975 . L AR
Loma Prieta hoita mesic serpentine sites in Joaquin Miller Park.
meters. Blooms May through October.
Present. Documented in Knowland Park in 2013
. . (Calflora 2017). Possible in Garber Park, Dimond Canyon
Chaparral, cismontane woodland, coastal prairie, -
. . . . Park, Shepherd Canyon Park, Leona Heights Park, North
Leptosiphon acicularis valley and foothill grassland. Grassy areas, . . ) .
. ; -/-/4.2 Oakland Regional Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open
bristly leptosiphon woodland, chaparral. 55-1,500 meters. Blooms R ;
Aoril through Jul Space, Knowland Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Kings
P g v Estates, Urban and residential parcels (with coast oak
woodland or grassland).
L . Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
Meconella oregana Coastal prairie, coastal scrub. Open, moist places. . L
Oregon meconella +/-/18.1 60-640 meters. Blooms March through April Grizzly Peak Open Space, Joaquin Miller Park, Leona
& ’ gh April. Heights Park, and Knowland Park.
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
Park, Di Park, Sheph
. . Valley and foothill grassland, cismontane Garber Park, l_mond Canyon Park, Shep erd'Canyon
Micropus amphibolus Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland Regional
! woodland, chaparral, broadleafed upland forest. ) , .
Mt. Diablo -/-/3.2 Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland
Bare, grassy or rocky slopes. 45-825 meters. Lo .
cottonweed Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Kings Estates, Urban and
Blooms March through May. . . .
residential parcels (with coast oak woodland or
grassland).
. . Valley and foothill grassland, coastal prairie. Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
Plagiobothrys diffusus o . . - . .
San Francisco /SE/1B.1 Historically from grassy slopes with marine Knowland Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Sheffield Village
’ influence. 45-360 meters. Blooms March through | Open Space, Kings Estates, and urban and residential
popcornflower .
June. parcels (with annual grassland)..
L Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
Polemonium carneum Coastal prairie, coastal scrub, lower montane Grizzly Peak Open Space, North Oakland Sports Field
-/-/2B.2 coniferous forest. 0-1,830 m. Blooms April y P pace, P !

Joaquin Miller Park, Leona Heights Park, Kings Estates,
Knowland Park, and Sheffield Village Open Space..
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Listing
status* . . . . .
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
.. Cismontane woodland, valley and foothill Garber Park, Dl_mond Canyon Park, Shepherd.Canyon
Ranunculus lobbii rassland. vernal pools. north coast coniferous Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland Regional
Lobb's aquatic -/-/4.2 & , VErnaipooss, ) Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland
forest. Mesic sites. Generally occurs in wetlands. S .
buttercup Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Kings Estates, Urban and
15-470 meters. Blooms February through May. . . .
residential parcels (with coast oak woodland or
grassland).
streptanthus albidus Present. This speciesis present in the Plan Area in
ssp. peramoenus . S
Chaparral, valley and foothill grassland, Joaquin Miller Park (Lake 2017) and Knowland Park
(=Streptanthus . . . . .
landulosus ssp /-/1B.2 cismontane woodland. Serpentine outcrops, on (OWLS 2017). Possible on serpentine soils along
g ) ) ridges and slopes. 95-1,000 meters. March roadside clearance areas in the Crestmont
glandulosus) . . . .
. through October. neighborhood and in serpentine areas along Skyline
most beautiful
. Boulevard..
jewelflower
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan Area in
. Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd Canyon
. . Chaparral, cismontane woodland, lower montane . .
Viburnum ellipticum . Park, Leona Heights Park, North Oakland Regional
. -/-/2B.3 coniferous forest. 215-1,400 meters. Blooms May . . .
oval-leaved viburnum through June Sports Field, Sheffield Village Open Space, Knowland
& ' Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Kings Estates, Urban and
residential parcels (with coast oak woodland).

* List of Abbreviations for Species Status follow below:

FT = Federal threatened
FE = Federal endangered
SE = State endangered
SR = State Rare
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5.3

Special-status Wildlife

A review of existing information, as described in Section 2, identified special-status wildlife
species known to occur in the Plan Area vicinity. These species, and their potential to occur
in the Plan Area are outlined in Table 3. Special-status wildlife with the potential to be
impacted by project activities is discussed below.

5.3.1 Invertebrates

No special-status invertebrate have the potential to occur within the Plan Area.

5.3.2 Fish

Sausal Creek supports resident rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) (Leidy 2005, Laurel
Marcus and Associates et al 2010). The Sausal Creek watershed historically supported
steelhead trout, the anadromous form of 0. mykiss, but there is currently no evidence of
anadromy in the 0. mykiss population there (Leidy 2005). Resident rainbow trout are not a
special-status species.

5.3.3 Amphibians and Reptiles

Special-status reptiles with the potential to occur in the Plan Area include western pond turtle
(Emys marmorata), Alameda whipsnake (Masticophis lateralis euryxanthus), and California
red-legged frog (Rana draytonii) (Table 3). Alameda whipsnake is most likely to occur within
coastal scrub and chaparral habitats, but this species may also use adjacent habitats such as
grasslands and oak woodlands (USFWS 2011). Portions of the Plan Area are within critical
habitat for this species, particularly the Grizzly Peak Open Space (Figure 7).

Western pond turtles have the potential to occur within the Plan Area within aquatic habitat
such a perennial streams.

5.3.4 Birds

Special-status birds with the potential to occur in the Plan Area include White-tailed Kite
(Elanus leucurus), Golden Eagle (Aquila chrysaetos), and Yellow Warbler (Setophaga
petechial).

5.3.5 Mammals

Special-status mammals with the potential to occur in the Plan Area include western red bat
(Lasiurus blossevillii), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis
californicus), and San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes annectens).
Western red bats and western mastiff bats may roost in trees in the Plan Area. San Francisco
dusky-footed woodrat stick houses were observed in many locations within the Plan Area,
and were most often encountered in oak woodlands and riparian areas. These structures
should be avoided if possible during vegetation management activities.
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Table 3. Special-status Wildlife

Name

Listing
status*®
(Federal/
State)

Habitat

Potential to Occur in the Plan Area

Amphibians and Reptiles

Emys marmorata

A thoroughly aquatic turtle of ponds, marshes, rivers, streams and
irrigation ditches, usually with aquatic vegetation, below 6,000 ft

Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
Area including aquatic portions of Garber Park,
North Oakland Sports Field, Dimond Park,

White-tailed Kite

bottomlands or marshes next to deciduous woodland. Open

t d -/SSC . L ) L .
:\Llﬁ;:m pon / elevation. Need basking sites and suitable (sandy banks or grassy Joaquin Miller Park, Leona Heights Park,
open fields) upland habitat up to 0.5 km from water for egg-laying. Knowland Park, and Sheffield Village Open
Space.
Masticophis Typically found in chaparral and scrub habitats but will also use Present. Present in Knowland Park
lateralis adjacent grassland, oak savanna and woodland habitats. Mostly (Placemakers 2011). Possible in Grizzly Peak
euryxanthus FT/ST south-facing slopes and ravines, with rock outcrops, deep crevices Open Space (critical habitat for this species),
Alameda or abundant rodent burrows, where shrubs form a vegetative North Oakland Sports Field, Joaquin Miller
whipsnake mosaic with oak trees and grasses. Park, and Sheffield Village Open Space.
- Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
y Lowlands and foothills in or near permanent sources of deep water . . .
Rana draytonii . . . . Area in North Oakland Sports Field, Dimond
. . with dense, shrubby or emergent riparian vegetation. Requires 11- .
California red- FT/SSC Canyon Park, Joaquin Miller Park, Leona
20 weeks of permanent water for larval development. Must have . .
legged frog S . Heights Park, Knowland Park, and Sheffield
access to estivation habitat. .
Village Open Space.
Birds
Possible (Foraging only). Species may use
. Rolling foothills, mountain areas, sage-juniper flats, and desert. grasslands for foraging, but nesting is not
Aquila chrysaetos . . . o . S
-/SFP Cliff-walled canyons provide nesting habitat in most parts of range; | expected. Possible foraging in Kings Estates,
Golden Eagle . . .
also, large trees in open areas. Knowland Park, and Sheffield Village Open
Space.
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
£l | . . . . .
anus leucurus _JSFP Rolling foothills and valley margins with scattered oaks and river Area Possible in Kings Estates, Knowland Park,

and Sheffield Village Open Space.

Oakland Vegetation Management
Draft Biological Resources Report

-42 -

November 2017
Project No. 16.042




City of Oakland

western red bat

trees that are protected from above & open below with open areas
for foraging

Listing
status* . . .
Name Habitat Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State)
grasslands, meadows, or marshes for foraging close to isolated,
dense-topped trees for nesting and perching.
Riparian plant associations in close proximity to water. Also nests in | Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
Setophaga montane shrubbery in open conifer forests in Cascades and Sierra Area in riprarian areas within North Oakland
petechia -/SSC Nevada. Frequently found nesting and foraging in willow shrubs and | Sports Field, Dimond Canyon Park, Joaquin
Yellow Warbler thickets, and in other riparian plants including cottonwoods, Miller Park, Leona Heights Park, Kowland Park,
sycamores, ash, and alders. and Sheffield Village Open Space.
Mammals
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
Area in Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park,
Deserts, grasslands, shrublands, woodlands and forests. Most Shepherd Canyon Park, Leona Heights Park,
Antrozous . . . . . . .
allidus e common in open, dry habitats with rocky areas for roosting. Roosts | North Oakland Regional Sports Field, Grizzly
p . must protect bats from high temperatures. Very sensitive to Peak Open Space, Sheffield Village Open
pallid bat . o Lo
disturbance of roosting sites. Space, Knowland Park, Joaquin Miller Park,
Kings Estates, Urban and residential parcels
(with forested or grassland habitats).
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
Area in Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park,
£ . X
ur‘nops'perotls Many open, semi-arid to arid habitats, including conifer and shepherd Canyon Eark, Leona Hglghts Pgrk,
californicus . North Oakland Regional Sports Field, Grizzly
. -/SSC deciduous woodlands, coastal scrub, grasslands, chaparral, etc. . .
western mastiff Roosts in crevices in cliff faces, high buildings, trees and tunnels Peak Open Space, Sheffield Village Open
bat » g &3 ' Space, Knowland Park, Joaquin Miller Park,
Kings Estates, Urban and residential parcels
(with forested or grassland habitats).
Possible. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
Lasiurus Roosts primarily in trees, 2-40 ft above ground, from sea level up Area in Garber Park, Dimond Canyon Park,
blossevillii /ssC through mixed conifer forests. Prefers habitat edges & mosaics with | Shepherd Canyon Park, Leona Heights Park,

North Oakland Regional Sports Field, Grizzly
Peak Open Space, Sheffield Village Open
Space, Knowland Park, Joaquin Miller Park,
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dusky-footed
woodrat

nests of shredded grass, leaves and other material. May be limited
by availability of nest-building materials.

Listing
status* . . .
Name Habitat Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State)
Kings Estates, Urban and residential parcels
(with forested or grassland habitats).
Present. This species is present in both tree-
dominated and shrub-dominated communities
Neotoma fuscipes Forest habitats of moderate canopy and moderate to dense in the Plan Area. Present.m anqum Miller Park
annectens understory. May prefer chaparral and redwood habitats. Constructs and Knowland Park. Possible in Garber Park,
San Francisco -/SSC y- Vay p P ' Dimond Canyon Park, Shepherd Canyon Park,

Leona Heights Park, North Oakland Regional
Sports Field, Grizzly Peak Open Space,
Sheffield Village Open Space, and Kings
Estates.

* List of Abbreviations for Species Status follow below:
FT = Federal threatened
FE = Federal endangered
FC = Federal candidate
FD = Federal delisted

ST = State threatened

SE = State endangered
SSC = Species of special concern
SFP = State fully protected
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6.0 Potentially Jurisdictional Wetlands & Waters of

7.0

8.0

the U.S

A delineation of wetlands and waters has not been conducted for the Plan Area. . Several of
the aquatic habitats described in Section 3.2 of this report are likely to be regulated by the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) under section 404 the Clean Water Act.

Sensitive Natural Communities

Portions of the Plan Area contain sensitive natural communities as identified by California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFG 2010). Sensitive natural communities in the Plan Area
include:

= Sequoia sempervirens (Redwood forest) Alliance (Alliance code 86.100.00): Joaquin
Miller Park, Leona Canyon, Diamond Canyon Park.

= Nassella pulchra (Purple needle grass grassland) Alliance (Alliance code 41.150.00):
Knowland Park, Sheffield Village Open Space.

»  Umbellularia californica (California bay forest) Alliance (Alliance code 74.100.00):
Dimond Canyon Park, Knowland Park, Sheffield Village Open Space.
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Query Criteria:

Quad<span style="color:Red'> IS </span>(Hayward (3712261)<span style="color:Red'> OR </span>Briones Valley (3712282)<span

style="color:Red"> OR </span>Hunters Point (3712263)<span style="color:Red'> OR </span>Las Trampas Ridge (3712271)<span
style="color:Red'> OR </span>Oakland East (3712272)<span style='color:Red> OR </span>Oakland West (3712273)<span
style="color:Red"> OR </span>Richmond (3712283)<span style='color:Red'> OR </span>San Leandro (3712262)<span style="color:Red">
OR </span>Walnut Creek (3712281))

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank  State Rank SSCor FP

Accipiter cooperii ABNKC12040 None None G5 S4 WL
Cooper's hawk

Accipiter striatus ABNKC12020 None None G5 S4 WL
sharp-shinned hawk

Ambystoma californiense AAAAAQ01180 Threatened Threatened G2G3 S2S3 WL
California tiger salamander

Amsinckia lunaris PDBOR01070  None None G2G3 S2S3 1B.2
bent-flowered fiddleneck

Anniella pulchra ARACC01020  None None G3 S3 SSC
northern California legless lizard

Anomobryum julaceum NBMUS80010  None None G5? S2 4.2
slender silver moss

Antrozous pallidus AMACC10010 None None G5 S3 SSC
pallid bat

Aquila chrysaetos ABNKC22010  None None G5 S3 FP
golden eagle

Archoplites interruptus AFCQBO07010 None None G2G3 S1 SSC
Sacramento perch

Arctostaphylos pallida PDERI04110 Threatened Endangered Gl S1 1B.1
pallid manzanita

Ardea herodias ABNGA04010 None None G5 S4
great blue heron

Astragalus tener var. tener PDFABOF8R1 None None G2T2 S2 1B.2
alkali milk-vetch

Athene cunicularia ABNSB10010 None None G4 S3 SSC
burrowing owl

Balsamorhiza macrolepis PDAST11061 None None G2 S2 1B.2
big-scale balsamroot

Blepharizonia plumosa PDAST1C011 None None G2 S2 1B.1
big tarplant

Bombus caliginosus IIHYM24380 None None G4? S1S2
obscure bumble bee

Bombus crotchii IIHYM24480 None None G3G4 S1S2
Crotch bumble bee

Bombus occidentalis IIHYM24250 None None G2G3 S1
western bumble bee
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank  State Rank SSC or FP

Branta hutchinsii leucopareia ABNJB05035 Delisted None G5T3 S3
cackling (=Aleutian Canada) goose

California macrophylla PDGERO01070 None None G4 S4 1B.2
round-leaved filaree

Calochortus pulchellus PMLILOD160 None None G2 S2 1B.2
Mt. Diablo fairy-lantern

Calystegia purpurata ssp. saxicola PDCONO040D2  None None G4T2T3 S2S3 1B.2
coastal bluff morning-glory

Carex comosa PMCYP032Y0  None None G5 S2 2B.1
bristly sedge

Centromadia parryi ssp. congdonii PDAST4R0P1 None None G3T2 S2 1B.1
Congdon's tarplant

Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus ABNNBO03031 Threatened None G3T3 S2S3 SSC
western snowy plover

Chloropyron maritimum ssp. palustre PDSCR0JOC3  None None G4?T2 S2 1B.2
Point Reyes salty bird's-beak

Chorizanthe cuspidata var. cuspidata PDPGNO04081 None None G2T1 S1 1B.2
San Francisco Bay spineflower

Chorizanthe robusta var. robusta PDPGN040Q2 Endangered None G2T1 S1 1B.1
robust spineflower

Cicindela hirticollis gravida 1ICOL02101 None None G5T2 S2
sandy beach tiger beetle

Cicuta maculata var. bolanderi PDAPIOMO51 None None G5T4 S2 2B.1
Bolander's water-hemlock

Circus cyaneus ABNKC11010 None None G5 S3 SSC
northern harrier

Cirsium andrewsii PDAST2EO050 None None G3 S3 1B.2
Franciscan thistle

Clarkia concinna ssp. automixa PDONAO50A1  None None G5?T3 S3 4.3
Santa Clara red ribbons

Clarkia franciscana PDONAO50HO  Endangered Endangered Gl S1 1B.1
Presidio clarkia

Corynorhinus townsendii AMACCO08010 None None G3G4 S2 SSC
Townsend's big-eared bat

Coturnicops noveboracensis ABNME01010 None None G4 S1S2 SSC
yellow rail

Danaus plexippus pop. 1 IILEPP2012 None None G4T2T3 S2S3
monarch - California overwintering population

Dipodomys heermanni berkeleyensis AMAFD03061 None None G3G4T1 S1
Berkeley kangaroo rat

Dirca occidentalis PDTHY03010 None None G2 S2 1B.2
western leatherwood
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank  State Rank SSC or FP

Efferia antiochi 1IDIPO7010 None None G1G2 S1S2
Antioch efferian robberfly

Egretta thula ABNGA06030 None None G5 S4
snowy egret

Elanus leucurus ABNKC06010 None None G5 S3s4 FP
white-tailed kite

Emys marmorata ARAADO02030 None None G3G4 S3 SSC
western pond turtle

Eriogonum luteolum var. caninum PDPGN083S1  None None G5T2 S2 1B.2
Tiburon buckwheat

Eryngium jepsonii PDAPI0Z130 None None G2 S2 1B.2
Jepson's coyote-thistle

Eucyclogobius newberryi AFCQNO04010 Endangered None G3 S3 SSC
tidewater goby

Eumops perotis californicus AMACD02011 None None G5T4 S354 SSC
western mastiff bat

Euphydryas editha bayensis IILEPK4055 Threatened None G5T1 S1
Bay checkerspot butterfly

Extriplex joaguinana PDCHEO41F3 None None G2 S2 1B.2
San Joaquin spearscale

Falco peregrinus anatum ABNKDO06071 Delisted Delisted G4T4 S354 FP
American peregrine falcon

Fissidens pauperculus NBMUS2WOQOUO None None G3? S2 1B.2
minute pocket moss

Fritillaria liliacea PMLILOVOCO None None G2 S2 1B.2
fragrant fritillary

Geothlypis trichas sinuosa ABPBX1201A None None G5T3 S3 SSC
saltmarsh common yellowthroat

Gilia capitata ssp. chamissonis PDPLM040B3 None None G5T2 S2 1B.1
blue coast gilia

Gilia millefoliata PDPLMO04130 None None G2 S2 1B.2
dark-eyed gilia

Haliaeetus leucocephalus ABNKC10010 Delisted Endangered G5 S3 FP
bald eagle

Helianthella castanea PDAST4M020  None None G2 S2 1B.2
Diablo helianthella

Helminthoglypta nickliniana bridgesi IMGASC2362 None None G3T1 S1S2
Bridges' coast range shoulderband

Hemizonia congesta ssp. congesta PDAST4R065 None None G5T1T2 S1S2 1B.2
congested-headed hayfield tarplant

Heteranthera dubia PMPONO03010  None None G5 S2 2B.2
water star-grass
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank  State Rank SSC or FP

Hoita strobilina PDFAB5Z030 None None G2 S2 1B.1
Loma Prieta hoita

Holocarpha macradenia PDAST4X020 Threatened Endangered Gl S1 1B.1
Santa Cruz tarplant

Horkelia cuneata var. sericea PDROSO0WO043 None None G4T1? S17? 1B.1
Kellogg's horkelia

Hydroprogne caspia ABNNMO08020  None None G5 S4
Caspian tern

Isocoma arguta PDAST57050 None None G1 S1 1B.1
Carquinez goldenbush

Juglans hindsii PDJUG02040 None None Gl S1 1B.1
Northern California black walnut

Lasionycteris noctivagans AMACC02010 None None G5 S354
silver-haired bat

Lasiurus cinereus AMACCO05030 None None G5 S4
hoary bat

Lasthenia conjugens PDAST5L040 Endangered None Gl S1 1B.1
Contra Costa goldfields

Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus ABNME03041 None Threatened G3G4T1 S1 FP
California black rail

Layia carnosa PDAST5NO010 Endangered Endangered G2 S2 1B.1
beach layia

Leptosiphon rosaceus PDPLM09180 None None Gl S1 1B.1
rose leptosiphon

Malacothamnus hallii PDMALOQOFO  None None G2 S2 1B.2
Hall's bush-mallow

Masticophis lateralis euryxanthus ARADB21031 Threatened Threatened G4T2 S2
Alameda whipsnake

Meconella oregana PDPAPOGO030  None None G2G3 S2 1B.1
Oregon meconella

Melospiza melodia maxillaris ABPBXA301K None None G5T3 S3 SSC
Suisun song sparrow

Melospiza melodia pusillula ABPBXA301S None None G5T2? S2S3 SSC
Alameda song sparrow

Melospiza melodia samuelis ABPBXA301W  None None G5T2 S2 SSC
San Pablo song sparrow

Microcina leei ILARA47040 None None Gl S1
Lee's micro-blind harvestman

Microcina lumi ILARA47050 None None Gl S1
Lum's micro-blind harvestman

Microtus californicus sanpabloensis AMAFF11034 None None G5T1T2 S1S2 SSC
San Pablo vole
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW
Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank  State Rank SSC or FP
Monolopia gracilens PDAST6G010 None None G3 S3 1B.2
woodland woollythreads
Neotoma fuscipes annectens AMAFF08082 None None G5T2T3 S2S3 SSC
San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat
Northern Coastal Salt Marsh CTT52110CA None None G3 S3.2
Northern Coastal Salt Marsh
Northern Maritime Chaparral CTT37C10CA None None Gl S1.2
Northern Maritime Chaparral
Nycticorax nycticorax ABNGA11010 None None G5 S4
black-crowned night heron
Nyctinomops macrotis AMACD04020 None None G5 S3 SSC
big free-tailed bat
Oenothera deltoides ssp. howellii PDONAOCOB4 Endangered Endangered G5T1 S1 1B.1
Antioch Dunes evening-primrose
Phalacrocorax auritus ABNFD01020 None None G5 S4 WL
double-crested cormorant
Plagiobothrys chorisianus var. chorisianus PDBOROV061  None None G3T2Q S2 1B.2
Choris' popcornflower
Plagiobothrys diffusus PDBOROV080 None Endangered G1Q S1 1B.1
San Francisco popcornflower
Plagiobothrys glaber PDBOROVOBO None None GH SH 1A
hairless popcornflower
Polygonum marinense PDPGNOL1CO  None None G2Q S2 3.1
Marin knotweed
Rallus obsoletus obsoletus ABNME05016 Endangered Endangered G5T1 S1 FP
California Ridgway's rail
Rana boylii AAABH01050 None Candidate G3 S3 SSC
foothill yellow-legged frog Threatened
Rana draytonii AAABH01022 Threatened None G2G3 S2S3 SSC
California red-legged frog
Reithrodontomys raviventris AMAFF02040 Endangered Endangered G1G2 S1S2 FP
salt-marsh harvest mouse
Rynchops niger ABNNM14010 None None G5 S2 SSC
black skimmer
Sanicula maritima PDAPI1Z0D0 None Rare G2 S2 1B.1
adobe sanicle
Scapanus latimanus parvus AMABB02031 None None G5THQ SH SSC
Alameda Island mole
Serpentine Bunchgrass CTT42130CA None None G2 S2.2
Serpentine Bunchgrass
Setophaga petechia ABPBX03010 None None G5 S354 SSC
yellow warbler
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank  State Rank SSC or FP

Sorex vagrans halicoetes AMABA01071 None None G5T1 S1 SSC
salt-marsh wandering shrew

Spirinchus thaleichthys AFCHB03010 Candidate Threatened G5 S1 SSC
longfin smelt

Sternula antillarum browni ABNNMO08103  Endangered Endangered G4T2T3Q S2 FP
California least tern

Streptanthus albidus ssp. peramoenus PDBRA2G012  None None G212 S2 1B.2
most beautiful jewelflower

Stuckenia filiformis ssp. alpina PMPOT03091 None None G5T5 S3 2B.2
slender-leaved pondweed

Suaeda californica PDCHEOP020  Endangered None Gl S1 1B.1
California seablite

Taxidea taxus AMAJF04010 None None G5 S3 SSC
American badger

Trachusa gummifera IIHYM80010 None None Gl S1
San Francisco Bay Area leaf-cutter bee

Trifolium hydrophilum PDFAB400R5 None None G2 S2 1B.2
saline clover

Triphysaria floribunda PDSCR2T010 None None G2? S2? 1B.2
San Francisco owl's-clover

Tryonia imitator IMGASJ7040 None None G2 S2
mimic tryonia (=California brackishwater snail)

Valley Needlegrass Grassland CTT42110CA None None G3 S3.1
Valley Needlegrass Grassland

Viburnum ellipticum PDCPR07080 None None G4G5 S3? 2B.3
oval-leaved viburnum

Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus ABPBXB3010 None None G5 S3 SSC

yellow-headed blackbird

Record Count: 116
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Plant List

Rare and Endangered Plant Inventory

54 matches found. Click on scientific name for details

Search Criteria

Found in 9 Quads around 37122G2

. . . Rare Plant State Global

Scientific Name Common Name Family Lifeform Rank Rank  Rank

Amsinckia lunaris bent-flowered fiddleneck Boraginaceae annual herb 1B.2 S2S3 G2G3

Androsace elongata ssp. acuta  California androsace Primulaceae annual herb 4.2 S3S4 G5?T3T4

Arctostaphylos pallida pallid manzanita Ericaceae perennial 1B.1 S1 G1
evergreen shrub

Astragalus tener var. tener alkali milk-vetch Fabaceae annual herb 1B.2 S2 G2T2

Balsamorhiza macrolepis big-scale balsamroot Asteraceae perennial herb 1B.2 S2 G2

Blepharizonia plumosa big tarplant Asteraceae annual herb 1B.1 S2 G2

California macrophylla round-leaved filaree Geraniaceae annual herb 1B.2 S3? G3?

Calochortus pulchellus Mt. Diablo fairy-lantern Liliaceae pere.nnlal 1B.2 S2 G2
bulbiferous herb

Calochortus umbellatus Oakland star-tulip Liliaceae perelnnlal 4.2 S4 G4
bulbiferous herb

Calystema burpurata ssp. coastal bluff morning- Convolvulaceae perennial herb 1B.2 S2S3 G4T2T3

saxicola glory

Castilleja ambigua var. ambigua johnny-nip Orobanchaceae annugl hert_>_ 4.2 S4 G4T5
(hemiparasitic)

Centromﬁdla e Congdon's tarplant Asteraceae annual herb 1B.1 S2 G3T2

congdonii

Chloropyron maritimum ssp. Point Reyes bird's-beak  Orobanchaceae annugl hert?_ 1B.2 S2 G47T2

palustre (hemiparasitic)

Chor_lzanthe cuspidata var. Sa_n Francisco Bay Polygonaceae annual herb 1B.2 S1 G2T1

cuspidata spineflower

Chorizanthe robusta var. robusta robust spineflower Polygonaceae annual herb 1B.1 S1 G2T1

Cirsium andrewsii Franciscan thistle Asteraceae perennial herb 1B.2 S3 G3

Clarkia concinna ssp. automixa Santa Clara red ribbons Onagraceae annual herb 4.3 S3 G57T3

Clarkia franciscana Presidio clarkia Onagraceae annual herb 1B.1 S1 G1

Dirca occidentalis western leatherwood Thymelaeaceae pergnnlal 1B.2 S2 G2
deciduous shrub

Eno_qonum luteolum var. Tiburon buckwheat Polygonaceae annual herb 1B.2 S2 G5T2

caninum

Eryngium jepsonii Jepson's coyote thistle Apiaceae perennial herb 1B.2 S1 G1

Extriplex joaquinana San Joaquin spearscale Chenopodiaceae  annual herb 1B.2 S2 G2

Fissidens pauperculus minute pocket moss Fissidentaceae moss 1B.2 S2 G3?

T, " - perennial
Fritillaria liliacea fragrant fritillary Liliaceae bulbiferous herb 1B.2 S2 G2
Gilia capitata ssp. chamissonis  blue coast gilia Polemoniaceae annual herb 1B.1 S2 G5T2


http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/5.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1799.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/33.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1129.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/350.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1589.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1340.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/50.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/55.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1843.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/3361.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1689.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/175.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1620.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/475.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/479.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1629.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/162.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/567.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/733.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/3927.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/208.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/2060.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/824.html
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/detail/1917.html

Gilia millefoliata

Helianthella castanea

Hoita strobilina

Holocarpha macradenia

Horkelia cuneata var. sericea

Iris longipetala

Juglans californica

Juglans hindsii

Lasthenia conjugens

Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii

Leptosiphon acicularis

Meconella oregana

Micropus amphibolus

Monardella antonina ssp.
antonina

Monolopia gracilens

Navarretia gowenii

Piperia michaelii

Plagiobothrys chorisianus var.
chorisianus

Plagiobothrys diffusus

Plagiobothrys glaber

Polygonum marinense

Ranunculus lobbii

Sanicula maritima

Streptanthus albidus ssp.
peramoenus

Stuckenia filiformis ssp. alpina

Suaeda californica

Trifolium hydrophilum

Triphysaria floribunda

Viburnum ellipticum

Suggested Citation

dark-eyed gilia
Diablo helianthella
Loma Prieta hoita
Santa Cruz tarplant

Kellogg's horkelia
coastiris
Southern California black

walnut

Northern California black
walnut

Contra Costa goldfields
Delta tule pea

bristly leptosiphon
Oregon meconella

Mt. Diablo cottonweed

San Antonio Hills
monardella

woodland woolythreads
Lime Ridge navarretia
Michael's rein orchid
Choris' popcornflower
San Francisco
popcornflower

hairless popcornflower
Marin knotweed

Lobb's aquatic buttercup
adobe sanicle

most beautiful
jewelflower

slender-leaved
pondweed

California seablite

saline clover

San Francisco owl's-
clover

oval-leaved viburnum

Polemoniaceae
Asteraceae
Fabaceae
Asteraceae

Rosaceae

Iridaceae

Juglandaceae

Juglandaceae

Asteraceae
Fabaceae
Polemoniaceae
Papaveraceae

Asteraceae
Lamiaceae

Asteraceae
Polemoniaceae

Orchidaceae

Boraginaceae

Boraginaceae

Boraginaceae
Polygonaceae
Ranunculaceae

Apiaceae

Brassicaceae

Potamogetonaceae

Chenopodiaceae
Fabaceae

Orobanchaceae

Adoxaceae

annual herb
perennial herb
perennial herb
annual herb
perennial herb

perennial
rhizomatous herb

perennial
deciduous tree

perennial
deciduous tree

annual herb
perennial herb
annual herb
annual herb
annual herb

perennial
rhizomatous herb

annual herb
annual herb

perennial herb

annual herb

annual herb

annual herb
annual herb
annual herb

perennial herb
annual herb

perennial
rhizomatous herb

perennial
evergreen shrub

annual herb
annual herb

perennial
deciduous shrub

1B.2
1B.2
1B.1
1B.1
1B.1

4.2

4.2

1B.1

1B.1
1B.2
4.2
1B.1
3.2

1B.2
1B.1
4.2

1B.2

1B.1

1A
3.1
4.2
1B.1

1B.2

2B.2

1B.1

1B.2

1B.2

2B.3

S2
S2
S2
S1
S1?

S3

S3

S1

S1
S2
S3
S2
S3S4

S183

S3
S1
S3

S2

S1

SH
S2
S3
S2

S2

S3

S1

S2

S27?

S3?

G2
G2
G2
G1
GAT1?

G3

G3

G1

G1
G5T2
G3
G2G3
G3G4

G4T1T3Q

G3
G1
G3

G3T2Q

G1Q

GH
G2Q
G4
G2

G2T2

G5T5

G1

G2

G27?

G4G5

CNPS, Rare Plant Program. 2017. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (online edition, v8-02). California
Native Plant Society, Sacramento, CA. Website http://www.rareplants.cnps.org [accessed 22 February 2017].
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A-Ranked Native Plants of the Oakland Hills City Parks
Compiled by the Oakland Wildland Stewards (OWLS)

e : Beacons  Butters Dimond Joaquin Marge Silgliciie EBCNPS How
Scientific Name Common Name Lifeform . Garber . Knowland Leona Canyon + many
field Canyon |Canyon Miller Saunders Rank
MRRT parks?
Agrostis hallii Hall's bentgrass PG yes A2 1
Alnus rubra red alder T yes yes A2 2
Arctostaphylos pallida pallid manzanita S yes yes *Al 2
Asarum caudatum wild ginger P yes yes A2 2
Brodiaea terrestris subsp. dwarf brodiaea P yes
terrestris A2 1
Calochortus umbellatus Oakland star-tulip P yes yes yes *A2 3
Carex densa dense sedge GL yes A2 1
Carex globosa round-fruit sedge P yes Al 1
Carex leptopoda short-scale sedge P yes yes Al 2
Carex multicostata multi-ribbed sedge |GL yes A2 1
Castilleja subinclusa subsp. paintbrush P yes
franciscana Al 1
Chrysolepis chrysophylla var. golden chinquapin |S yes A2 1
Corallorhiza maculata var. spotted coralroot P yes yes yes
maculata A2 3
Cyperus niger black flatsedge GL yes A2 1
Deinandra corymbosa coastal tarweed A yes A2 1
Dicentra formosa western bleeding P yes
hearts A2 1

Dichondra donelliana California ponysfoot |P yes

Al 1
Dirca occidentalis western leatherwood |S yes

*A2 1
Eriogonum luteolum var. Tiburon buckwheat A yes
caninum *Al 1
Gaultheria shallon salal S yes Al 1
Hosackia stipularis var. balsam bird's-foot P yes
stipularis trefoil Al 1
Iris douglasiana Douglas’ iris P yes yes yes yes yes yes A2 6
Leptosiphon acicularis bristly leptosiphon A yes *Al 1
Oxalis oregana redwood sorrel P yes yes Al 2

Updated 9/13/2017

Oakland Wildland Stewards

Oakland Hllls Natives

Page 1




e : Beacons  Butters Dimond Joaquin Marge Silglicie EBCNPS How
Scientific Name Common Name Lifeform . Garber . Knowland Leona Canyon + many
field Canyon |Canyon Miller Saunders Rank
MRRT parks?

Phyla nodiflora turkey tangle P yes

frogfruit Al 1
Pinus coulteri big-cone pine T yes A2 1
Piperia elongata dense flower rein P yes

orchid A2 1
Pseudognaphalium biolettii cudweed P yes A2 1
Quercus chrysolepis canyon live oak T yes yes A2 2
Sambucus racemosa var. red elderberry S yes yes
racemosa Al 2
Sanicula laciniata coastal P yes yes

blacksnakeroot A2 2
Setaria parviflora marsh bristlegrass |PG yes A2 1
Streptanthus albidus subsp. most beautiful A yes
peramoenus jewelflower *A2 1
Stylocline gnaphaloides everlasting nest A yes

straw A2 1
Trillium ovatum subsp. ovatum  |white trillium P yes

A2 1

Viola adunca subsp. adunca western dog violet [P yes Al 1
Viola glabella stream violet P yes A2 1
Viola sempervirens evergreen violet P yes yes Al 2
Found in the park 97 21 123 76 252 204 64 28 85
Planted in the park 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total natives found or planted 97 21 123 76 252 204 64 28 85
Presumed extirpated 2

Updated 9/13/2017

Lifeform: Location Symbols:

A - Annual yes identified in park
B - Biennial yes? ID tentative

F - Fern X? extireated?

Oakland Wildland Stewards
Oakland Hllls Natives

Page 2




Shepherd How

Canyon + Eg:kNPS many
MRRT parks?

Scientific Name Common Name Lifeform Beacons Slers DImEme Garber anqum Knowland Leona METIE
field Canyon |Canyon Miller Saunders

G, GL - Grass,
Grasslike

P - Perennial

S - Shrub
T-Tree

V - Vine

Notes:

* Some of the data was collected on a "watershed" basis, and includes vegetation outside the park boundaries.

* Dimond Canyon includes Dimond Park, but excludes the native plant demonstration garden there

* Shepherd Canyon includes Montclair RR Trail & Montclair Park

List compiled by Karen Paulsell, with information from stewards of many Oakland Parks, who have come together in an informal group
called the OWLS. Comments to: kpaulsell@pacbell.net

Updated 9/13/2017 Oakland Wildland Stewards
Oakland Hllls Natives Page 3



IPaC U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

IPaC resource list

Project information

NAME
Oakland Vegetation Management

LOCATION
Alameda and Contra Costa counties, California

Local office

Sacramento Fish And Wildlife Office

. (916) 414-6600
1B (916) 414-6713

Federal Building
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846

Endangered species

This resource list is for informational purposes only and should not be used for planning or
analyzing project level impacts.

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires Federal agencies to “request of the Secretary
information whether any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of
such proposed action” for any project that is conducted, permitted, funded, or licensed by any Federal
agency.

A letter from the local office and a species list which fulfills this requirement can only be obtained
by requesting an official species list either from the Regulatory Review section in IPaC or from the
local field office directly.

For project evaluations that require USFWS concurrence/review, please return to the IPaC website and
request an official species list by creating a project and making a request from the Regulatory Review
section.

Listed species! are managed by the Endangered Species Program of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

1. Species listed under the Endangered Species Act are threatened or endangered; IPaC also shows species
that are candidates, or proposed, for listing. See the listing status page for more information.

The following species are potentially affected by activities in this location:

Amphibians

NAME STATUS


http://www.fws.gov/endangered/laws-policies/section-7.html
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/
https://www.fws.gov/endangered/laws-policies/esa.html
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/status/list
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/

California Red-legged Frog Rana draytonii

There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated

critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2891

California Tiger Salamander Ambystoma californiense
There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated

critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2076

Birds

NAME

California Clapper Rail Rallus longirostris obsoletus

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4240

California Least Tern Sterna antillarum browni

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8104

Western Snowy Plover Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus
There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated

critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8035

Yellow-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus americanus

There is a proposed critical habitat for this species. Your location is outside the proposed critical

habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3911

Crustaceans

NAME

Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp Branchinecta lynchi

There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated

critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/498

Fishes

NAME

Delta Smelt Hypomesus transpacificus

There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated

critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/321

Steelhead Oncorhynchus (=Salmo) mykiss

There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated

critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1007

Tidewater Goby Eucyclogobius newberryi

There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated

critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/57

Flowering Plants
NAME

California Seablite Suaeda californica

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6310

Threatened

Threatened

STATUS

Endangered

Endangered

Threatened

Threatened

STATUS

Threatened

STATUS

Threatened

Threatened

Endangered

STATUS

Endangered


https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2891#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2891
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2076#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2076
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4240
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8104
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8035#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8035
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3911#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3911
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/498#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/498
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/321#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/321
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1007#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1007
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/57#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/57
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6310

Contra Costa Goldfields Lasthenia conjugens Endangered
There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated
critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7058

Pallid Manzanita Arctostaphylos pallida Threatened
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8292

Presidio Clarkia Clarkia franciscana Endangered
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3890

Robust Spineflower Chorizanthe robusta var. robusta Endangered
There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated
critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9287

Santa Cruz Tarplant Holocarpha macradenia Threatened
There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated
critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6832

Insects
NAME STATUS
Bay Checkerspot Butterfly Euphydryas editha bayensis Threatened

There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location is outside the designated
critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2320

Callippe Silverspot Butterfly Speyeria callippe callippe Endangered
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3779

San Bruno Elfin Butterfly Callophrys mossii bayensis Endangered
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3394

Mammals
NAME STATUS
Salt Marsh Harvest Mouse Reithrodontomys raviventris Endangered

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/613

Reptiles

NAME STATUS

Alameda Whipsnake (=striped Racer) Masticophis lateralis euryxanthus Threatened
There is a final critical habitat designated for this species. Your location overlaps the designated
critical habitat.
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5524

Critical habitats

Potential effects to critical habitat(s) in this location must be analyzed along with the endangered species
themselves.

This location overlaps the critical habitat for the following species:
NAME TYPE

Alameda Whipsnake (=striped Racer) Masticophis lateralis euryxanthus Final designated
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5524#crithab



https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7058#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7058
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8292
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3890
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9287#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9287
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6832#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6832
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2320#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2320
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3779
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3394
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/613
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5524#crithab
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5524
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5524#crithab

Migratory birds
Birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act! and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection ActZ,

Any activity that results in the take (to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or
collect, or to attempt to engage in any such conduct) of migratory birds or eagles is prohibited unless
authorized by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service2. There are no provisions for allowing the take of migratory
birds that are unintentionally killed or injured.

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in the take of migratory birds is
responsible for complying with the appropriate regulations and implementing appropriate conservation
measures.

1. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.

2. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
3. 50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)

Additional information can be found using the following links:

e Birds of Conservation Concern http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/
birds-of-conservation-concern.php

e Conservation measures for birds http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/
conservation-measures.php

e Year-round bird occurrence data http://www.birdscanada.org/birdmon/default/datasummaries.jsp

The migratory birds species listed below are species of particular conservation concern (e.g. Birds of
Conservation Concern) that may be potentially affected by activities in this location, not a list of every bird
species you may find in this location. Although it is important to try to avoid and minimize impacts to all
birds, special attention should be made to avoid and minimize impacts to birds of priority concern. To view
available data on other bird species that may occur in your project area, please visit the AKN Histogram
Tools and Other Bird Data Resources.

NAME SEASON(S)
Allen's Hummingbird Selasphorus sasin Breeding

http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9637

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus Year-round
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Bell's Sparrow Amphispiza belli Year-round
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9303

Black Oystercatcher Haematopus bachmani Year-round
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9591

Black Rail Laterallus jamaicensis Breeding
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7717

Black Skimmer Rynchops niger Breeding
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5234

Black-chinned Sparrow Spizella atrogularis Breeding
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9447

Burrowing Owl Athene cunicularia Year-round
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9737

Costa's Hummingbird Calypte costae Breeding
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9470

Fox Sparrow Passerella iliaca Wintering

Lawrence's Goldfinch Carduelis lawrencei Breeding
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9464



https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/decision-support-tools/akn-histogram-tools.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/decision-support-tools/bird-data-and-information.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/migratory-bird-treaty-act.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/bald-and-golden-eagle-protection-act.php
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/conservation-measures.php
http://www.birdscanada.org/birdmon/default/datasummaries.jsp
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9637
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9303
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9591
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7717
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5234
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9447
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9737
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9470
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9464

Least Bittern Ixobrychus exilis
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6175

Lesser Yellowlegs Tringa flavipes
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679

Lewis's Woodpecker Melanerpes lewis
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9408

Long-billed Curlew Numenius americanus
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5511

Marbled Godwit Limosa fedoa
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9481

Nuttall's Woodpecker Picoides nuttallii
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9410

Oak Titmouse Baeolophus inornatus
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9656

Olive-sided Flycatcher Contopus cooperi
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3914

Peregrine Falcon Falco peregrinus
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8831

Red Knot Calidris canutus ssp. roselaari
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8380

Rufous-crowned Sparrow Aimophila ruficeps
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9718

Short-billed Dowitcher Limnodromus griseus
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9480

Short-eared Owl Asio flammeus
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9295

Snowy Plover Charadrius alexandrinus

Tricolored Blackbird Agelaius tricolor
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3910

Western Grebe aechmophorus occidentalis
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743

Whimbrel Numenius phaeopus
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9483

Yellow Rail Coturnicops noveboracensis
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9476

Breeding

Wintering

Wintering

Wintering

Wintering

Year-round

Year-round

Breeding

Year-round

Wintering

Year-round

Wintering

Wintering

Breeding

Year-round

Year-round

Wintering

Wintering

What does IPaC use to generate the list of migratory bird species potentially occurring in my specified location?

Landbirds:

Migratory birds that are displayed on the IPaC species list are based on ranges in the latest edition of the
National Geographic Guide, Birds of North America (6th Edition, 2011 by Jon L. Dunn, and Jonathan
Alderfer). Although these ranges are coarse in nature, a number of U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service migratory
bird biologists agree that these maps are some of the best range maps to date. These ranges were clipped
to a specific Bird Conservation Region (BCR) or USFWS Region/Regions, if it was indicated in the 2008 list of
Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that a species was a BCC species only in a particular Region/Regions.
Additional modifications have been made to some ranges based on more local or refined range


http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6175
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9408
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5511
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9481
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9410
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9656
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3914
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8831
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8880
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9718
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9480
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9295
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3910
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9483
http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9476

information and/or information provided by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service biologists with species expertise.
All migratory birds that show in areas on land in IPaC are those that appear in the 2008 Birds of
Conservation Concern report.

Atlantic Seabirds:

Ranges in IPaC for birds off the Atlantic coast are derived from species distribution models developed by
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Association (NOAA) National Centers for Coastal Ocean Science
(NCCOS) using the best available seabird survey data for the offshore Atlantic Coastal region to date.
NOAANCCOS assisted USFWS in developing seasonal species ranges from their models for specific use in
IPaC. Some of these birds are not BCC species but were of interest for inclusion because they may occur in
high abundance off the coast at different times throughout the year, which potentially makes them more
susceptible to certain types of development and activities taking place in that area. For more refined details
about the abundance and richness of bird species within your project area off the Atlantic Coast, see the
Northeast Ocean Data Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other types of taxa that
may be helpful in your project review.

About the NOAANCCOS models: the models were developed as part of the NOAANCCOS project:
Integrative Statistical Modeling and Predictive Mapping of Marine Bird Distributions and Abundance on the
Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf. The models resulting from this project are being used in a number of
decision-support/mapping products in order to help guide decision-making on activities off the Atlantic
Coast with the goal of reducing impacts to migratory birds. One such product is the Northeast Ocean Data
Portal, which can be used to explore details about the relative occurrence and abundance of bird species in
a particular area off the Atlantic Coast.

All migratory bird range maps within IPaC are continuously being updated as new and better information
becomes available.

Can | get additional information about the levels of occurrence in my project area of specific birds or groups of birds listed in IPaC?
Landbirds:

The Avian Knowledge Network (AKN) provides a tool currently called the "Histogram Tool", which draws
from the data within the AKN (latest,survey, point count, citizen science datasets) to create a view of relative
abundance of species within a particular location over the course of the year. The results of the tool depict
the frequency of detection of a species in survey events, averaged between multiple datasets within AKN in
a particular week of the year. You may access the histogram tools through the Migratory Bird Programs

AKN Histogram Tools webpage.

The tool is currently available for 4 regions (California, Northeast U.S., Southeast U.S. and Midwest), which
encompasses the following 32 states: Alabama, Arkansas, California, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida,
Georgia, lllinois, Indiana, lowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, North, Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin.

In the near future, there are plans to expand this tool nationwide within the AKN, and allow the graphs
produced to appear with the list of trust resources generated by IPaC, providing you with an additional
level of detail about the level of occurrence of the species of particular concern potentially occurring in
your project area throughout the course of the year.

Atlantic Seabirds:

For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species and
groups of bird species within your project area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the Northeast Ocean Data
Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other taxa besides birds that may be helpful to
you in your project review. Alternately, you may download the bird model results files underlying the portal
maps through the NOAANCCOS Integrative Statistical Modeling and Predictive Mapping of Marine Bird

Distributions and Abundance on the Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.

Facilities

Wildlife refuges

Any activity proposed on National Wildlife Refuge lands must undergo a 'Compatibility Determination’
conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to discuss any questions or concerns.

THERE ARE NO REFUGES AT THIS LOCATION.

Fish hatcheries

THERE ARE NO FISH HATCHERIES AT THIS LOCATION.


http://www.northeastoceandata.org/data-explorer/?birds
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/projects/detail?key=279
http://www.northeastoceandata.org/data-explorer/?birds
http://www.avianknowledge.net/
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/decision-support-tools/akn-histogram-tools.php/
http://www.northeastoceandata.org/data-explorer/?birds
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/projects/detail?key=279
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/

Wetlands in the National Wetlands Inventory

Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers District.

WETLAND INFORMATION IS NOT AVAILABLE AT THIS TIME

This can happen when the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map service is unavailable, or for very large
projects that intersect many wetland areas. Try again, or visit the NWI map to view wetlands at this
location.

Data limitations

The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level
information on the location, type and size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of
high altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography. A
margin of error is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular
site may result in revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image
analysts, the amount and quality of the collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work
conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source imagery used and any
mapping problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery or field work. There
may be occasional differences in polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted
on the map and the actual conditions on site.

Data exclusions

Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the limitations of aerial imagery as the primary data source used to detect
wetlands. These habitats include seagrasses or submerged aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal zones of estuaries and nearshore coastal
waters. Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also been excluded from the inventory. These habitats, because of their depth, go

undetected by aerial imagery.

Data precautions

Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and describe wetlands in a different manner than that used in this inventory.
There is no attempt, in either the design or products of this inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any Federal, state, or local government or to
establish the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies. Persons intending to engage in activities involving modifications within or
adjacent to wetland areas should seek the advice of appropriate federal, state, or local agencies concerning specified agency regulatory programs and proprietary

jurisdictions that may affect such activities.


http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.HTML
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Appendix A. Species-status Species List

Special-Status Wildlife and Plant Species Not Expected to Occur in the Plan Area

Table A-1. Special Status Plants

Listing
status*
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
Broadleafed upland forest, lower montane
A if f h if f .
. nomobryum con! erogs orest, north coast coni erous. ore.st. Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
julaceum -/-/4.2 Moss which grows on damp rocks and soil; acidic 2017)
slender silver moss substrates. Usually seen on roadcuts. 100-1,000 ’
meters.
. B leaf I f , | prairie, I
Arabis blepharophylla roadleafed upland forest coasta. prairie, coasta Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
-/-/4.3 scrub, coastal bluff scrub. Rocky sites. 3-1,100
coast rockcress 2017).
meters. Blooms February through May.
Arctostaphylos Chaparral, cismontane woodland. In canyons and
N . Not k f Al NP
auriculata -/-/1B.3 on slopes. On sandstone. 180-565 meters. Blooms zglt7e)xpected ot known from Alameda County (CNPS
Mt. Diablo manzanita January through March. ’
Arctostaphylos
man.zanlta 5P Chaparral. Rocky slopes. 150-610 meters. Blooms Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
laevigata /182 January through March 2017)
Contra Costa ¥ & ) ’
manzanita
Alkali playa, valley and foothill grassland, vernal
Astragalus tener var. . . . L .
tener /-/1B.2 pools. Low ground, alkali flats, and flooded lands; Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
alkali milk-vetch ' in annual grassland or in playas or vernal pools. 0- | the Plan Area.
168 meters. Blooms March through June.
Calandrinia breweri /42 Chaparral, coastal scrub. Sandy or loamy soils. Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS

Brewer's calandrinia

Disturbed sites, burns. 10-1,200 meters. Blooms

2017).
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Listing
status*
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
March through June.
Calochortus Chaparral, cismontane woodland, riparian
pulchellus woodland, valley and foothill grassland. On Not expected. This species is generally known from east
: . -/-/1B.2 .
Mt. Diablo fairy- wooded and brushy slopes. 30-915 meters. of the Oakland hills.
lantern Blooms April through June.
) i . . o .
SCSa yiexg;éf)/;;urpurata Coastal dunes, coastal scrub, coastal bluff scrub, Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
P: -/-/1B.2 north coast coniferous forest. 10-105 meters. the Plan Area, not known from Alameda County (CNPS
coastal bluff
. Blooms March through September. 2017)
morning-glory
. Chaparral. Rocky sites, usually on serpentine in Not expected. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
Campanula exigua .
chaparral harebell -/-/1B.2 chaparral. 275-1,250 meters. Blooms May through | Area, but the closest occurrences are on Mt. Diablo. Not
P June. known from the Oakland Hills (CNPS 2017)
Marsh | prairi I
ars . es and swamps, coasta. prairie, vatley a.nd Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
Carex comosa foothill grassland. Lake margins, wet places; site
. -/-/2B.1 ) . the Plan Area. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
bristly sedge below sea level is on a Delta island. -5-1,620
2017).
meters. Blooms May through September.
Cent di j Vall d foothill land. Alkali il
entromd /af)arry/ N ey.an 00 I. grassian e .|ne SO1S, Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
ssp. congdonii -/-/1B.1 sometimes described as heavy white clay. 0-230 the Plan Area
Congdon's tarplant meters. Blooms May through November. '
Chloropyron
maritimum ssp. Coastal salt marsh. Usually in coastal salt marsh
palustre -/-/1B.2 with Salicornia, Distichlis, Jaumea, Spartina, etc. None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
Point Reyes salty 0-115 meters. Blooms June through October.
bird's-beak
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Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
Chorizanth
or{zan € Coastal bluff scrub, coastal dunes, coastal prairie, . . L .
cuspidata var. Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
. coastal scrub. Closely related to C. pungens. . L . ]
cuspidata -/-/1B.2 ; the Plan Area and this species is considered extirpated
. Sandy soil on terraces and slopes. 3-215 meters.
San Francisco Bay . from Alameda County (CNPS 2017).
. Blooms April through August.
spineflower
. Cismontane woodland, coastal dunes, coastal
Chorizanthe robusta . . . .
var. robusta FE/-/1B.1 scrub, chaparral. Sandy terraces and bluffs or in None. Currently known populations of this species are
' i ' loose sand. 9-245 meters. Blooms April through restricted to Santa Cruz County (USFWS 2010).
robust spineflower
September.
Cicuta maculata var.
bolanderi Marshes and swamps, fresh or brackish water. 0- . o .
-/-/2B.1 ’ N . leh he Plan Area.
Bolander's water- I~/ 200 meters. Blooms July through September. one. Suitable habitatis not present in the Plan Area
hemlock
Coastal bluff scrub, broadleaved upland forest,
Cirsium andrewsii /-/1B.2 coastal scrub, coastal prairie. Sometimes Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
Franciscan thistle ' serpentine seeps. 0-150 meters. Blooms March 2017).
through July.
Clarkia concinna ssp. . Not expected. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
. Cismontane woodland, chaparral. On slopes and . -
automixa . . Area, but the closest occurrences are in the vicinity of
-/-/4.3 near drainages. 90-1,500 meters. Blooms April . .
Santa Clara red Pleasonton (approximately 12 miles southeast of the
. through July.
ribbons Plan Area).
Collomia diversifolia Ch.aparral, clsmontane \{voodland. On ultramafic Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
. ) -/-/4.3 soils, rocky or gravelly sites. 300-600 meters.
serpentine collomia 2017).
Blooms May through June.
Cordylanthus Chaparral. Grassy or rocky areas within serpentine
nidularius -/SR/1B.1 chaparral. 485-735 meters. Blooms July through Not expected. Known from only one occurrence on Mt.

Mt. Diablo bird's-

August.

Diablo (CNPS 2017).
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Listing
status*
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
beak
?:llue:rl::gg:n . Cismontane woodland, chaparral, coastal scrub. In
interius - /-/1B.2 wet, boggy meadows, openings in chaparral and in | Not expected. This species is not known from the
. ' canyons. 195-1,095 meters. Blooms April through | Oakland hills (CNPS 2017).
Hospital Canyon
June.
larkspur
. Chaparral. Openings or edges; alkaline or semi- Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
Eriastrum ertterae : ) . .
Lime Ridge eriastrum -/-/1B.1 alkaline, sandy. 200-290 meters. Blooms June the Plan Area. Known only from the Lime Ridge area in
& through July. Walnut Creek (CNPS 2017).
Eriogonum .
h I I Il foothill
truncatum Chaparral, coastal scrub, valley and foothi Not expected. Only known extant population is located
. -/-/1B.1 grassland. Dry, exposed clay or sandy substrates. . .
Mt. Diablo ) in Mount Diablo State Park (CNPS 2017).
105-350 meters. Blooms April through December.
buckwheat
Eriophyllum j ji I h l, ci land. . L
riop )'/ um jepsonii Coasta' scrub, ¢ aparrz? , cismontane woodland Not expected. This species is not known from the
Jepson's woolly -/-/4.3 Sometimes on serpentine. 200-1,025 meters. .
. Oakland hills (CNPS 2017).
sunflower Blooms April through June.
£ L ..
ryngu{mjepsonu Vernal pools, valley and foothill grassland. Clay. 3- | Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
Jepson's coyote- -/-/1B.2 .
thistle 300 meters. Blooms April through August. the Plan Area.
. . . Chenopod scrub, alkali meadow, playas, valley and
Extriplex joaquinana foothill grassland. In seasonal alkali wetlands or
San Joaquin -/-/1B.2 . .g i o ) None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
spearscale alkali sink scrub with Distichlis spicata, Frankenia,
P etc. 1-835 meters. Blooms April through October.
Gilia capitata ssp. /181 Coastal dunes, coastal scrub. 3-200 meters. Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in

chamissonis

Blooms April through July.

the Plan Area and this species is not known from the

Oakland Vegetation Management
Draft Biological Resources Report

August 2017




City of Oakland

INTERNAL DRAFT — NOT FOR

Appendix A. Species-status Species List

PUBLIC REVIEW
Listing
status*
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
blue coast gilia Oakland hills (CNPS 2017).
Gilia millefoliat Coastal d . 1-60 meters. Bl April th h ) L .
rmami efo./.a a -/-/1B.2 oastaldunes meters. Blooms April throug None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.

dark-eyed gilia July.

L .. Cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous | Not expected. Not known from Alameda County. The
Grimmia torenii . . L
Toren's erimmia -/-/1B.3 forest, chaparral. Openings, rocky, boulder and Contra Costa County occurrence is in the vicinity of

& rock walls, carbonate, volcanic. 325-1,160 meters. | Mount Diablo (CNPS 2017).
Chaparral, cismontane woodland, valley and
. . p_ I W. variey . - Not expected. Not known from Alameda County and
Hesperolinon breweri foothill grassland. Often in rocky serpentine soil in . s
; -/-/1B.2 ; . Contra Costa County occurrences are in the vicinity of
Brewer's western flax serpentine chaparral and serpentine grassland. Mount Diablo (CNPS 2017)
195-885 meters. Blooms May through July. '
Marshes and swamps. Alkaline, still or slow-
Heteranthera dubia moving water. Requires a pH of 7 or higher, . L .
-/-/2B.2 L . N . leh he Plan Area.
water star-grass I~/ usually in slightly eutrophic waters. 15-1,510 one. Suitable habitatis not present in the Plan Area
meters. Blooms July through October.
Coastal prairie, coastal scrub, valley and foothill
Holocarpha . . . o . .
macradenia FT/SE/1B.1 grassland. Light, sandy soil or sandy clay; often Not expected. This species is considered extirpated from
' with nonnatives. 10-220 meters. Blooms June Alameda County (USFWS 2014).
Santa Cruz tarplant
through October.
. Closed-cone coniferous forest, coastal scrub,
Horkelia cuneata var. coastal dunes, chaparral. Old dunes, coastal
sericea -/-/1B.1 ! P ) ! None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.

Kellogg's horkelia

sandhills; openings. 5-215 meters. Blooms April
through September.
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. . Coastal prairie, lower montane coniferous forest, . . N .
Iris longipetala . . Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
. -/-/4.2 meadows and seeps. Mesic sites, heavy soils. 0-
coast iris the Plan Area.
600 meters.
Isocoma arauta Valley and foothill grassland. Alkaline soils, flats,
) g lower hills. On low benches near drainages and Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
Carquinez -/-/1B.1 . . .
oldenbush on tops and sides of mounds in swale habitat. 1- the Plan Area.
& 50 meters. Blooms August through December.
Juglans californica Chaparral, coastal scrub, cismontane woodland. Not expected. Bioregional distribution described as
southern California -/-/4.2 Slopes, canyons, alluvial habitats. 50-900 meters. Outer South Coast Ranges and Southwestern California
black walnut Blooms March through August. (Whittemore 2017).
. Riparian forest, riparian woodland. Few extant
Juglans hindsii . . . . . _
. . native stands remain; widely naturalized. Deep None. No native stands within the Plan Area, although
Northern California -/-/1B.1 . . ) . .
black walnut alluvial soil, associated with a creek or stream. 0- naturalized stands may occur.
640 meters. Blooms April through May.
. . Valley and foothill grassland, vernal pools, alkaline
Lasthenia conjugens . . . o .
playas, cismontane woodland. Vernal pools, Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
Contra Costa FE/-/1B.1 . .
oldfields swales, low depressions, in open grassy areas. 1- the Plan Area.
& 450 meters. Blooms March through June.
. " Freshwater and brackish marshes. Often found
Lathyrus jepsonii var. with Typha, Aster lentus, Rosa californica, Juncus
jepsonii -/-/1B.2 yp ’ ’ ! None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
Delta tule pea spp., Scirpus, etc. Usually on marsh and slough
P edges. 0-5 meters. Blooms May through July.
Coastal dunes, coastal scrub. On sparsely
Lavi . s .
ayia carnosa FE/SE/1B.1 vegetated, semi-stabilized dunes, usually behind None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.

beach layia

foredunes. 0-30 meters. Blooms March through
July.
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(Federal/
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Leptos:phor.7 rosaceus /181 Coastal bluff scrub. 10-140 meters. Blooms April None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
rose leptosiphon through July.
. Chaparral, coastal scrub. Some populations on . L
Malacothamnus hallii /-/1B.2 serpentine. 10-730 meters. Blooms Mav through Not expected. This species is not known from Alameda
Hall's bush-mallow ' P ' ’ y g County (CNPS 2017).
October.
Monardella antonina . . .
. . None. This taxon is now considered to be synonymous
ssp. antonina Cismontane woodland, chaparral. 320-1,000 . . . .
o -/-/3 with Monardella villosa ssp. villosa, a common species
San Antonio Hills meters. Blooms June through August.
(Sanders et al. 2017).
monardella
Chaparral, valley and foothill grassland,
cismontane woodland, broadleafed upland forest,
Monolopia gracilens north coast coniferous forest. Grassy sites, in Not expected. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
woodland -/-/1B.2 openings; sandy to rocky soils. Often seen on Area, but this species has not been observed in the
woollythreads serpentine after burns but may have only weak Oakland Hills since 1888.
affinity to serpentine. 100-1,200 meters. Blooms
February through July.
, .. Chaparral. On calcium carbonate-rich soil with Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
Navarretia gowenii .
Lime Ridee navarretia -/-/1B.1 high clay content. 180-305 meters. Blooms May the Plan Area. Known only from 4 occurrences, none of
& through June. which are in Alameda County (CNPS 2017).
N ti Ci t dland, vall d footbhill
nia\(/eclllzcsr:;is ss :Zr;?:nZnSeV::; 22|s' \f e;/rz:tl ci)rc: rlassland Not expected. Suitable habitat is present in the Plan
g' P -/-/1B.2 & ! .p o PP ying ! Area, but this species is not known from the Oakland
radians and not necessarily in vernal pools. 60-975 .
. . Hills (CNPS 2017).
shining navarretia meters. Blooms March through July.
Oenothera deltoides Interior dunes. Remnant river bluffs and sand
ssp. howellii FE/SE/1B.1 dunes east of Antioch. 0-30 meters. Blooms March | None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.

Antioch Dunes

through September.
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Listing
status*
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
evening-primrose
Chaparral, cismontane woodland. Adjacent to
Phacelia phacelioides /-/1B.2 trails, on rock outcrops and talus slopes; Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
Mt. Diablo phacelia ' sometimes on serpentine. 605-1,345 meters. 2017).
Blooms April through May.
Coastal bluff scrub, coastal scrub, cismontane
Piperia michaelii woodland, chaparral, close.d-cone coniferous Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
Michael's rein orchid -/-/4.2 forest, lower montane coniferous forest. the Plan Area
Mudstone and humus, generally dry sites. 3-915 '
meters. Blooms April through August.
Plagiobothrys
chorisianus var. Chaparral, coastal scrub, coastal prairie. Mesic L .
.. . Not expected. Known population in Alameda county is
chorisianus -/-/1B.2 sites. 15-160 meters. Blooms March through . .
. considered extirpated (CNPS 2017).
Choris June.
popcornflower
Plagioboth lab Mead d h d . i L .
qg/o otnrys glaber eadows and seeps, mars es'an swamps None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
hairless -/-/1A Coastal salt marshes and alkaline meadows. 5-180 . o .
This species is also presumed extinct.
popcornflower meters. Blooms March through May.
Polygonum Marshes and swamps. Coastal salt marshes and
marinense -/-/3.1 brackish marshes. 0-10 meters. Blooms April None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
Marin knotweed through October.
Meadows and seeps, valley and foothill grassland,
Sanicula maritima _/SR/1B.1 chaparral, coastal prairie. Moist clay or ultramafic | Not expected. Presumed extirpated from Alameda

adobe sanicle

soils. 30-240 meters. Blooms February through
May.

County (CNPS 2017).
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status*
Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
Broadleafed upland forest, chaparral, valley and
Sanicula saxatilis foothill grassland. Bedrock outcrops and talus None. The Plan Area is not within the elevation range for
. -/SR/1B.2 . . . .
rock sanicle slopes in chaparral or oak woodland habitat. 670- | this species.
1250 meters. Blooms April through May.
Senecio aphanactis Chaparral, cismontane woodland, coastal scrub.
P -/-/2B.2 Drying alkaline flats. 20-855 meters. Blooms None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
chaparral ragwort
January through May.
Streptanthus hispidus Valley and foothill grassland, chaparral. Talus or
. N .K ly f
Mt. Diablo -/-/1B.3 rocky outcrops. 245-975 meters. Blooms March ot expected. Known only from Contra Costa County
. (CNPS 2017).
jewelflower through June.
-:StUC/;‘}’”’_’:af’/’fOfm’S Marshes and swamps. Shallow, clear water of Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
p-alp -/-/2B.2 lakes and drainage channels. 300-2,150 meters. P ) ginatly P
slender-leaved the Plan Area.
Blooms May through July.
pondweed
Suaeda californica Marshes and swamps. Margins of coastal salt
. . . FE/-/1B.1 marshes. 0-5 meters. Blooms July through None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
California seablite
October.
Trifolium Marshes and swamps, valley and foothill
hydrophilum -/-/1B.2 grassland, vernal pools. Mesic, alkaline sites. 0- None. Suitable habitat is not present in the Plan Area.
saline clover 300 meters. Blooms April through June.
Triphysaria Coastal prairie, coastal scrub, valley and foothill
floribunda J/1B.2 grassland. On serpentine and non-serpentine Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
San Francisco owl's- ' substrate (such as at Pt. Reyes). 1-150 meters. 2017).
clover Blooms April through June.
Triquetrell ithi
r/que r'e a Coastal bluff scrub, c.oastal scrub. Grows within Not expected. Not known from Alameda County (CNPS
californica -/-/1B.2 30m from the coast in coastal scrub, grasslands

coastal triquetrella

and in open gravels on roadsides, hillsides, rocky

2017).
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Name Habitat and Flowering Period Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State/CRPR)
slopes, and fields. On gravel or thin soil over
outcrops. 10-100 meters.
Tropidocarpum Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is present in
capparideum Valley and foothill grassland. Alkaline clay. 0-360 P ) ginatly . P
. -/-/1B.1 . the Plan Area. Presumed extirpated from Alameda
caper-fruited meters. Blooms March through April.
. County (CNPS 2017).
tropidocarpum

* List of Abbreviations for Species Status follow below:

FT = Federal threatened
FE = Federal endangered
SE = State endangered
SR = State Rare
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Table A-2. Special-status Wildlife
Listing
status*
Name Habitat Potential to Occur in the Plan Area
(Federal/
State)

Amphibians and Reptiles

Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is

Ambystoma Central Valley DPS federally listed as threatened. Santa Barbara and )
. . . . present in the Plan Area. Only one CNDDB
californiense Sonoma counties DPS federally listed as endangered. Need . . .
; L FT/ST . . occurrence (listed as extirpated) is located
California tiger underground refuges, especially ground squirrel burrows, and vernal L ..
. within the USGS quadrangles containing the
salamander pools or other seasonal water sources for breeding.
Plan Area.
Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is
.. . . . in Plan A .ACNDDB
Rana boylii Partly-shaded, shallow streams and riffles with a rocky substrate in a EZ(ZZ?':ZI:Ze i:Toc::‘dsgrea:Ziimaiel 1.2 miles
foothill yellow- -/SSC variety of habitats. Need at least some cobble-sized substrate for PP . v
. . . northeast of the Plan Area in Contra Costa
legged frog egg-laying. Need at least 15 weeks to attain metamorphosis. .
County, but there are no occurrences in
Oakland.
Invertebrates
. Endemic to the grasslands of the Central Valley, Central Coast
Branchinecta . . S . s .
. mountains, and South Coast mountains, in astatic rain-filled pools. None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
lynchi vernal pool FT/- ) .
fairv shrim Inhabit small, clear-water sandstone-depression pools and grassed Plan Area.
¥ P swale, earth slump, or basalt-flow depression pools.
Euphydryas Restricted to native grasslands on outcrops of serpentine soil in the
editha bayensis FT/- vicinity of San Francisco Bay. Plantago erecta is the primary host None. The current range of this species is
Bay checkerspot plant; Orthocarpus densiflorus and O. purpurscens are the secondary | restricted to Santa Clara County (USFWS 2009).
butterfly host plants.
Birds
Athene -/SSC Open, dry annual or perennial grasslands, deserts and scrublands Not Expected. Preferred habitat is not present,
cunicularia characterized by low-growing vegetation. Subterranean nester, but species could occur in open areas and
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(Federal/
State)
Burrowing Owl dependent upon burrowing mammals, most notably, the California possibly urban habitats.
ground squirrel.
Charadrius
alexandrinus . . o .
nivosus FT/SSC Sandy beaches, salt pond levees and shores of large alkali lakes. None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
N n ravelly or friabl ils for nesting. Plan Area.
Western Snowy eeds sandy, gravelly or friable soils for nesting a ea
Plover
Coastal salt and fresh-water marsh. Nest and forage in grasslands,
Circus cyaneus e from salt grass in desert sink to mountain cienagas. Nests on ground | Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is
Northern Harrier in shrubby vegetation, usually at marsh edge; nest built of a large present in the Project Area.
mound of sticks in wet areas.
Falco peregrinus . . . . s
anatulr?n g FD/SD Near wetlands, lakes, rivers, or other water; on cliffs, banks, dunes, Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is
American SEP ’ mounds; also, human-made structures. Nest consists of a scrape or a | present in the Plan Area. Suitable nesting
. depression or ledge in an open site. habitat is not anticipated.
Peregrine Falcon
o None. No breeding habitat in the project area
Geothlypis trichas . .I 8 . fat | L P J.
) . . L for this subspecies. This species inhabits coastal
sinuosa Resident of the San Francisco Bay region, in fresh and salt water . .
. . . lowlands, brackish marshes. Other subspecies
Saltmarsh -/SSC marshes. Requires thick, continuous cover down to water surface for .
. . . of Common Yellowthroat, which are not
Common foraging; tall grasses, tule patches, willows for nesting. . . .
special-status species may frequent the project
Yellowthroat
area.
. Ocean shore, lake margins, and rivers for both nesting and wintering.
Haliaeetus . . . . o .
leucocephalus FD/SE Most nests within 1 mi of water. Nests in large, old-growth, or None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
Bald Eagle dominant live tree w/open branches, especially ponderosa pine. Project Area
g Roosts communally in winter.
%aten‘J/Ius‘ Inhabits freshwater marshes, wet meadows and shallow margins of None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
jamaicensis -/ST saltwater marshes bordering larger bays. Needs water depths of Plan Area
coturniculus about 1 inch that do not fluctuate during the year and dense '
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(Federal/

State)
California Black vegetation for nesting habitat.
Rail
Melospiza
me/o‘dla. Re5|d_ent of brackish-water marshes sur.rounclilng Suisun Bay. Inhabits None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
maxillaris -/SSC cattails, tules and other sedges, and Salicornia; also known to Plan Area
Suisun Song frequent tangles bordering sloughs. '
Sparrow
Melospiza Resident of salt marshes bordering south arm of San Francisco Ba
melodia pusillula . . . & . . . . V- None. Suitable habitat is not present in the

-/SSC Inhabits Salicornia marshes; nests low in Grindelia bushes (high
Alameda Song s . . . Plan Area.
enough to escape high tides) and in Salicornia.
Sparrow
Melospiza . . .
. . Resident of salt marshes along the north side of San Francisco and . o .
melodia samuelis o . . . None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
-/SSC San Pablo bays. Inhabits tidal sloughs in the Salicornia marshes; nests
San Pablo Song ) . . . Plan Area.
in Grindelia bordering slough channels.
Sparrow
Rallus longirostris Salt-water and brackish marshes traversed by tidal sloughs in the
obsoletus FE/SE, vicinity of San Francisco Bay. Associated with abundant growths of None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
California Clapper SFP pickleweed, but feeds away from cover on invertebrates from mud- | Plan Area.
Rail bottomed sloughs.
Rynchops niger Nests on gravel bars, low islets, and sandy beaches, in unvegetated None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
. -/SSC . . . .
Black Skimmer sites. Nesting colonies usually less than 200 pairs. Plan Area.
Sternula . .
. . Nests along the coast from San Francisco Bay south to northern Baja . o .
antillarum browni . . . None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
. . FE/SE California. Colonial breeder on bare or sparsely vegetated, flat

California Least . ) Plan Area.
Tern substrates: sand beaches, alkali flats, land fills, or paved areas.
Xanthocephalus e Nests in freshwater emergent wetlands with dense vegetation and None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
xanthocephalus deep water. Often along borders of lakes or ponds. Nests only where | Plan Area.
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Yellow-headed large insects such as Odonata are abundant, nesting timed with
Blackbird maximum emergence of aquatic insects.
Fish
Archopli L . .
. renoplites Historically found in the sloughs, slow-moving rivers, and lakes of the . L .
interruptus . D None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
-/SSC Central Valley. Prefers warm water. Aquatic vegetation is essental
Sacramento . . . L Plan Area.
perch for young. Tolerates wide range of physio-chemical water conditions.
Eucveloaobius Brackish water habitats along the Calif coast from Agua Hedionda
yclog . Lagoon, San Diego Co. to the mouth of the Smith River. Found in None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
newberryi FE/SSC . )
. shallow lagoons and lower stream reaches, they need fairly still but Plan Area.
tidewater goby .
not stagnant water and high oxygen levels.
Spirinchus Euryhaline, nektonic and anadromous. Found in open waters of
p . FC/ST, estuaries, mostly in middle or bottom of water column. Prefer None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
thaleichthys o .
lonefin smelt e salinities of 15-30 ppt, but can be found in completely freshwater to | Plan Area.
& almost pure seawater.
Mammals
Corynorhinus . . . . . .
.. Throughout California in a wide variety of habitats. Most common in . . s
townsendii . . . . Not expected. Marginally suitable habitat is
o -/SSC mesic sites. Roosts in the open, hanging from walls and ceilings. )
Townsend's big- L o g . present in the Plan Area.
Roosting sites limiting. Extremely sensitive to human disturbance.
eared bat
Microtus
. . Saltmarshes of San Pablo Creek, on the south shore of San Pablo Bay. . o .
californicus . . None. Suitable habitat is not present in the
. -/SSC Constructs burrow in soft soil. Feeds on grasses, sedges and herbs.
sanpabloensis Plan Area.

San Pablo vole

Forms a network of runways leading from the burrow

* List of Abbreviations for Species Status follow below:
FT = Federal threatened
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Name

Listing
status*
(Federal/

State)

Habitat

Potential to Occur in the Plan Area

FE = Federal endangered
FC = Federal candidate
FD = Federal delisted

ST = State threatened

SE = State endangered

SSC = Species of special concern
SFP = State fully protected
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Plants

Scientific Name

Acacia dealbata

Acer macrophyllum
Achillea millefolium
Adiantum jordanii
Aesculus californica
Alnus rhombifolia
Arbutus menziesii
Arctostaphylos pallida
Artemisia californica
Asarum caudatum
Avena barbata

Avena fatua

Baccharis pilularis
Bellardia trixago

Briza maxima

Bromus carinatus
Bromus diandrus
Bromus hordeaceus
Bromus madritensis ssp. rubens
Cardamine californica
Carduus pycnocephalus
Carex spp.

Castilleja exserta
Chasmanthe floribunda

Chlorogalum pomeridianum var. pomeridianum

Cirsium vulgare

Claytonia perfoliata

Conium maculatum

Cortaderia jubata

Corylus cornuta var. californica
Cotoneaster spp.

Cynara cardunculus
Cynoglossum grande

Cynosurus echinatus

Cyperus eragrostis

Cytisus scoparius

Danthonia californica

Delairea odorata

Dichelostemma capitatum ssp. capitatum
Dryopteris arguta

Duchesnea indica

Ehrharta erecta

Elymus glaucus

Equisetum telmateia ssp. braunii
Erodium botrys

Common name
silver wattle

bigleaf maple
yarrow

California maidenhair fern
California buckeye
white alder
madrone

pallid manzanita
California sagebrush
wild ginger

slender wild oat
wild oat

coyotbrush
mediterranean lineseed
large rattlesnake grass
California brome
ripgut brome

soft brome

foxtail brome

milk maids

Italian thistle
sedges

purple owl's clover
chasmanthe

soap plant

bull thistle

miner's lettuce
poison hemlock
pampas grass
California hazelnut
cotoneaster
artichoke thistle
western houndstongue
dogtail grass

tall flatsedge

scotch broom
California oatgrass
cape ivy

bluedicks

California wood fern
mock strawberry
veldt grass

blue wildrye

giant horsetail
broad leaf filaree



Erodium cicutarium
Eschscholzia californica
Eucalyptus globulus
Euphorbia peplus

Festuca bromoides
Festuca microstachys
Festuca perennis

Fragaria vesca

Galium aparine

Galium porrigens var. porrigens
Galium triflorum

Genista monspessulana
Geranium dissectum
Hedera helix

Heracleum maximum
Hesperocyparis macrocarpa
Holcus lanatus

Holodiscus discolor
Hordeum murinum
Hypochaeris glabra
Hypochaeris radicata

llex aquifolium

Juncus effusus var. pacificus
Juncus patens

Lactuca serriola

Lathyrus vestitus

Lathyrus vestitus

Lonicera hispidula

Lupinus bicolor

Lupinus succulentus
Lysimachia arvensis
Maianthemum racemosum
Marah fabaceus

Marah oregana

Melica sp.

Mimulus aurantiacus
Myosotis latifolia
Oemleria cerasiformis
Olea europaea

Oxalis oregana

Oxalis pes-caprae
Pentagramma triangularis
Phalaris sp.

Pinus radiata
Plagiobothrys

Poa annua

Polypodium calirhiza

red stemmed filaree
California poppy
blue gum eucalyptus
petty spurge

brome fescue

small fescue

Italian rye grass
wood strawberry
common bedstraw
Climbing bedstraw

sweet-scented bedstraw

French broom
cutleaf geranium
English ivy
cowparsnip
Monterey cypress
purple velvet grass
ocean spray

foxtail barley
Smooth cat's ear
hairy cat's-ear
English holly

Pacific rush
spreading rush
prickly lettuce
Pacific pea
Bolander's pea
pink honeysuckle
annual lupine
arroyo lupine
scarlet pimpernel
false solomon's seal
California man-root
coast man-root
melic

bush monkeyflower
forget-me-not

0so berry

olive

redwood sorrel
Bermuda buttercup
goldenback fern
canarygrass
Monterey pine
popcorn flower
annual bluegrass
acrid fern



Polystichum munitum
Populus fremontii

Populus trichocarpa
Pseudotsuga menziesii
Pteridium aquilinum var. pubescens
Quercus agrifolia

Raphanus sativus

Rhamnus californica

Ribes californicum

Ribes menziesii

Ribes sanguineum

Rosa gymnocarpa

Rubus armeniacus

Rubus parviflorus

Rubus ulmifolius var. inermis
Rubus ursinus

Rumex acetosella

Rumex crispus

Salix lasiolepis

Sambucus nigra ssp. caerulea
Sanicula bipinnatifida
Sanicula crassicaulis
Scrophularia californica
Sequoia sempervirens
Sisyrinchium bellum
Sonchus oleraceus

Stachys ajugoides

Stipa lepida

Stipa pulchra
Symphoricarpos albus
Taraxacum officianale
Taraxia ovata (=Camissonia o.)
Toxicodendron diversilobum
Toxicoscordion fremontii
Tradescantia fluminensis
Tradescantia fluminensis
Trifolium hirtum

Trifolium pratense

Trifolium pratense

Trillium chloropetalum
Triphysaria pusilla

Typha latifolia

Ulex europaeus

Ulmus sp.

Umbellularia californica
Vaccinium ovatum

Vicia sativa

western sword fern
Fremont cottonwood
black cottonwood
Douglas fir

western bracken fern
coast live oak

wild radish
coffeeberry
California gooseberry
canyon gooseberry
red flowering current
wood rose
Himalayan blackberry
thimbleberry
thornless blackberry
California blackberry
sheep sorrel

curly dock

arroyo willow

blue elderberry
purple sanicle

Pacific sanicle
California bee plant
coast redwood
blue-eyed grass
common sow thistle
hedge nettle

foothill needlegrass
purple needle grass
common snowberry
common dandelion
sun cup

poison oak
Fremont's star lily
spiderwort
spiderwort

rose clover

red clover

red clover

giant trillium

dwarf owl's clover
common cattail
gorse

elm

California bay laurel
California huckleberry
spring vetch



Vinca major periwinkle



Scientific Name
Accipiter cooperii

Anas platyrhynchos
Aphelocoma californica
Buteo jamaicensis
Calypte anna

Cathartes aura

Certhia americana
Chamaea fasciata
Colaptes auratus
Corvus brachyrhynchos
Corvus corax
Cyanocitta stelleri
Haemorhous mexicanus
Junco hyemalis

Melanerpes formicivorus

Meleagris gallopavo
Melospiza melodia
Melozone crissalis
Mimus polyglottos
Passer domesticus
Passerella iliaca
Patagioenas fasciata
Picoides pubescens
Pipilo maculatus
Poecile rufescens
Psaltriparus minimus
Sayornis nigricans
Setophaga coronata
Sialia mexicana
Spinus psaltria
Streptopelia decaocto
Thryomanes bewickii
Troglodytes aedon
Turdus migratorius
Vireo huttoni
Zonotrichia atricapilla
Zonotrichia leucophrys

Birds
Common Name
Cooper's Hawk
Mallard
Western Scrub-Jay
Red-tailed Hawk
Anna’s Hummingbird
Turkey Vulture
Brown Creeper
Wrentit
Northern Flicker
American Crow
Common Raven
Steller's Jay
House Finch
Dark-eyed Junco
Acorn Woodpecker
Wild Turkey
Song Sparrow
California Towhee
Northern Mockingbird
House Sparrow
Fox Sparrow
Band-tailed Pigeon
Downy Woodpecker
Spotted Towhee
Chestnut-backed Chickadee
Bushtit
Black Phoebe
Yellow-rumped Warbler
Western Bluebird
Lesser Goldfinch
Eurasian Collard Dove
Bewick's Wren
House Wren
American Robin
Hutton's Vireo
Golden-crowned Sparrow
White-crowned Sparrow



Other Wildlife

Scientific Name

Canis latrans

Mephitis mephitis
Odocoileus hemionus
Pseudacris sierra
Sceloporus occidentalis
Sylvilagus bachmani
Thomomys sp.

Common Name
coyote

striped skunk

mule deer

Sierran tree frog
western fence lizard
brush rabbit

pocket gopher
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California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System Categories

Valley Freshwater | Chamise-
Annual Perennial Coast Oak Closed-Cone Foothill Emergent Redshank
Grassland Grassland | Woodland Redwood | Coastal Scrub | Pine-Cypress | Eucalyptus Riparian Wetlands chaparral
Sawyer et al. 2009
Purple arroyo Baltic and
Annual brome |needle grass|Coast live oak |redwood Coyote brush Monterey pine |Eucalyptus |willow Mexican rush |chamise
grasslands grassland woodland forest scrub forest groves thickets marshes chaparral
Bush
Wild oats California bay monkeyflower |Monterey red alder cattail
grasslands forest scrub cypress stands forest marshes
Red brome or California
Mediterranean buckeye white alder
grass grasslands groves Poison oak scrub groves
Upland
mustards
Poison hemlock
or fennel
patches
CalVeg
Riparian
Annual Grasses [Perennial California Mixed
and Forbs Herbs California Bay |Redwood Sagebrush Monterey Pine [Eucalyptus Hardwood |Tule - Cattail |Chamise
Non-Native/
Ornamental California Monterey Wet
Grass Buckeye Coyote Brush Cypress White Alder |Meadows
Coast Live North Coastal Willow -
Perennial Herbs Oak Scrub Alder
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Photo No. 1

Species:
Amsinckia lunaris
bent-flowered
fiddleneck

©2010 Vernon Smith

Photo No. 2

Species:

Androsace elongata
ssp. acuta

California androsace

Photo No. 3
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Species:
Arctostaphylos
pallida

pallid manzanita

©2004 Steve Matson

Photo No. 4

Species:
Balsamorhiza
macrolepis

big-scale balsamroot

©2011 Barry Breckling
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Photo No. 5

Species:
Blepharizonia
plumosa

big tarplant

©2002 John Game

Photo No. 6

Species:

California
macrophylla
round-leaved filaree

©2009 Barry Rice
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Photo No. 7

Species:
Calochortus
umbellatus
Oakland star-tulip

©2005 Mike Ireland

Photo No. 8

Species:

Castilleja ambigua
var. ambigua
johnny-nip

©2011 Vernon Smith
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Photo No. 9

Species:
Clarkia franciscana
Presidio clarkia

©2011 Thomas Reyes

Photo No. 10

Species:

Dirca occidentalis
western
leatherwood

©2017 Steve Matson
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Photo No. 11

Species:

Eriogonum luteolum
var. caninum
Tiburon buckwheat

©2001 Bart and Susan Eisenberg

Photo No. 12

Species:

Fissidens
pauperculus

minute pocket moss

©Rene J. Belland
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Photo No. 13

Species:
Fritillaria liliacea
fragrant fritillary

©2016 Vernon Smith

Photo No. 14

Species:
Helianthella
castanea

Diablo helianthella

©2016 Vernon Smith
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Photo No. 15

Species:

Hemizonia congesta
ssp. congesta
congested-headed
hayfield tarplant

©2015 Vernon Smith

Photo No. 16

Species:
Hoita strobilina
Loma Prieta hoita

©2009 James Gaither

Oakland Vegetation Management
Draft Biological Resources Report
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Photo No. 17

Species:
Leptosiphon
acicularis

bristly leptosiphon

©2013 Vernon Smith

Photo No. 18

Species:
Meconella oregana
Oregon meconella

©2013 Scot Loring

Oakland Vegetation Management
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Photo No. 19

Species:
Micropus
amphibolus
Mt. Diablo
cottonweed

©ORussell Huddleston

Photo No. 20

Species:
Plagiobothrys
diffusus

San Francisco
popcornflower

© Brett Bell

Oakland Vegetation Management
Draft Biological Resources Report
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Photo No. 21

Species:
Polemonium
carneum

Oregon polemonium

©2000 Dianne Fristrom

Photo No. 22

Species:
Ranunculus lobbii
Lobb's aquatic
buttercup

©2008 Jorg Fleige
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Photo No. 23

Species:
Streptanthus albidus
ssp. peramoenus
(=Streptanthus
glandulosus ssp.
glandulosus)

most beautiful
jewelflower

© 2017 Adam Chasey

Photo No. 24

Species:

Viburnum ellipticum
oval-leaved
viburnum

©2013 John Rusk

Oakland Vegetation Management
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Amphibians and Reptiles
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Photo No. 25

Species:
Emys marmorata
western pond turtle

©2015 William Flaxington

Photo No. 26

Species:
Masticophis lateralis
euryxanthus
Alameda whipsnake

©Gary Nafis
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Photo No. 27

Species:

Rana draytonii
California red-legged
frog

©2007 William Flaxington
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Birds
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Photo No. 28

Species:
Aquila chrysaetos
Golden Eagle

©2009 NPS/Kent Miller

Photo No. 29

Species:
Elanus leucurus
White-tailed Kite

©2012 Jason Crotty

Oakland Vegetation Management
Draft Biological Resources Report
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Photo No. 30

Species:
Setophaga petechia
Yellow Warbler

©2017 Simon J. Tonge
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Mammals
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Photo No. 31

Species:
Antrozous pallidus
pallid bat

©2011 devra

Photo No. 32

Species:

Eumops perotis
californicus
western mastiff bat

© J. Scott Altenbach
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Photo No. 33

Species:
Lasiurus blossevillii
western red bat

©2012 Mike Simpson

Oakland Vegetation Management
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APPENDIX C/ FIRE BEHAVIOR ANALYSIS

FlamMap Fire Behavior Modeling

The FlamMap software package (Finney et al. 2015) was used to evaluate fire behavior in order to inform the
prioritization of vegetation management recommendations included in this Vegetation Management Plan (VMP).
FlamMap utilizes the same fire spread equations built into the BehavePlus software package, but allows for a
geographical presentation of fire behavior outputs as it applies the calculations to each pixel in an associated
geographic information system (GIS) landscape (Finney 1998). The FlamMap software package is a publicly
available resource available through the Fire, Fuel, and Smoke Science Program of the U.S. Forest Service.
FlamMap is a GIS-based software package that models potential fire behavior for constant weather conditions (wind
and fuel moisture) and generates map files of potential fire behavior characteristics (e.g., flame length, crown fire
activity). FlamMap outputs represent fire behavior calculated for each pixel within the analysis area independently
and do not calculate fire spread across a landscape. The software requires a minimum of five input variables,
including elevation, slope, aspect, fuel model, and canopy cover. To utilize the crown fire activity model for forested
land cover types, additional input variables are necessary, including stand height, canopy base height, and canopy
bulk density. Wind and weather data are also critical components to FlamMap modeling efforts. The following
sections present a background on fire behavior modeling and present the methods and data sources used in
performing the FlamMap fire behavior modeling analysis for the Plan Area.

Fire Behavior Modeling Background

Predicting wildland fire behavior is not an exact science due to the many variables that must be considered. As
such, the movement of a fire will likely never be fully predictable, especially considering the variations in weather,
the limits of weather forecasting, and the weather that is often created by firestorms. Nevertheless, practiced and
experienced judgment, coupled with a validated fire behavior modeling system, results in useful and accurate fire
information (Rothermel 1993). To be used effectively, the basic assumptions and limitations of fire behavior
modeling applications must be understood.

= First, it must be realized that the fire model describes fire behavior only in the flaming front. The primary
driving force in the predictive calculations is dead fuel less than 0.25 inches in diameter. These are the
fine fuels that carry fire. Fuels greater than 1 inch in diameter have little effect, while fuels greater than
3 inches in diameter have no effect on fire behavior.

= Second, the model bases surface fire calculations and descriptions on a wildfire spreading through fuels
that are within 6 feet of the ground and contiguous to the ground. Surface fuels are classified as grass,
grass/shrub, shrub, timber litter, timber understory, or slash.

= Third, the software assumes that weather is uniform. However, because wildfires almost always burn under
non-uniform conditions, creating their own weather, length of projection period and choice of fuel model
must be carefully considered to obtain useful predictions.

=  Fourth, fire behavior computer modeling systems are not intended for determining sufficient fuel modification
zone/defensible space widths. However, results can provide the average length of the flames, which is a key
element for determining defensible space distances for minimizing structure ignition.
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FlamMap can provide valuable fire behavior predictions, which can be used as a tool in the decision-making
process. In order to make reliable estimates of fire behavior, one must understand the relationship of fuels to the
fire environment and be able to recognize the variations in these fuels. Fuels are made up of the various
components of vegetation, both live and dead, that occur in a particular landscape. The type and quantity will
depend upon soil, climate, terrain, and management and disturbance (e.g., fire) history. The major fuel groups of
grass, grass/shrub, shrub, trees, tree litter, and slash are defined by their constituent types and quantities of litter
and duff layers, dead woody material, grasses and forbs, shrubs, regeneration, and trees. Fire behavior can be
predicted largely by analyzing the characteristics of these fuels. Fire behavior is affected by seven principal fuel
characteristics: fuel loading, size and shape, compactness, horizontal continuity, vertical arrangement, moisture
content, and chemical properties.

The seven principal fuel characteristics help define the 13 standard fire behavior fuel models (Anderson 1982).
According to the model classifications, fuel models used for fire behavior modeling (BehavePlus, FlamMap,
FARSITE) have been classified into four groups, based upon fuel loading (tons/acre), fuel height, and surface area-
to-volume ratio. Observation of the fuels in the field determines which fuel models should be applied in modeling
efforts. The following describes the distribution of fuel models among general vegetation types for the standard 13
fuel models:

= Grasses - Fuel Models 1 through 3

=  Brush - Fuel Models 4 through 7

=  Timber - Fuel Models 8 through 10

= Logging slash - Fuel Models 11 through 13

In addition, the aforementioned fuel characteristics were utilized in the development of 40 newer fire behavior fuel
models (Scott and Burgan 2005) developed for use in the BehavePlus, FlamMap, and FARSITE modeling systems.
These newer models attempt to improve the accuracy of the 13 standard fuel models and to allow for the simulation
of fuel treatment prescriptions. The following describes the distribution of fuel models among general vegetation
types for the 40 newer fuel models:

= Non-burnable - Models NB1, NB2, NB3, NB8, NB9
= Grass - Models GR1 through GR9

= Grass shrub - Models GS1 through GS4

= Shrub - Models SH1 through SH9

=  Timber understory - Models TU1 through TUS

=  Timber litter - Models TL1 through TL9

= Slash blowdown - Models SB1 through SB4.

FlamMap Analysis

FlamMap software was utilized to graphically depict potential fire behavior in the Plan Area occurring during extreme
fall weather conditions (off-shore, Diablo wind conditions). As noted, FlamMap software requires a minimum of five
separate input files that represent field conditions in the analysis area, including elevation, slope, aspect, fuel
model, and canopy cover. Given the extent of tree-dominated vegetation types in the Plan Area, stand height, canopy
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base height, and canopy bulk density input files were also incorporated. Each of these files was created as a raster
GIS file using ArcGIS 10.5 software, exported as an ASCII grid file, then utilized in creating a FARSITE Landscape
file that served as the base for the FlamMap runs. The resolution of each grid file and associated ASCII file that was
used in the models described herein is approximately 3 meters (1/9 arc second), based on available digijtal terrain
data (described below). In addition to the Landscape file, wind and weather data are incorporated into the model
inputs. The output fire behavior variables chosen for the modeling runs include flame length and crown fire activity.

The analysis area selected for the fire behavior modeling effort included all of the canyon, ridgetop, and City parks
lands and open space classifications (as described in Section 9.2 of the VMP). Urban and residential parcels,
roadsides, medians, and other developed classifications were omitted as they fall within 100 feet of existing structures
and within 30 feet of roads and management of vegetation in these areas would be classified as Priority 1.

The following provides descriptions of the input variables used in processing the FlamMap models. Data sources
are cited and any assumptions made during the modeling process are described. Following the discussion of model
inputs, a summary of model outputs is provided.

Model Inputs

Elevation

Elevation data were derived from a 1/9 arc-second resolution National Elevation Dataset (NED), acquired from the
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Coastal Services Center
and projected in the NAD 1983, California State Plane, Zone 3 coordinate system, with units in feet (USGS 201 3a,
2013b). Elevation values in the modeling area range from 72 feet to 1,545 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). This
data was utilized to create an elevation grid file, using units of feet AMSL. Elevation is a required input file for
FlamMap runs and are necessary for adiabatic adjustment of temperature and humidity and for conversion of
fire spread between horizontal and slope distances.

Slope

Using ArcGIS Spatial Analyst tools, a slope grid file was generated from the elevation grid file described above. Slope
measurements utilized values in percent of inclination from horizontal. Slope values in the analysis area range from 0%
to 147%. The slope input file is necessary for computing slope effects on fire spread and solar radiance.

Aspect

Using ArcGIS Spatial Analyst tools, an aspect grid file was generated from the elevation grid file described above.
The aspect values utilized were azimuth degrees. Aspect values are important in determining the solar exposure of
grid cells.

Fuel Model

Vegetation coverage data in the form of a GIS shapefile were used in this analysis to create a fuel model file for existing
conditions, which was derived from the vegetation community/land cover type data mapped for the Plan Area
(Appendix B). Using the vegetation community/land cover type data, field assessments were conducted to classify the
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different types into appropriate fuel models. In many areas, different fuel models were assigned to the same mapped
vegetation community/land cover type (e.g., eucalyptus) based on observed field conditions and management history,
which required subdividing some vegetation community/land cover polygons. For example, a tree-dominated
vegetation type may be classified as a timber litter model if the understory consisted of dead and downed leaves and
woody fuel, or as a grass model if the understory had been subject to management (e.g., grazing) that reduced surface
fuel loads to grasses. Once fuel model values were assigned to vegetation community/land cover type polygons, the
vector-based fuel model data file was converted to a grid file for inclusion in FlamMap modeling.

A photo series presenting representative field photographs of each of the different fuel models used in this analysis
is presented in Appendix C-1. A map of fuel types for the analysis area is presented in Appendix C-2. Fuel model
assignments for existing vegetation conditions are presented in Table C-1.

Canopy Cover

Canopy cover is a required raster file for FlamMap operations. It is necessary for computing shading and wind
reduction factors for all fuel models. Canopy cover is measured as the horizontal fraction of the ground that is
covered directly overhead by tree canopy. Crown closure refers to the ecological condition of relative tree crown
density. Stands can be said to be “closed” to recruitment of canopy trees but still only have 40% or 50% canopy
cover. Coverage units can be categories (0-4) or percentage values (0-100) (Seli et al. 2015).

Canopy cover for the analysis area was derived from 2012 LiDAR tree canopy cover data made available by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE 2015). This dataset was converted from raster to
vector format in a GIS and the data analyzed for the analysis area. Minor edits to the dataset were made based on
field observations and comparison with digital aerial photos. The file was then converted back to raster format and
included two values representing percent of tree canopy cover: O (no tree canopy) and 100 (tree canopy).

Stand Height

Stand height is a representation of the average height of dominant and co-dominant trees in a stand (not the tallest
height or average height of all trees) and is used in FlamMap for computing wind reduction to midflame height and
spotting distances from torching trees. Input values are numeric (Seli et al. 2015). For this analysis, stand height
values are represented in feet. Stand height is a necessary dataset for utilizing the torching, spotting, and crown
fire model in FlamMap. As described, field evaluations conducted to define fuel model assignments also included
identification of stand height values for tree-dominated vegetation types. The stand height assignments are
presented in Table D-1, by fuel model.

Canopy Base Height

Canopy base height is a variable used for determining transition from surface fire to crown fire and represents the
height to the bottom of the live tree crown. Input values are numeric (Seli et al. 2015). For this analysis, canopy
base height values are represented in feet. Canopy base height is a necessary dataset for utilizing the torching,
spotting, and crown fire model in FlamMap. As described, field evaluations conducted to define fuel model
assignments also included identification of canopy base height values for tree-dominated vegetation types.
Observed base heights were typically correlated with management history. For example, grazed areas (beneath
trees) typically had 4-foot to 5-foot base heights, the heights that goats grazed up to. In areas where hand crews
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had treated surface vegetation, 8-foot base heights were typically observed. The stand height assighments are

presented in Table D-1, by fuel model.

Canopy Bulk Density

Canopy bulk density is incorporated to determine the characteristics of crown fires and describes the density of
available canopy fuel in a stand. It is defined as the mass of available canopy fuel per canopy volume unit. Input
values are numeric (Seli et al. 2015). For this analysis, canopy bulk density values are represented in kg/m3x100
(kilograms per cubic meter x 100). Canopy bulk density is a necessary data set for utilizing the torching, spotting,
and crown fire model in FlamMap. Data for the analysis area were derived from an analysis of canopy bulk density
data for the Plan Area (LANDFIRE 2017).

Table D-1 provides a description of fuel models (including one non-burnable model) coded for the Plan Area that
were subsequently used in the FlamMap analysis.

Table C-1. Fuel Model Characteristics

Stand
Description Land Cover* Height (feet)
GR1 Short, Sparse Dry Climate Annual Grassland, Closed-Cone Pine- 0,35,40,45, | 0,3,4,5,
(101) | Grass Cypress, Coast Oak Woodland, 50, 60, 65, 8
Eucalyptus, Perennial Grassland, 80, 100, 110
Redwood, Urban
GR4 Moderate Load, Dry Annual Grassland 0 0
(104) | Climate Grass
GS2 Moderate Load, Dry Coast Oak Woodland, Coastal Scrub, 0,25,35,40,| 0,2,3,4
(122) Climate Grass-Shrub Eucalyptus 60
SH1 Low Load, Dry Climate Coastal Scrub 0 0
(141) | Shrub
SH5 High Load, Dry Climate Mixed Chaparral, Closed-Cone Pine- 0,25,30,35,|] 0,2,3,4
(145) | Shrub Cypress, Coast Oak Woodland, Coastal 40, 60, 100,
Scrub, Eucalyptus 110
Tu1 Low Load, Dry Climate Closed-Cone Pine-Cypress, Coast Oak 0, 45, 60, 4,6,8
(161) | Timber-Grass-Shrub Woodland, Eucalyptus, Redwood 100, 110
TU5S Very High Load, Dry Closed-Cone Pine-Cypress, Coast Oak 0,35,40,45,| 2,3,4,8
(165) [ Climate Timber-Shrub Woodland, Eucalyptus, Urban (acacia and | 60, 75, 100,
mixed tree stand) 110, 120
TL2 Low Load Broadleaf Litter Coast Oak Woodland, Eucalyptus, Urban, 30, 35, 40, 3,4,5
(182) Valley/Foothill Riparian 45, 60, 100,
110
TL3 Moderate Load Conifer Closed-Cone Pine-Cypress, Eucalyptus, 60, 110 4
(183) Litter Redwood
TL6 Moderate Load Broadleaf | Eucalyptus, Urban 80, 110 4,8
(186) Litter
TL8 Long Needle Litter Closed-Cone Pine-Cypress 35, 100 4
(188)
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Table C-1. Fuel Model Characteristics

Fuel Stand
Model | Description Land Cover* Helght (feet)

TLO Very High Load Broadleaf Eucalyptus 100 8
(189) | Litter
NB1 Non-burnable Freshwater Emergent Wetland, Urban 0, 35,40 0,24
(91)

Note:

*  As mapped by Horizon (2017; Appendix B).

Weather

Historical weather data for the Plan Area was utilized in determining appropriate fire behavior modeling inputs. For
this analysis, 97th percentile fuel moisture and wind speed values were derived from Remote Automated Weather
Station (RAWS) data and utilized in the fire behavior modeling efforts conducted in support of this VMP. Data from
two RAWS in the Plan Area was utilized for modeling fire behavior, including the Oakland (North) RAWS
(approximately 250 feet north of the City-owned Grizzly Peak Open Space parcels), and the Oakland (South) RAWS
(located in the central portion of the Plan Area, on the City Stables property). Table D-2 summarizes location
information and available data ranges for these two RAWS.

Table C-2. Remote Automated Weather Station Characteristics

Station Characteristic Oakland (North) Oakland (South)

Latitude 37° 51'54" 37° 47' 10"
Longitude -122° 13' 15" -122° 08' 41"
Elevation 1,403 feet 1,095 feet
Data Years 1981, 1984, 1988, 1995-2016 1995-2016

To determine weather-related modeling inputs, RAWS fuel moisture and wind speed data were downloaded,
processed, and analyzed using the FireFamilyPlus version 4.2 (FireFamilyPlus 2016) software package to
determine 97th percentile (extreme) fire weather conditions. Data from the two RAWS was combined into a Special
Interest Group (SIG) in the FireFamilyPlus software, with data from each station being weighted equally. The project
SIG was evaluated from August 15 through November 15 for each year between 1995 and 2016 (extent of available
data record). Data derived from this analysis included 97th percentile values for 1-hour, 10-hour, and 100-hour
fuel moistures, live herbaceous moisture, live woody moisture, and 20-foot sustained wind speed. The weather data
was also evaluated to determine the maximum sustained wind.

These weather values were incorporated into the Initial Fuel Moisture file used as an input in FlamMap. Wind
direction and wind speed values for the FlamMap run were manually entered during the data input phase. Table D-
3 presents the wind and weather values used in the FlamMap fire behavior modeling runs conducted in support of
this VMP.
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Table C-3. FlamMap Weather Input Variables

1-hour fuel moisture 3%

10-hour fuel moisture 4%

100-hour fuel moisture 8%

Live herbaceous moisture* 30%

Live woody moisture 59%

20-foot wind speed (mph) 39 mph (maximum speed)
Wind direction 60 degrees

Note:

*  Live herbaceous moisture values were lower than 30% so the herbaceous fuels are considered fully cured (Scott and Burgan 2005).

Finally, wind vectors were modeled within the FlamMap runs using the WindNinja tool embedded in the FlamMap
software. WindNinja models the effect of topography on wind speed and direction and generates wind vector files
for use in the modeling runs. The grid resolution for the WindNinja analysis was set at 60 meters.

Model Outputs

Two output grid files were generated for the FlamMap run and represent flame length and crown fire activity. Flame
length, the length of the flame of a spreading surface fire within the flaming front, is measured from midway in the
active flaming combustion zone to the average tip of the flames (Andrews et al. 2008). It is a somewhat subjective
and non-scientific measure of fire behavior, but is extremely important to fireline personnel in evaluating fireline
intensity and is worth considering as an important fire variable (Rothermel 1993). Flame length values in the
resulting grid file are in feet. Table 5 in the VMP presents an interpretation of flame length and its relationship to
fireline intensity. Model outputs for crown fire activity include three potential options: surface fire, passive crown
fire (torching), or active crown fire. Surface fires may transition to crown fire, depending on surface fire intensity
and crown characteristics. Ladder fuels facilitate ignition of crown fuels by the surface fire and then transition to
some form of crown fire (Seli et al. 2015).

Maps depicting flame length values and crown fire activity values are presented in Appendices C-3 and C-4,
respectively. Table C-4 summarizes the fire behavior modeling results, by location.

Table C-4. Fire Behavior Modeling Results

Canyon Areas

Garber Park Flame lengths low (< 4 feet). Surface fire only.
Dimond Canyon Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in coastal scrub | Primarily surface fire throughout the
Park and one coastal oak woodland area along property, although small pockets of
Park Boulevard with grass/shrub understory. active crown fire occur the coastal oak
Flame lengths low to moderate (< 8 feet) in woodland area along Park Boulevard
remaining areas of the property. with grass/shrub understory and in a
few small areas within the drainage
with high slope gradients.
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Table C-4. Fire Behavior Modeling Results

Location

Shepherd Canyon
Park

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in area along
the western side of Shepherd Canyon Road
where broom exists beneath eucalyptus tree
canopies. Flame lengths moderate (< 8 feet)
within eucalyptus stand along Escher Drive.
Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
remainder of the property.

Active and passive crown fire
concentrated along the western side of
Shepherd Canyon Road where broom
exists beneath eucalyptus tree
canopies. Surface fire throughout the
remainder of the property.

Leona Heights Park

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in coastal oak
woodlands in upland areas in the eastern and
northern portions of the park. Flame lengths
low (< 4 feet) within redwood stands along
the drainage bottom, with some isolated
active crown fire in areas with steep slope
gradients. Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) within
the managed eucalyptus and oak stands at
the park’s western edge.

Active and passive crown fire in coastal
oak woodlands in upland areas in the
eastern and northern portions of the
park. Primarily surface fire within
redwood stands along the drainage
bottom, with some isolated active
crown fire in areas with steep slope
gradients. Surface fire only in the
managed eucalyptus and oak stands at
the park’s western edge.

Beaconsfield
Canyon

Ridgetop Areas

North Oakland
Regional Sports
Field

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in coastal scrub.
Flame lengths low to moderate (< 8 feet) in
coastal oak woodland and pine stands.

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) throughout
property.

Active and passive crown fire in
eucalyptus stands. Surface fire in
coastal oak woodland and pine stands.

Active crown fire throughout most of the
property’s tree-dominated vegetation
(eucalyptus and coastal oak woodland).
Surface fire concentrated in managed
areas along dirt access road and in
area between ball field and eucalyptus
stand.

Grizzly Peak Open
Space

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) throughout
coastal scrub vegetation. Flame lengths low
(< 4 feet) in coastal oak woodland. Variable
flame lengths within pine and eucalyptus
stands (low to high, dependent on canopy
base heights and shading of surface fuels).

Torching of tree canopies along upper,
northeastern portion of property and
active crown fire along lower,
southwestern portion of property.

City Stables
City Parklands and

Sheffield Village
Open Space

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet).
Open Space

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in coastal scrub,
oak stands with a heavy shrub understory,
and isolated areas within oak woodlands with
grass understory where slope gradients are
high. Flame lengths moderate (< 8 feet) in
pine and eucalyptus stands adjacent to the
golf course. Flame lengths low (< 4 feet)
throughout the remainder of the property.

Surface fire only.

Active crown fire in coastal scrub
(where overstory trees are present), oak
stands with a heavy shrub understory,
and isolated areas within oak
woodlands with grass understory where
slope gradients are high. Surface fire
only throughout the remainder of the
property.

Knowland Park and
Arboretum

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in the coastal
scrub and chaparral stands in the central and

eastern portions of the property. Flame

Active crown fire in the coastal scrub
and chaparral stands in the central and
eastern portions of the property (where
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Table C-4. Fire Behavior Modeling Results

lengths moderate (< 8 feet) in the eucalyptus
stands in the western portion of the property.
Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
remainder of the property.

overstory trees are present) and in the
eucalyptus stands in the western
portion of the property. Surface fire only
throughout the remainder of the
property.

Joaquin Miller Park

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) throughout the
northern and central portions of the park
within non-managed oak, pine, eucalyptus,
and acacia stands and within the acacia and
mixed tree stands within the southern (lower)
portions of the park. Flame lengths low to
moderate (< 8 feet) in the lower, developed
and managed portions of the park and along
the park’s western edge where it abuts Castle
Drive (except acacia and mixed tree stands).

Active and passive crown fire within the
northern and central portions of the
park within non-managed oak, pine,
eucalyptus, and acacia stands. Active
and passive crown fire also within the
acacia and mixed tree stands within the
southern (lower) portions of the park.
Surface fire only within redwood stands
and throughout the lower, developed
and managed portions of the park
(except acacia and mixed tree stands).

King Estate open
Space Park

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
property’s coastal oak woodlands and
grasslands. Flame lengths moderate (< 8
feet) to high (>8 feet) in the coastal scrub
areas of the property.

Isolated active crown fire only in coastal
scrub where overstory trees are
present. Surface fire only throughout
the remainder of the property.

Other (Blue Rock
Court)

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in the

eucalyptus stand in the center of the property.

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
remainder of the property.

Active and passive crown fire in the
eucalyptus stand in the center of the
property. Surface fire only throughout
the remainder of the property.

Other (Leona

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) in coastal oak

Surface fire only in coastal oak

Street) woodland and annual grassland. Flame woodland and annual grassland. Active
lengths high (> 8 feet) in eucalyptus stand at | crown fire in eucalyptus stand at the
the property’s southern end. property’s southern end.

Other (McDonell Flame lengths low (< 4 feet). Surface fire only.

Avenue)

Other (Police/Safety | Flame lengths low (< 4 feet). Surface fire only.

Department)

Other (Tunnel Road
Open Space)

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet).

Surface fire only.

Other (Marjorie
Saunders Park)

Flame lengths high (> 8 feet) in eucalyptus
stands. Flame lengths low to moderate (< 8
feet) in coastal oak woodland and pine
stands.

Active and passive crown fire in coastal
scrub (where overstory trees are
present). Surface fire in coastal oak
woodland and pine stands.

Other (Oak Knoll)

Flame lengths low (< 4 feet) throughout the
property’s grasslands. Flame lengths
moderate (< 8 feet) in the property’s
eucalyptus stand.

Surface fire only throughout the
remainder of the property.

10057

NOVEMBER2619SEPTEMBER 2023 <9
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 1. Fuel Model GR4 (104) - Moderate Load, Dry Climate Grass. Higher fire hazard, non-grazed grassland
(King Estate Open Space Park, January 5, 2017).

Photo 2. Fuel Model GR1 (101) - Short, Sparse Dry Climate Grass. Lower fire hazard, grazed grassland (King
Estate Open Space Park, September 12, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 3. Fuel Model GR1 (101) - Short, Sparse Dry Climate Grass. Lower fire hazard, grazed grasses with
eucalyptus overstory (Skyline Boulevard, September 11, 2017).

Photo 4. Fuel Model GR1 (101) - Short, Sparse Dry Climate Grass. Lower fire hazard, grazed grasses with oak
overstory (Shepherd Canyon Park, September 11, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 5. Fuel Model GS2 (122) - Moderate Load, Dry Climate Grass-Shrub. Higher fire hazard, un-grazed grasses
with scattered shrubs and eucalyptus sprout growth (North Oakland Regjonal Sports Field, September 11, 2017).

Photo 6. Fuel Model GS2 (122) - Moderate Load, Dry Climate Grass-Shrub. Lower fire hazard, grazed grasses
with scattered shrubs (Grizzly Peak Open Space, September 12, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 7. Fuel Model SH1 (141) - Low Load, Dry Climate Shrub. Lower fire hazard, grazed grasses between
shrubs (King Estate Open Space Park, September 12, 2017).

Photo 8. Fuel Model SH5 (145) - High Load, Dry Climate Shrub. Higher fire hazard, high brush load with
scattered oak and eucalyptus trees (North Oakland Regional Sports Field, September 11, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 9. Fuel Model SH5 (145) - High Load, Dry Climate Shrub. Higher fire hazard, high brush load (coastal
scrub) (Sheffield Village Open Space, September 12, 2017).

Photo 10. Fuel Model SH5 (145) - High Load, Dry Climate Shrub. Higher fire hazard, high brush load beneath
young eucalyptus trees (North Oakland Regional Sports Field, September 11, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 11. Fuel Model TU1 (161) - Low Load, Dry Climate Timber-Grass-Shrub. Higher fire hazard, eucalyptus
with broom understory (Shepherd Canyon Park, September 11, 2017).

Photo 12. Fuel Model TU1 (161) - Low Load, Dry Climate Timber-Grass-Shrub. Higher fire hazard, un-grazed
grass and shrub understory with oak, pine, and bay overstory (Marjorie Saunders Park, September 12, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 13. Fuel Model TU1 (161) - Low Load, Dry Climate Timber-Grass-Shrub. Lower fire hazard, redwood with
seedling understory (Joaquin Miller Park, September 12, 2017).

Photo 14. Fuel Model TU5 (165) - Very High Load, Dry Climate Timber-Shrub. Higher fire hazard, eucalyptus
overstory with seedling and brush understory (North Oakland Regional Sports Field, September 11, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 15. Fuel Model TU5 (165) - Very High Load, Dry Climate Timber-Shrub. Higher fire hazard, pine and oak
overstory with seedling and brush understory (Joaquin Miller Park, September 12, 2017).

Photo 16. Fuel Model TL2 (182) - Low Load Broadleaf Litter. Lower fire hazard, oak woodland with twig and leaf
litter surface fuels (Sheffield Village Open Space, September 12, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 17. Fuel Model TL2 (182) - Low Load Broadleaf Litter. Lower fire hazard, oak woodland with fern, ivy, leaf
litter surface fuels (Garber Park, September 13. 2017).

Photo 18. Fuel Model TL3 (183) - Moderate Load Conifer Litter. Lower fire hazard, redwood stand with needle
litter and small twig/branch surface fuels (Joaquin Miller Park, September 12, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 19. Fuel Model TL6 (186) - Moderate Load Broadleaf Litter. Lower fire hazard, eucalyptus stand with leaf
litter and small twig/branch surface fuels (Shepherd Canyon Park, January 19, 2017).

Photo 20. Fuel Model TL8 (188) - Long Needle Litter. Lower fire hazard, pine stand with needle litter and low
grass surface fuels (Joaquin Miller Park, September 12, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES

Photo 21.. Fuel Model TLO (189) - Very High Load Broadleaf Litter. Higher fire hazard, eucalyptus stand with heavy
leaf litter, bark, and small twig/branch surface fuels (North Oakland Regjonal Sports Field, January 19, 2017).

Photo 22. Fuel Model NB1 (91) - Developed. Developed, dirt, or paved areas, no fire spread (Joaquin Miller
Park, September 12, 2017).
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APPENDIX C-1/FUEL MODEL PHOTO SERIES
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APPENDIX D / HIGHLY FLAMMABLE AND INVASIVE PLANTS

HGCES
Abies spp. (fir species)

Eucalyptus spp. (eucalyptus
species)

Schinus spp. (pepper species)

Acacia spp. (acacia species)

llex spp. (holly species)

Tamarix spp. (tamarix species)

Ailanthus altissima (tree-of-
heaven)

Larix spp. (larch species)

Taxus spp. (yew species)

Assorted palm species (palm
species)

Lithocarpus densiflora (tanoak)

Thuja spp. (arborvitae species)

Cedrus spp. (cedar species)

Maytenus boaria (mayten)

Toxodium spp. (bald cypress)

Chamaecyparis spp. (false cypress)

Picea spp. (spruce species)

Tsuga spp. (hemlock species)

Crataegus monogyna (hawthorn)

Pinus spp. (pine species)

Ulmus spp. (elm species)

Cryptomaria japonica
(Cryptomeria)

Prunus spp. (plum and cherry)

Umbellularia californica (California
bay)

Cupressus spp. (cypress species)

Pseudotsuga menziesii (Douglas
fir)

Shrubs

Adenostoma fasciculatum Baccharis pilularis (coyote brush) Erigonum spp. (buckwheat
(chamise) species)

Adenostoma sparsifolium Castanopsis chrysophylla Tamarix spp. (tamarix species)
(redshanks) (chinquapin)

Arctostaphylos spp. (manzanita
species)

Cotoneaster spp. (cotoneaster
species)

Ulex europea (gorse)

Artemisia californica (California
sagebrush)

Ground Covers

Dodonaea viscosa (hopseed bush)

Baccharis spp. (Baccharis species) ] Hedera canariensis (Algerian ivy)

Perennials
Bambusa spp. (bamboo species)

Ehrharta spp. (veldt grass)

‘ Juniperus spp. (juniper species)

Pickeringia montana (chaparral
pea)

Carduus pycnocephalus (ltalian
bull thistle)

Foeniculum vulgare (fennel)

Rosmarinus officinalis (rosemary)

Centaurea solstitialis (yellow star
thistle)

Genista monspessulana (French
broom)

Rubus spp. (blackberry species)

Cortaderia jubata (jubata grass)

Lonicera japonica (Japanese
honeysuckle)

Salvia mellifera (black sage)

Cortaderia selloana (pampas
grass)

Miscanthus spp. (grasses)

Spartium junceum (Spanish
broom)

Cytisus scoparius (Scotch broom)

Muehlenbergia spp. (deer grasses)

Vaccinium (huckleberry)

Delairea odorata (cape ivy)

Pennisetum spp. (fountain grass)
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Appendix E
Summary of Public Engagement Survey Results and
First Draft VMP Comments



2
=

//f City of
= Oakland

City of Oakland Vegetation Management Plan

March-May 2017, Community Survey Results

Total Responses: 316
Total Unique/Individual Responses: 310

Preferred Method of Contact Add to Mailing List:

/—2%

Email Yes
Phone @ No Response
Mail
H 0 hip: Percentage of respondents
ome Jwnership: from East Bay Hills:
3%
Berkeley
Own Home @® Oakland
Rent/Not Own @ Other

No Response

PAGE 1



Since living in home, changes have been noticed in:

( Accumulation of flammable
weeds, brush, trees, and other
fire fuels

Risk of fire to houses in the
community

@ No change

Since living in home, closest a fire has come it: @ On Property

Up to property line
Within 1 mile

Between 1 and 5 miles
Between 5 and 10 miles

More than 10 miles away

8% 4% 22% 16% 6% 7% 21% 16% Not Sure

No fire threat

| worry about fire:

() Sometimes
Often

@ Never

(" Constantly

PAGE 2



Goals to be included in the Vegetation Management Plan:

21%
64%
66%
70%

71%

@ Reduce fire hazard on City-owned
land and along critical access
routes with in the City's
designated Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone

Manage vegetation to reduce the
likelihood of ignitions and
extreme fire behavior, and to

enhance public and firefighter
’ safety

Implement practices to avoid or
minimize impacts to natural
resources

@ Maintain an active role in regional
efforts to reduce fire hazard in the
Oakland hills

@® Other

Preferred Vegetation Management Techniques:

80%

59%

90%

Manual

Mechanical

@ Grazing

Herbicides

. @ Other

17% 13%

PAGE 3



In your community, what reduces wildfire risk?

52%

25%

23%

20%

19%

8%

7%

7%

6%

4%

4%

3%

2%

2%

Weed reduction/limb maintenance/brush
management/dead tree removal

Defensible space around homes/in homes
(including vacant homes)

French/Scotch Broom
Removal/Eucalyptus/Monterey Pine
Removal/Thinning

Fire Patrols/Inspections/Fire Department
Training/Effective Enforcement/Improved Fire Dept
Resources/Improved response times

Public awareness/education

Roadside management & improved roadway
accessibility (including managing parked cars)

Managing firework/cigarette/open flame rules (e.g.
no burn days)

Allowing forested, shaded areas with mature trees to
thrive (where fog creates moisture)

Improve/change building
practices/maintenance/fire resistent homes

Reducing fuel loads

Development restrictions/Firesafe construction
practices

Goat grazing
Native/drought resistant Planting

More/well-placed/well maintained fire hydrants

PAGE 4



Environmental Concerns:

38%

24%

18%

13%

12%

10%

9%

7%

3%
2%

Herbicide/Pesticide Use (opposition to)

Deforestation/Clear-cutting (opposition to) &
increase fire risk as a result of

No action/another fire/loss of life/safety

Transition from non-native habitats/restoring
and protecting native habitats (flora and
fauna)/removing non-native species

Safe/Ecofriendly Fire Safe practices (e.g.
safe/organice herbicides, limited use)/Sensible

Management (cutting only what needs cutting )
Destroying/degrading ecosystem (plant and
habitat impacts)

Erosion control/mudslides

Stream or soil contamination/runoff (from
herbicides/pesticides)

Loss of carbon sequestration/air quality impacts

Climate change/global warming impacts
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Appendix F
The Weed Workers’ Handbook - A Guide to Techniques
for Removing Bay Area Invasive Plants



THE

WEED
WORKERS’
HANDBOOK

A Guide to
Techniques for
Removing Bay Area
Invasive Plants
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The Watershed Project
California Invasive Plant Council
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Pete Holloran (chapters 1-5)

Anouk Mackenzie (chapter 6 and resources)
Sharon Farrell

Doug Johnson

Editing and Proofreading
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Design and Production
Melanie Haage

Ilustrations
Ryan Jones

© 2004 by The Watershed Project and
California Invasive Plant Council

All rights reserved. First edition published May 2004.

1327 South 46th Street, Building 155
Richmond, CA 94804
www.thewatershedproject.org

(510) 231-5655

California Invasive Plant Council
1442-A Walnut Street #462
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“It’s an amazing feeling of accomplishment when I visit some of our old sites. What

had been a monoculture of an invasive species is being transformed by native

plants taking the site back over, making it look like we had never been there.”
Ken Moore, Wildlands Restoration Team, Santa Cruz
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“When environmental restoration is most successful, it also improves our hearts,
and cultivates an enduring relationship with Nature. . . . Done properly, envi-
ronmental restoration restores far more than just the land.”

Richard Nilsen, from Helping Nature Heal
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“While we bemoan the lack of funding for our restoration work, it has an unde-
niable positive side: it forces us to rely on volunteers. How many of us have made
exciting discoveries, gained insights into the world and into ourselves—learned
things we didn’t even know existed until they came into our consciousness? We
who work in the difficult environment of fragmented, highly impacted natural
systems in urban areas develop insights which may prove invaluable as the
human societal and environmental crisis deepens. The knowledge gained from
our experience may become in demand as awareness of the connection between
human welfare and the natural world increases. Such knowledge cannot be
found in our traditional repositories and disciplines. And, most surprising of all,
we discover that when we understand how the world works we come to under-
stand ourselves.”
Jake Sigg, California Native Plant Society, Yerba Buena Chapter
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elcome! The handbook you’re holding contains vital information for

restoring Bay Area wildlands. We hope it becomes a valuable tool for

guiding your efforts in protecting local natural areas from the
impacts of invasive plant species.

Most likely, you know from first-hand experience that invasive weeds are a
serious ecological problem in the Bay Area. You may have witnessed grasslands
overrun by yellow starthistle, or walked through an ivy-choked woodland. And,
like many others, you are working to do something about it.

This handbook distills the collective knowledge of Bay Area individuals and
organizations that have been involved in weed control and wildland restoration
projects for over a decade. It provides background on the strategic planning that
needs to happen before you actually remove any weeds, and offers detailed infor-
mation on specific weeds and the techniques and tools best suited to working on
them. The information in this handbook is intended to help us all conduct our
weed control efforts more effectively.

Countless Bay Area volunteers and park managers have helped us learn about
invasive plant control over the last decade. Many of them also contributed their
time and expertise to this handbook—thanks to all.

If you have comments or suggestions for future editions, please let us know
at www.cal-ipc.org.

We look forward 