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September 21, 2011 Project No. 014-10022B 
 

LIMITED GEOLOGIC HAZARDS SUMMARY 
FULTON CORRIDOR SPECIFIC PLAN AREA 

FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 
 
 
 
1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
Krazan & Associates, Inc. (Krazan), has conducted this Limited Geologic Hazards Summary research 
for the referenced City of Fresno Fulton Corridor Specific Plan project subject site area (refer to Vicinity 
Map, Figure 1, and Topographic Site Map, Figure 2). Discussions regarding regional and site 
geologic/seismic conditions are presented herein, together with conclusions pertaining to potential 
geologic hazards.  Based upon the geographical size of the Fulton Corridor Specific Plan project area 
and the relative consistency of geologic characteristics of the project areas, no soil sample collection and 
laboratory analysis were conducted in conjunction with this summary research and no site-specific 
geological investigations were conducted.  
 
 
2.0 PURPOSE AND SCOPE 
 
The information presented herein is intended to be utilized as a discussion of issues related to 
Geology/Soils in support of preparation of environmental review in conjunction with the referenced 
Specific Plan Area . The scope of work included the following: 

• A site reconnaissance to observe the surface conditions at the Fulton Corridor Specific Plan 
subject site area. 

• A review of geologic and seismologic literature pertinent to the area of the site. 

• Evaluation of potential geologic hazards. 

• Preparation of a summary of conditions, conclusions and recommendations. 

 
 
3.0 SITE LOCATION 
 
The Fulton Corridor Specific Plan project subject site area is located in Fresno County within the eastern 
portion of the San Joaquin Valley in California (refer to Vicinity Map, Figure 1).   

• The Fulton Corridor area comprises approximately 400-567+/- acres encompassing 
approximately one square mile of land that focuses around the “Fulton Corridor” extending from 
Divisadero Street to the north, State Route (SR) 41 to the south, roughly M Street to the east, 
and the Union Pacific Railroad tracks or SR 99 to the west. The Fulton Corridor area is 



 Project No. 014-10022B 
 Page No. 2 

 

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
With Offices Serving the Western United States 

1410022B Fulton Cooridor - Geologic Hazards Summary_2011-8 FINAL 

surrounded by residential neighborhoods to the north, east, south and west, with areas of 
industrial and commercial development to the southeast and northwest. 

The subject site is located in the northeast portion of USGS 7.5-minute Quadrangle Fresno South, dated 
1963, photorevised 1981.  A review of the Fresno South map indicates that surface elevations over the 
area of the subject site range from approximately 280 to 295 feet above mean sea level (Figure 2). A 
major surface watercourse identified as the San Joaquin River is located approximately 5.6 miles north 
of the northernmost point of the subject site.   
 
 
4.0 GEOLOGIC SETTING 
 
4.1 General 
 
The Fulton Corridor Specific Plan subject site area is located along the east margin of the southern San 
Joaquin Valley portion of the Great Valley Geomorphic Province of California.  The San Joaquin Valley 
is bordered to the north by the Sacramento Valley portion of the Great Valley, to the east by the Sierra 
Nevada, to the west by the Coast Ranges, and to the south by the Transverse Ranges.  The San Joaquin 
sedimentary basin is separated from the Sacramento basin to the north by the buried Stockton arch and 
associated Stockton Fault.  The 450-mile long Great Valley is an asymmetric structural trough that has 
been filled with a prism of Mesozoic and Cenozoic sediments up to 5 miles thick.   
 
The Sierra Nevada, located east of the San Joaquin Valley, is gently southwesterly tilted fault block 
comprised of igneous and metamorphic rocks of pre-Tertiary age that comprise the basement beneath the  
San Joaquin Valley.  The Coast Ranges, located west of the San Joaquin Valley, are comprised of folded 
and faulted sedimentary and metasedimentary rocks of Mesozoic and Cenozoic age. 
 
The San Joaquin River and the Kings River are the principal rivers in the area.  Alluvial fans formed by 
these rivers are the predominant geomorphic features in the Fresno area.  The area of the subject site is 
characterized by low alluvial fans and plains, which constitute a belt of coalescing alluvial fans of low 
relief between the dissected uplands, adjacent to the Sierra Nevada and the valley trough.  According to 
the map entitled "Geomorphic Features of the Fresno Area, San Joaquin Valley, California" (Page and 
Leblanc, 1969), the site is located in the "Compound Alluvial Fan of Intermittent Streams North of the 
Kings River Geomorphic Area."  Recent alluvial fan deposits from streams emerging from highlands 
surrounding the Great Valley and Pleistocene non-marine sedimentary deposits (Riverbank Formation) 
composed of older alluvium and dissected fan deposits underlie the subject site area (See Regional 
Geologic Map, Figures 3 and 3.1, and Regional Geologic Cross-Section showing the San Joaquin 
Valley, Figure 4). 
 
4.2 Structure and Faults 
 
The general area of the subject site is underlain by a homoclinal series of Cenozoic deposits dipping 4 to 
6 degrees to the southwest toward the center of the San Joaquin Valley.  The contact between the 
Cenozoic and basement rocks dips nearly 8 degrees southwest, or at a slightly greater inclination than 
does the on-lapping homoclinal Cenozoic sequence. 
 
The Sierra Nevada and Coast Ranges are geologically young mountain ranges that possess active and 
potentially active fault zones.  Major active faults and fault zones occur at some distance to the east, 
west, and south of the project site (see the Regional Fault Map, Figure 5 and Fault Map Explanation, 
Figure 5.1).  Table I is a listing of significant active faults within 100 miles of the subject site. 
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Numerous active faults are present within the central Coast Ranges west of the site including the San 
Andreas Fault (located approximately 65 miles west of the subject site).  One of the nearest 
seismotectonic sources is the Great Valley Fault zone (Coast Ranges-Central Valley boundary zone), 
located approximately 40 miles west of the site.  The Great Valley Fault zone is the geomorphic 
boundary of the Coast Ranges and the Central Valley and is underlain by a 300-mile long seismically 
active fold and thrust belt that has been the source of recent earthquakes, such as the 1983 magnitude 6.5 
Coalinga and the 1985 magnitude 6.1 Kettleman Hills earthquakes.  Nearly the entire thrust system is 
concealed or "blind."  The basal detachment of this thrust system dips at a shallow angle to the west.  
East-directed thrusting over ramps in the detachment and west-directed thrusting on backthrusts are 
responsible for the uplift along the eastern range front of the Coast Ranges.  Based on earthquake focal 
mechanisms, movement on the thrust zone is generally perpendicular to the strike of the geomorphic 
boundary and trend of the San Andreas Fault system.  Shortening along the geomorphic boundary is 
driven by a component of the Pacific-North American Plate motion that is normal to the plate boundary.  
The Great Valley Fault zone is considered the dominant seismic feature with potential for affecting the 
subject site.  
 
Regional structure within the Western Sierra Nevada north of the subject site is complex and generally 
consists of blocks separated by steeply eastward-dipping, north and northwest striking reverse faults of 
the Foothills Fault System.  The Foothills Fault system is located approximately 40 miles north of the 
subject site.  Based on mapping and historical seismicity, the seismicity of the Sierra Nevada foothills 
has been generally considered low by the scientific community.  However, on August 1, 1975, a 5.7 
Richter magnitude earthquake occurred near Oroville within the northern Sierra Nevada.  Surface 
rupture along the Cleveland Hill Fault (part of the Foothills Fault System) was associated with 1975 
Oroville earthquake.  As a result of this event, numerous studies were undertaken to further evaluate the 
seismicity of the Sierra Nevada foothills.  Of particular note are the geologic and seismicity studies 
conducted by Woodward-Clyde Consultants (WCC) to evaluate the proposed Auburn Dam site.  Based 
on these studies, WCC concluded that seismic events in the Sierra Nevada foothills are associated with 
very small, geologically infrequent, incremental displacements having minor geomorphic surface 
expression. 
 
In addition, the eastern border of the southern San Joaquin Valley is cut by a series of en-eschelon 
range-front faults.  These faults are mainly northwest-trending normal faults, down dropped to the west 
and with a near vertical dip.  One of the range-front faults, the Clovis Fault, is mapped approximately 13 
miles northeast of the subject site.  These range-front faults have generally been considered inactive; 
however, a September 1973 magnitude 4.4 earthquake that occurred approximately 4.3 miles north of 
the subject site may be related to this fault system. 
 
The Sierra Nevada and Owens Valley Fault Zones bound the eastern edge of the Sierra Nevada block 
nearly 88 miles east of the site. 
 
Tensional forces resulting in normal faults are reported to be related to crustal stress relief in the 
southeast portion of the San Joaquin Valley.  Numerous relatively short, normal faults traverse this 
region.  Creep activity is the prominent mode of slip on those faults in this region that are active.  These 
movements have continued on an intermittent basis from the early Miocene to Recent time.  This 
faulting is directly related to and controls the accumulation of oil in several oil fields within the easterly 
portion of the valley.  Most authors agree that current creep movements can be ascribed to subsidence 
promoted by extensive withdrawal of petroleum, and in some cases, groundwater.  Those faults 
considered to be active in the southern valley are Kern Front and Pond Faults located at least 90 miles 
south of the subject site. 
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White Wolf Fault (responsible for a 1952 earthquake that caused extensive damage in the Bakersfield 
area) is located in the tectonically active Tehachapi Mountains at the southerly terminus of the valley, 
over 100 miles south of the subject site. 
 
 
5.0 SITE DESCRIPTION  
 
5.1 General/Surface Features 
 
Site reconnaissance was performed in July and August 2011 resulting in the following observations:   

• The Fulton Corridor subject site area was observed to be virtually entirely developed land 
consistent with the characteristics of an urban center. Single and multi-story buildings were 
spread throughout the subject site. One-, two- and three-story buildings appear to be 
concentrated in the northern and western areas of the subject site, while much taller buildings of 
four to twenty-one stories (Fresno Pacific Towers/Security Bank Building) occupied the central 
area surrounding the Fulton Mall and vicinity. Areas not developed with structures generally 
contained paved streets, sidewalks, parking lots, parks, and landscaped areas.  

No evidence of surface faulting was observed on the subject sites during our reconnaissance. The subject 
site and surrounding properties are relatively flat.  No evidence of slope failures or instabilities was 
observed on the subject property or adjoining properties. 

 
 
6.0 GEOLOGIC HAZARDS 
 
6.1 Fault Rupture Hazard Zones in California 
 
The Alquist-Priolo Geologic Hazards Zones Act went into affect in March, 1973.  Since that time, the 
act has been amended 10 times (Hart, 1994).  The purpose of the Act, as provided in DMG Special 
Publication 42 (SP 42), is to prohibit the location of most structures for human occupancy across the 
traces of active faults and to mitigate thereby the hazard of fault-rupture."  The act was renamed the 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act in 1994, and at that time, the originally designated "Special 
Studies Zones" was renamed the "Earthquake Fault Zones." 
 
As indicated by SP 42, "the State Geologist is required to delineate "earthquake fault zones" (EFZs) 
along known active faults in California.  Cities and counties affected by the zones must regulate certain 
development 'projects' within the zones.  They must withhold development permits for sites within the 
zones until geologic investigations demonstrate that the sites are not threatened by surface displacement 
from future faulting.  The State Mining and Geology Board provide additional regulations (Policies and 
Criteria) to guide the cities and counties in their implementation of the law (CCR, Title 14, Division 2)." 
 
Special Publication 42 also provides definitions of certain terms, which are important to the evaluation 
of seismic hazards.  These include the definitions for a fault and a fault trace.  They also include the 
following: 
 
Active Fault:  One which has had surface displacement within Holocene time (about the last 11,000 
years), hence constituting a potential hazard to structures that might be located across it. 
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Potentially Active Fault:  Initially, faults were defined as potentially active, and were zoned, if they 
showed evidence of surface displacement during Quaternary time (last 1.6 million years).  The term 
"recently active" was not defined, as it was considered to be covered by the term "potentially 
active."...the term "potentially active" continued to be used as a descriptive term on map explanations on 
EFZ maps until 1988. 
 
Sufficiently Active and Well-Defined:  There are so many potentially active faults in the State that it 
would be meaningless to zone all of them.  The State Geologist made a policy decision to zone only 
those potentially active faults that have a relatively high potential for ground rupture.  To facilitate this, 
the terms "sufficiently active" and "well-defined," were defined for zoning faults other than the 4 named 
in the Act.  These two terms constitute the present criteria used by the State Geologist in determining if a 
given fault should be zoned under the Alquist-Priolo Act. 
 
Sufficiently active:  A fault is deemed sufficiently active if there is evidence of Holocene surface 
displacement along one or more of its segments or branches.  Holocene surface displacement may be 
directly observable or inferred. 
 
Well-defined:  A fault is considered well-defined if its trace is clearly detectable by a trained geologist as 
a physical feature at or just below the ground surface.  The fault may be identified by direct observation 
or by indirect methods.  The critical consideration is that the fault, or some part of it, can be located in 
the field with sufficient precision and confidence to indicate that the required site-specific investigations 
would meet with some success. 
 
The Fulton Corridor Specific Plan subject site area does not lie on a Fault Rupture Hazard Zones Map, 
and accordingly, the site is not within a Fault-Rupture Hazard Zone. The nearest zoned fault is a portion 
of the Ortigalita Fault located approximately 61 miles west of the subject site. 
 
6.2 Seismic Hazard Zones in California 
 
In 1990, the California State Legislature passed the Seismic Hazard Mapping Act to protect public safety 
from the effects of strong shaking, liquefaction, landslides, or other ground failure, and other hazards 
caused by earthquakes.  The Act is codified in the Public Resources Code as Division 2, Chapter 7.8, 
Sections 2690-2699.6 and became operative on April 1, 1991.  The program and actions mandated by 
the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act closely resemble those of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Hazards Zones Act (described above in Section 7.1).  The Act requires that the State Geologist delineate 
various seismic hazards zones on Seismic Hazards Zones Maps.  Specifically, the maps identify areas 
where soil liquefaction and earthquake-induced landslides are most likely to occur.  The Act directs 
cities, counties, and state agencies to use the maps in their land use planning and permitting processes.  
A site-specific geotechnical evaluation is required prior to permitting most urban developments within 
the mapped zones.  The Act also requires sellers of real property within the zones to disclose this fact to 
potential buyers. 
 
Due to the relatively recent promulgation of the Act, a limited number of Seismic Hazard Zone Maps 
have been prepared as of this writing.  Areas covered by the preliminary maps released to date include 
portions of the immediate San Francisco Bay area and several areas in Los Angeles, Orange, and 
Ventura Counties.  The area of the subject site is not included on any of the maps released to date. 
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6.3 Historic Seismicity/Earthquake Epicenter Distribution 
The Fresno area has historically experienced a low to moderate degree of seismicity.  A listing of 
historic earthquakes with magnitudes greater than 4.0 within approximately 50 miles (80 kilometers) of 
the subject site was obtained from the comprehensive California Geological Survey computerized 
earthquake catalog for the State of California, the Townley and Allen (1939) catalog and the U.S. 
Geological Survey Earthquake Data Base System.   In addition, a listing of historic earthquakes with 
magnitudes greater than 5.0 within approximately 100 miles of the subject site was obtained.  The 
listings include the date, time, location, depth, magnitude, and intensity all recorded events within the 
search radius between 1800 and 2005.  A review of the literature for pre-1900 earthquakes (Toppozada, 
1991) does not reveal any significant recorded seismic events in the vicinity of the subject site prior to 
the period covered by the above noted listings. 
 
The historic earthquake listings are included in Appendix A.  A plot of epicenters associated with 
historic earthquakes in the region of the site with magnitudes greater than or equal to 5.0 is shown on 
Figure 6, Regional Earthquake Epicenter Map. 
 
The earthquake data indicated that 88 events with magnitudes greater than 4.0 occurred within 50 miles 
of the subject site between 1800 and 2011.  The data indicates that 134 events exceeded magnitudes 5.0 
within 100 miles of the subject site.  The nearest listed event occurred approximately 2.4 miles north of 
the site in 1864 with a magnitude of 4.3.  The 1864 event may have occurred on a system of range-front 
faults which trend along the easterly margin of the San Joaquin Valley (described in Section 5.3 of this 
report).  None of the listed earthquakes with magnitudes greater than 4.6 occurred within 24 miles of the 
site.  Numerous earthquakes are listed with magnitudes between 5.0 and 6.0 beyond about 40 miles of 
the site.  No events were recorded with magnitudes greater than 6.0 within 45 miles of the site.   
 
The geologic literature indicates that groundshaking of VII intensity (Modified Mercalli Scale) was felt 
in Fresno from the 1872 Owens Valley Earthquake.  This is the largest known earthquake event to have 
affected the Fresno area.  The most recent earthquake significant to the Fresno area was the Coalinga 
seismic event which occurred on May 2, 1983 within the Coast Ranges-Sierran Block Boundary 
Seismotectonic structure.  The Coalinga seismic event had a magnitude of Mw 6.5.  The initial shock had 
a Modified Mercalli Intensity of V in the Fresno area.  This earthquake and aftershocks had a substantial 
affect on Coalinga area but no damage, either architectural or structural, was reported in the area of the 
subject site.     
 
6.4 Geologic Subgrade 
 
Information obtained from the geologic literature indicates the general soil profile at the site consists 
predominately of silty sands, sandy silts and clayey sands.  With the exception of a limited occurrence of 
near-surface loose soils, penetration resistance and laboratory testing indicate that these materials are at 
least medium dense.  The Site Class per Table 1613.5.2 of the 2010 California Building Code is based 
upon the site soil conditions.  It is our opinion that Site Class D is most consistent with the subject site 
soil conditions. 
 
6.5 Soil Liquefaction 
 
Soil liquefaction is a state of soil particles suspension caused by a complete loss of strength when the 
effective stress drops to zero.  Liquefaction normally occurs in soils such as sand in which the strength is 
purely friction.  However, liquefaction has occurred in soils other than clean sand.  Liquefaction usually 
occurs under vibratory conditions such as those induced by seismic event. 
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To evaluate the liquefaction potential of a site, the following items are evaluated: 1) Groundwater depth; 
2) Soil type; 3) Relative density; 4) Initial confining pressure; 5) Intensity and duration of 
groundshaking. 
 
The soils anticipated to be encountered within a depth of approximately 50 feet on the subject site 
predominately consist of loose to very dense sandy silts, silty sands, sands, and sandy clayey silts.  
Moderate cohesion strength is associated with the clayey soils.  Available groundwater depth mapping, 
as well as Krazan’s experience in the area, indicates that historically groundwater has been located at 
depths on the order of 73 to 121 feet below site grade.  Based on these findings, it appears that the 
potential for soil liquefaction within the project site is very low due to the type of soils anticipated to be 
within the upper layer, the relatively low levels of expected groundshaking at the site, and the lack of 
groundwater.  Therefore, mitigation measures to mitigate seismic-induce liquefaction do not appear to be 
warranted. 
 
6.6 Seismic Settlement and Lateral Spread 
 
One of the most common phenomena during seismic shaking accompanying any earthquake is the 
induced settlement of loose unconsolidated soils.  Based on the nature of the subsurface materials, the 
relatively level site conditions, and the relatively low to moderate seismicity of the region, it is not 
anticipated that seismic settlement or lateral spread would represent a significant geologic hazard to the 
site. 
 
6.7 Subsidence Due to Fluid Withdrawal 
 
Portions of the San Joaquin Valley have been subject to land subsidence due to fluid withdrawal 
(groundwater and petroleum).  However, the area of the subject site is not known to be subject to such 
subsidence hazards. 
 
6.8 Expansive Soils 
 
The surface and near-surface soils observed on the site surface consist of sandy silts, silty sands, sandy 
silt or silty sand with trace clay, and sands.  These materials are considered to have a very low to 
moderate expansion potential. 
 
6.9 Tsunamis and Seiches 
 
A tsunami is a series of ocean waves generated by an impulsive disturbance.  Due to the inland location 
of the subject site, tsunamis are not considered a threat to the site.  Seiches are standing waves in a body 
of water such as a lake or reservoir.  Because such a body of water is not located near the site, seiches 
are not anticipated to affect the subject site. 
 
6.10 Slope Stability and Potential for Slope Failure 
 
Due to the generally flat-lying nature of the site and surrounding areas, problems from landslides are not 
anticipated to affect this site. 
 
6.11 Volcanic Hazards 
 
The subject site is not within an area known to be affected by volcanic hazards (Miller, 1989, USGS 
Bulletin, 1847). 
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6.12 County Seismic Safety Element 
 
Documentation and mapping included in the Seismic Safety Element of the Fresno County General Plan, 
dated 2000 and Draft 2025 Fresno General Plan dated 2002 were reviewed.  In addition, we reviewed the 
seismic safety supplement to the safety element (dated 1974) and the Draft Safety Element dated 2002.  
The seismic information contained within the Seismic Safety Element is somewhat dated and/or 
generalized and is superseded by more recent information and analyses described herein. The referenced 
documents generally indicate that the site area is subject to relatively low to moderate seismicity and 
related hazards. 
 
 
7.0 CONCLUSIONS 
 
Based upon our vicinity project history and review of available data, no evidence has been found that 
would indicate that a fault or other geologic hazard exists on the Fulton Corridor Specific Plan project 
subject site, which would represent the potential for a significant impact.  Since the subject site area is 
underlain by deep alluvial basin, the area may be affected by strong seismic ground shaking; however, 
the seismicity of the region is considered relatively low to moderate. According to the 2025 Fresno 
General Plan Draft EIR, construction activities will require excavation and compaction of soils under the 
direction of a registered civil engineer or registered geologist. The Fresno metropolitan area is not prone 
to earthquakes or other geological hazards.  
 
The City requires, as a standard building practice, the submittal of geotechnical reports. The design and 
construction of projects are required to comply with the recommendations of said reports. Therefore, it is 
recommended that a geotechnical investigation be conducted by the developer of any project within the 
Specific Plan subject site areas and submitted to the City for review and approval prior to issuance of 
site-specific building and grading permits. Conformance with the City’s standard practice and 
procedures and the objectives and policies in the 2025 Fresno General Plan are mitigation measures 
which will reduce effects related to geology and geologic hazards to a level of less-than-significant. 
Provided that the proposed future developments conform to current design criteria and the 
recommendations of current and future Geotechnical Engineering Investigation(s), there appears to be no 
geologic reason to discourage the development and redevelopment of the subject site Specific Plan areas. 
 
A list of references cited is provided in Appendix B. 
 
 
8.0 LIMITATIONS 
 
The above conclusions are based on conditions observed and geologic information available as of the 
date of this report.  If future seismic occurrences show nearby fault activity other than that described 
above, if future events show geologic conditions differing from those indicated above, or if present state-
of-the-art geologic information should change materially, then the conclusions of this report should be 
reviewed by a Certified Engineering Geologist, and the conclusions modified or approved in writing.   
 
This report is applicable only to the subject site property as described herein, and should not be utilized 
for any other site. 
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If there are any questions or if we can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact our office 
at (559) 348-2200. 

 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
 
 
  
 Michael H. Bowery 
 Professional Geologist 
 PG No. 5027 
 
 
  
 Arthur C. Farkas 
 Registered Environmental Assessor 
 No. 07818 
 
  
MHB/ACF/apl 
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FRESNO, CALIFORNIA

ABBREVIATED FAULT NAMES*

CLOSEST DISTANCE TO PROJECTION OF 

RUPTURE AREA ALONG FAULT (MILES)

MAXIMUM 

EARTHQUAKE 

MAG. (Mw)

EST. SITE 

INTENSITY MOD. 

MERC.

FOOTHILLS FAULT SYSTEM 1 40.0 6.5 VII

GREAT VALLEY 11 40.1 6.4 VII

GREAT VALLEY 12 40.1 6.3 VII

GREAT VALLEY 13 41.9 6.5 VII

FOOTHILLS FAULT SYSTEM 2 42.6 6.5 VII

GREAT VALLEY 14 46.2 6.4 VI

FOOTHILLS FAULT SYSTEM 3 46.6 6.5 VII

GREAT VALLEY 10 48.0 6.4 VII

GREAT VALLEY 9 53.4 6.6 VII

ORTIGALITA 61.3 7.1 VI

SAN ANDREAS (Creeping) 65.4 6.2 V

SAN ANDREAS - Parkfield 66.3 6.5 VI

GREAT VALLEY 8 70.8 6.6 VI

SAN ANDREAS - 1857 Rupture M-2a 73.6 7.8 VII

SAN ANDREAS - Cholame M-1c-1 73.6 7.3 VI

SAN ANDREAS - Cho-Moj M-1b-1 73.6 7.8 VII

SAN ANDREAS - Whole M-1a 73.6 8.0 VII

ROUND VALLEY 73.8 7.0 VI

HARTLEY SPRINGS 76.3 6.6 VI

HILTON CREEK 77.2 6.7 VI

SAN JUAN 78.2 7.1 VI

QUIEN SABE 78.9 6.4 V

BIRCH CREEK 80.2 6.4 VI

INDEPENDENCE 81.6 7.1 VI

FISH SLOUGH 84.6 6.6 VI

RINCONADA 86.6 7.5 V

OWENS VALLEY 87.7 7.6 VI

CALAVERAS (CS+CC) 89.2 6.4 V

CALAVERAS (CS+CC FLOATING) 89.2 6.2 V

CALAVERAS (FLOATING) 89.2 6.2 V

CALAVERAS (CS) 89.2 5.8 VI

CALAVERAS (CS+CC+CN) 89.2 6.9 VI

GREAT VALLEY 7 90.8 6.7 VI

MONO LAKE 91.1 6.6 VI

WHITE MOUNTAINS 91.6 7.4 VI

ZAYANTE-VERGELES 92.8 7.0 VI

SAN ANDREAS (SAS) 93.8 7.0 VI

SAN ANDREAS (SAS+SAP+SAN+SAO) 93.8 7.9 VII

SAN ANDREAS (SAS+SAP+SAN) 93.8 7.8 VII

SAN ANDREAS (SAS+SAP) 93.8 7.4 VI

SAN ANDREAS (FLOATING) 93.8 6.9 VI

WESTERN NEVADA ZONE 1 94.3 7.3 VI

CALAVERAS (CC) 94.6 6.2 V

CALAVERAS (CC+CN) 94.6 6.2 V

SAN ANDREAS - Carrizo M-1c-2 98.3 7.4 VI

MONTEREY BAY-TULARECITOS 99.4 7.3 VI

DEEP SPRINGS 99.5 6.6 VI

WESTERN NEVADA ZONE 2 99.9 7.3 VI

Table I

SEISMIC SOURCES

FULTON CORRIDOR SPECIFIC PLAN AREA

*These faults are used in seismic hazard analysis in accordance with the California Geological Survey.
Table 1 - 01410022B Fault Info
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