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Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
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(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.

SCH #: 2015022008

Project Title: Fish and Aquatic Habitat Collaborative Effort (FAHCE)

Lead Agency: Santa Clara Valley Water District

Contact Name: RYan Heacock

RHeacock@valleywater.org (408) 630-3202

Email: Phone Number:

San Jose, Mountain View, Sunnyvale, Palo Alto Santa Clara
City County

Project Location:

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

The project area includes portions of the Stevens Creek and Guadalupe River watersheds, including mainstream
tributaries and Santa Clara Valley Water District (Valley Water) water supply facilities where Valley Water holds
corresponding water rights licenses. The Stevens Creek and Guadalupe River watersheds are located in Santa Clara
County and ultimately drain to the southern end of the San Francisco Bay. The Proposed Project implements a Fish
Habitat Restoration Plan (FHRP), and includes habitat restoration measures specified in a 2003 FAHCE Settlement
Agreement intended to resolve a water rights complaint filed with the State Water Resources Control Board. It includes
both flow measures (reservoir re-operations rule curves) and non-flow measures such as fish barrier remediation, and
measures to increase spawning and rearing habitat.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

Potentially significant impacts on special-status species would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with the
implementation of MMs TERR-1a through TERR-1e. Potentially significant impacts on riparian and other sensitive natural
communities would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with the implementation of MMs TERR-1a, TERR-1b,
TERR-1d, and TERR-1e. Valley Water will implement MM TERR-1d and MM TERR-2 to reduce impacts to wetlands and
other waters of the U.S. to a less-than-significant level. To reduce impacts to ordinance protected trees to a
less-than-significant level, Valley Water will implement MM TERR-3. With the implementation of MMs CUL-1a and
CUL-1b, impacts on historical resources would be reduced to less-than-significant levels. However, where MM CUL-1c
must be implemented, impacts on historical resources would remain significant and unavoidable. Potentially significant
impacts on archaeological resources would remain significant and unavoidable with implementation of MMs CUL-2a and
CUL-2b. Potentially significant impacts on tribal cultural resources would remain significant and unavoidable with
implementation of MMs TRI-1a and TRI-1b. To reduce potentially significant impacts on paleontological resources to
less-than-significant levels, Valley Water will implement MM GEO-1. With the implementation of MM NOISE-1, potentially
significant impacts related to noise would remain significant and unavoidable.
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continued

If applicable, describe any of the project's areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Areas of communicated controversy related to the Proposed Project or EIR identified in the EIR scoping process include,
but are not limited to, the following:

- effects of the Proposed Project or Project alternatives on Valley Water’s water supply reliability

« schedule for implementing Proposed Project measures, including seismic retrofit project timings

« degree to which the Proposed Project or Project alternatives would achieve the habitat conditions necessary to restore
and maintain anadromous salmonid fisheries

* content of the monitoring program and AMP
« relationship of Proposed Project to Alamitos Drop structure impacts
« range of alternatives to be evaluated in the EIR

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

Responsible agencies for the Proposed Project include:

* Santa Clara County

» Bay Area Air Quality Management District

« State Water Resources Control Board

« California Department of Fish and Wildlife

« San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
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