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December 24, 2012
One day after a 15-year creek flow caused flooding

JADE HERNANDEZ

IN EAST PALO ALTO




December 2012 East Palo Alto
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ydwaters that flow through East Palo Alto

ﬁ-arages are pumped back into the créek







S.F. Bay-Highway 101
A project in the public eye

41 Congress authorizes Corps of Engineers
idies

03-97: Broad stakeholder group drafts
anagement plan, including SF Bay—Hwy. 101

98: an estimated 45-year flow caused the
od of record, damaging about 1,700 properties



-year event in 1998




/ear event in 1998
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S.F. Bay-Highway 101
A project in the public eye

9: SFCJPA formed by three cities and two countywide
ncies to fund, plan and implement work across boundaries.

0-08:
> alternatives evaluated against 14 criteria

9: SFCJPA consultant recommends alternative that:

dens channel into golf course, converting >7 acres into marsh
ses levees, and builds new floodwalls in constrained areas
-establishes connection between creek and tidal marsh



>.F. Bay-Highway 101: a project in the public eye

). SFCJPA consultants begin design and EIR. Protection goal is
year creek flow during extreme tide with Sea Level Rise.

.
-CJPA gets $8 million grant from State Dept. of Water Resources
-CJPA certifies EIR

\nta Clara Valley Water District ballot measure approved

3:
-CJPA submits permit application (March)
2gional Water Board deems application complete (Sept.)



1al SFCJIPA Proposed Project Improve water quality by keeping high flows
1 12 2013) to the Bay within a new marsh channel rather

than over streets and through homes
t people and property along San

squito Creek from SF Bay to Hwy. 101
t a 100-year creek flow during a
r tide with 26” of Sea Level Rise

 about 14 acres of new marsh habitat &= R
nect creek to adjacent marsh
Imodate new eco-friendly golf course

2 flood protection work upstream

New levee
set back into
golf course
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>.F. Bay-Highway 101: a project in the public eye

| 4.
FCJPA refines design in response to resource agencies (Jan)
egional Water Board denies application without prejudice (Feb)

FCJPA, its consultants and partners conduct additional analysis on
roject alternatives requested by Regional Water Board (March-June)

FCJPA presents analysis at multiple meetings and further refines
esign to accommodate resource agencies. (Mar-June)

FCJPA and five agencies approve shared funding agreement (June)

1dependent consultant chosen by Regional Water Board analyzes
nd corroborates SFCJPA hydraulic results (July 10)

egional Water Board Executive Officer accepts SFCJPA's LEDPA
nalysis and requests new application (July 11)
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1al SFCJPA Proposed Project

1 12, 2013)

t people and property along San

squito Creek from SF Bay to Hwy. 101

t a 100-year creek flow during a

r tide with 26” of Sea Level Rise

set back into

golf course

:

| Floodwalls




nd SFCJPA application
31, 2014)

t people and property along San

squito Creek from SF Bay to Hwy. 101
t a 100-year creek flow during a
r tide with 26” of Sea Level Rise

Fill low area of Faber levee to
protect endangered species
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onstraints to overcome to meet the project objective
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The “P” in LEDPA stands for “Practicable”






The “Least Environmentally Damaging
Practicable Alternative”

SFCJPA project is the LEDPA because it:

ets objective for flood protection: no creek water entering
ighborhoods during highest flow possible with extreme tide

oids long-term impacts and minimizes construction-related
pacts to endangered species and waters of the State

lizes land that is being made available to the project

presents a reasonable cost to local and State taxpayers,; shared
1ding secured by multiple local agencies

project is not just the LEDPA, it creates additional and
er-quality wetlands, and improves water quality.



The SFCJPA project and S.F. Bay Basin Plan

asin Plan for San Francisquito Creek lists 7 beneficial uses, which will
' negatively impacted by the project. The project will:

upstream steelhead migration during winter flows suitable for migration
e no impact on spawning
adversely impact cold water or warm water beneficial uses.

and tidal marsh habitat for the salt marsh harvest mouse, clapper rall
other wildlife, and will mitigate temporary construction impacts.

Impact human contact uses like fishing or swimming (Rec 1)

htly improve non-contact uses such as hiking and sightseeing through
lilt trails and new interpretive sighage (Rec 2)



The SFCJPA project complies with other
Regional Water Board policies and interests

project:

dheres to the State’s policy of no net loss of wetlands, and in fact
ovides a net gain of wetlands

omplies with the State’s Anti-Degradation Policy because it improves
Irface water quality and will not impact ground water quality

esign efficiently conveys fluvial sediments through a stable low-flow
1annel flanked by marsh terraces

oes not result in other environmental harms
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Responsibility and Accountability

JPA proposed project meets the region’s goals for flood
ction and environmental enhancement.

communities ask the Regional Water Board to approve the
r Quality Certification for this project immediately following the
usion of the public comment period on August 22.

n is needed now to ensure funding is not jeopardized and work is
leted before the 2016-17 rainy season.

ying permit approval prolongs the known risk to life and
erty faced by the underserved community of East Palo Alto.

ying approval also means that polluted water can continue to
Into the Bay and Faber Tract marsh, and it means less wetland
at for endangered species.
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1anges to the levee separating the creek from the
Faber Tract marsh and from the Bay

Fill low area of Faber levee to
protect endangered species

Degrade
Bay levee




San Francisquito Creek
Existing versus Proposed Project
7400 cfs at 7.1' Tidal Event (MHHW)

Flows into Faber Tract
Existing Conditions = 155 cfs

FT Levee Raise Optimized + Bay Levee Degraded = 85 cfs
Flows into Neighborhoods

Existing Conditions = 2205 cfs
FT Levee Raise Optimized + Bay Levee Degraded = 0 cfs
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San Francisquito Creek
Existing versus Proposed Project Alternatives
7400 cfs at 7.1' Tidal Event (MHHW)

Flows into Faber Tract

Existing Conditions = 155 cfs
FT Levee Raise Optimized + Bay Levee Degraded = 85 cfs
FT Levee Raise Optimized + Bay Levee Degraded + Larger Setback = 105 cfs

Flows into Neighborhoods
Existing Conditions = 2205 cfs

FT Levee Raise Optimized + Bay Levee Degraded = 0 cfs

FT Levee Raise Optimized + Bay Levee Degraded + Larger Setback = 0 cfs
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