South San Francisco Bay Shoreline Study
Presentation to SFBCDC Commissioners

September 17, 2015




! Corkscraw
Smiy
.
‘t
.\
s,
\
Nt
\
‘\
Redwood City
Hetch
N {
B
X

/_/v\ S—— Hayward
g ~ )

\
09 (
a0 ® 1 &
n WV 5
)
Eden \
Landing &
Baumberg \.\ :
South
San Francisco
Bay
Bair Island
S T
Haetchy 3t :
; East
T Palo Alto
Menlo A
Park el :
Atherton : “
Palo
Alto

2 4
I 'N&

E14 H
—
ESX {
EGB ' Eoa |
E8 ;( 4

— \
El E6 |
E7 Bs _J

¢

E6C)

Union City

ESC "

i
e

A Coyote Hits of Rork
WA, QG

Fremont

7 & Newark

T
£ Koapp*

Alviso

] % (46)
“A3N )E

Z
. g
Mountain 2
View 7 2

South Bay Salt Pond

Restoration Project

Project Areas

Lands Sold to Local Government

Reference Features

Habitats

Milpitas

2 Clara WPCP

San Jose

Santa Clara




fal Flat
Tidal Marsh

idal Flat salt Pond

Deep Bay/Channel

Tidal Marstk

Salt Pond Shallow Bay, Channel

Deep Bay/Channe - B Managed Habitat

Shallow Bay/ Chanr Agriculural Land







Flood Risk and Sea Level Rise - South Bay

Economic Impact, San Francisco Bay Area
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Levee Alignments




i ne z..x\ \\l\\\\\\
©:2014:Google - ‘- . '<@1OOQI@8FU"|

A

Imagery Date: 6/9/2014 37°26'30.26" N 121°57'38.86" \,/ ele\ 4.ft  eye alt’ 9980 ft




Alternatives 2 and 3
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Reach from the Alviso Marina to the Artesian Slough




Reach from the Artesian Slough to the Coyote Bypass
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Environmental Restoration
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D Levee Outiine

Non-jurisdictional Impacts

I EcotonelHabitat Portion of Levee (1.24 ac)
Flood Control Portion of Levee (14.31 ac)

Jurisdictional Impacts

H.T. HARVEY & ASSDCIATES

Fralegical Carsaltants

RWQCB Levee Impact Analysis

USACE Shoreiine Project (2606-03)
June 2015
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Project Costs

PURPOSE

FLOOD RISK
MANAGEMENT

ECOSYSTEM RECREATION
RESTORATION

TOTAL

Federal Share

$49.3 M

$17.8 M $3.16 M $70.3 M

Non-Federal

$42.4 M

$58.2 M $3.16 M $103.8 M

$91.7 M

$76.0 M $6.32 M $174 M

Flood Risk Management

N Fed

Non-Fed

Ecosystem

Recreation




Shoreline Study Timeline

Final EIS and
Feasibility
Report

Draft EIS and A Begin
Feasibility Detailed
Report Design
A A /'\

|_ ]
2015 2016 2017 |
C|V|I

V Wo_rks V Constrt_Jct|o

Identification Review
of Board

Recommended Approval
Plan




Contacts

Caleb Conn, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
= (415) 503-6849

= caleb.b.conn@usace.army.mil

Rechelle Blank, Santa Clara Valley Water District
= (408) 630-2632

* rblank@valleywater.org

Brenda Buxton, State Coastal Conservancy
= (510) 286-0753
= bbuxton@scc.ca.gov




TABLE 1: FILL IMPACTS

(Impact numbers include all fill, in addition to fill of waters).

Feature Impact (ac.)
Alt. 3 (Locally Preferred Plan) Ecotone 96.88
Alt. 3 (Locally Preferred Plan) Levee 68

TOTAL 164.9

Alt. 2 Bench 15.35
Alt. 2 Flood Projection Levee 68
83.4

From Table 4.7-3 in FR/EIS/R




TABLE 2: JURISDICTIONAL WATERS IMPACT AREAS

Habitat Type Impact (ac.)

Freshwater marsh 1.1
Brackish marsh 0.3
Tidal salt marsh 1.7
Muted/non-tidal marsh1 10.0
TOTAL VEGETATED WETLAND 13.1

Seasonal wetland 3.7
Mudflat 0.6
TOTAL UNVEGETATED WETLAND 4.3

Ponds?
Open Water 9.4
TOTAL OPEN WATER
TOTAL JURISDICTIONAL




TABLE 2: INITIAL WETLAND RESTORATION AREAS

Habitat Type Restoration Areas by Location

Ecotone and Lowered Total
FRM Levee Levees
Freshwater marsh

Tidal brackish & salt
marsh

Muted/non-tidal marsh

TOTAL VEGETATED
WETLAND




