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O Fish Passage/Fish Screens o Introduced Species

®  Habitat Resioration 9] Fish Management/Hatchery
O  Local Watershed Stewardship [ Environmental Education
0 Water Qualiy

Dioes the proposal address o spectited Focused Action? yes X rno

, L . . ., Santa Clara Count
What county or coumics is the project loealed in? ¥

Indicate the geographic arca of vour propesal (check only one box):

O Sacramento River Muinstem U East Side Trib:

C Sacramento Trib: . DO Suisun Marsh and Bay

O San Jeaquin River Mainsuaem D North Bay/South Bay: South San Francisco Bay
O San Joaquin Trib: i C Landscape (entire Bay-Delta watershed

0O Dela: 0 QOther:

Indicate the primary specics which the proposal addresses (check all that apply):

O San Joaguin and Easi-side Dol tributaries fall-run chincok salmon

C  Winter-run chinook salmon Spring-run chinook salmon

L Late-fall run chinook salman Fall-run chinook salmon

O Delta smelt Longfin smel g
G Splittail Steelhead trout ;‘
0O  Green sturgeon Striped bass
= Migratory birds All chinook species

0 Other. All anadromous salmomds
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Specify the ERP sirasezic objecnve and tarpel s) that the project addeesses. Include pagc
numhers from January 1999 vermon of ERP Volume | and [

Ecolepical Processes {page 43); Habirat Ecosystem (page 103-4)
Species and Specizl Groups (Page 177}; Stressors (page 419-22)
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Indicate the type of applicant (check only one bex):

O  State agency o
O  Public/Non-profit joint venture a
M  Local government/district o
O Untversity ' o

Indicate the type of project (check only one box):
0 Planning H
O Monitoring u]
O Research

Federal agency
Non-profit
Private party
Other:

implementation
Education

By signing below, the applicant declares the following:

1.} The truthfulness of all representations in their proposal;

2.) The individual signing the form is entitled to submit the application on behalf of the
applicant (if the applicant is an entity or organization); and

3.) The person submitting the application has read and understood the conflict of interest and
confidentiality discussion in the PSP (Section 2.4) and waives any and all rights to privacy
and confidentiality of the proposal ou behalf of the applicant, to the exient as provided in the

Section.

Carl W. Mosher, Director, Environmental Services Department, City of San Jose

Printed name of applicant

A

Signature of applicant

|-014332



. CITY OF SAN JOSE
PROPOSAL TO CALFED - ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROGRAM

TITLE OF PROJECT: IMPLEMENTING THE CITY OF SAN JOSE - RIPARIAN
RESTORATION ACTION PLAN
CONTACT City of San Jose Environmental Services Department

777 North First Street, Suite 450
San Jose, CA 95112
408-277-5533 408-277-3606 (Fax)

Primary Contact: Mary Tucker, Environmental Services Specialist
Mary.Tucker @ci.sj.ca.us

PARTICIPANTS AND City of San Jose — Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
COLLABORATORS Contact: Mike Flores, Senior Planner 40%-277-4576

Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Initative
Contact: Mary Ellen Dick, Chair 408-945-3070
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CITY OF SAN JOSE - IMPLEMENTING THE RIPARIAN RESTORATION

ACTION PLAN

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City of San Jose proposes to implement the City’s Riparian Restoration Action Plan {currently scheduled
for completion 12/99) by targeting and implementing three aspects of riparian develcpment and implementation:
1) A public-private partnership to focus on future development activities and their impact on riparian areas; 2)
Community-based educational and ereek restoration activities; and 3) A multi-agency stakeholder restoration
activity between the City and the members of the Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Initiative, focusing
on muiti-objective benefits and objectives, This is intended to be a two-year project with a total projected cost
of $410,000.

The City is currently in the process of developing a Riparian Restoration Action Plan (Action Plan) that will
detail rationale, standards and responsibilities for actively restoring degraded portions of the 35 streams
(approximately 136 linear miles) located within the City’s sphere of influence. This Action Plan is projected to
be completed by December of 1999. The development of the Action Plan is puided by a Riparian Restoration
Technical Advisory Committee (RRTAC) comprised of representatives of federal, state, and local agencies,
community and technical groups concerned with watersheds and riparian habitats.

The City has also received a grant from the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) to conduct a pilot
riparian restoration activity using the Riparian Restoration Action Plan as a guide for further restoration and
publi¢ involvement activities.

With the completion of these activitics (Spring 2000), the City will have:
* A listing of priority urban riparian areas in need of resioration;
= A clear Action Plan for guiding and completing the restoration activities; and
= A completed pilot restoration that will have tested the guidelines within the Action Plan and identified
areas of improvement for use in further restoration activities.

With these three elements in hand, the City will focus on implementing the Action Plan through riparian
restoration partnerships with private sector developers, community creek and stream groups, and the Santa Clara
Basin Watershed Management Initiative,

Background ‘
The streams, creeks, and rivers within the San Jose portion of the Santa Clara Basin are valuable natural

resources that support a diversity of habitats and a great variety of aguatic and terrestrial wildlife. Streams and
riparian comidors are also valuable visual/aesthetic, open space and recreational resources, and often contain the
walershed’s densest urbzn forest resources. Healthy riparian corridors are critical to the maintenance of water
quality. The beneficial effects on water quality of maintaining healthy riparian corridors are a recurring
consideration in the City of San Jose's Riparian Corridor Policy Study (RCPS).

A central element of the RCPS is the Development Guidelines chapter, which provides detailed standards and
methods for smaintaining and enhancing corridor conditions when development is proposed adjacent to it. The
Riparian Corridor Policy Study also includes a short chapter on “riparian restoration.” Thix chapter confirms the
City’s support for restoration as a concept, but most importantly identifies the need to pursue restoration
systematically through a formal plan or program — an action plan. The Citywide Action Plan will provide the
basis for deciding how and when to restore and who should be responsibie for restoring damaged corridors. In
addition, the Action Plan will provide guidance to anyone wishing to implement a restoration project.

City of San Jose — CALFELD 1999 Propasal Page 2

I —01 43314

[-014334



The associated pilot project, funded by the SWRCE, will be conducted over the winter of 1999 on a targeted
riparian habitat to test and refine the Action Plan, thus providing transferable blueprints for urban creek clean-
up, restoration and projects throughout the Santa Clara Basin and the entire San Francisco Bay area,

Geographic Area

Priority tiparian segments within the City of San Jose’s Sphere of Influence (Santa Clara County Basin) that can
be restored, enhanced or protected will be identified during the course of the development of the Action Plan
{March-December 1999) (see Project Description-Project Geographical Boundaries). Therefore, the exact
locations of the proposed restoration projects that would be funded by CALFED are nat known at this time.

Primary Biological, Ecological and Monitoring Obijectives

The completed Action Plan will include the following items related to biclogical, ecological and monitoring

objectives:

» Identification of initial conditions and opportunities and constraints for riparian resioration, including
vegetation type, reach condition, locations of future development, flood control or water resource project
locations and locations of special-status species or sensitive habitats;

* Potential components of restoration, protection or enhancement approaches to address types and levels of
degradation;

*  Strategies to address: flood control issues; soil properties, vegetative communities; ereas for riparian
corridor and terrestrial habitat recovery; associated upland habitat areas: stream channel restoration: stream
bank restoration design; in-stream habitat recovery, and land use issues;

®  Development of a monitoring protocol {o ensure appropriate installation of restoration projects and an
evaluation of the protocol through the pilot restoration project.

The City’s proposed riparian restoration projects meet two of the CALFED Bay-Pelta Program’s objectives:

Ecosystem Integrity The restoration of two or more urban riparian areas will improve
and increase aquatic and terrestrial habitats and improve
ecological functions in the Santa Clara Basin Watershed, thus
increasing the support for sustainable populations of diverse and
valuable plant and animal species.

Water Quality Riparian restoration activities will improve the water guality
within the City’s Sphere of Influence, providing direct benefits to
water quality within the Santa Clara Basin Watershed.

Project Management and Coordination

The Riparian Restoration Project will be managed by the City’s Environmental Services Department with the
support of the Planning, Building and Code Enforcernent Department. These two departments will continue ta
have the support and cooperation of the Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Iniliative, an area-wide
stakeholder process to develop a comprehensive watershed management plan.

City of San Jose — CALFED 1999 Propesal Page 3
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City of San Jose proposes to implement the City's Riparian Restoration Action Plan, which is scheduled for
completion (12/99). This project will incarporate a cailaborative approach to riparian restoration agtivities, involving three
types of partmerships, as follows: 1) A public-private parmership o focus on future development activities and their impact
on riparian areas; 2) Community-based educaticnal and stream restoration activities; and 3) A muld-agency stakeholder
festoration activity between the City and the members of the Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Initiative, focusing
on multi-objective benefits and objectives, This is intended to be a two-year project with a total cost of $410,000.

The City’s Riparian Restoration Action Plan (Actior. Plan) will provide a comprehensive policy framework for actively restoring
degraded portions of the 35 streams (136 stream miles} located within the City of San Jose. This plan, cusrently in progress, will
detineate current stream conditions, identify effective, practical restoration activities to improve riparian comridors for purposes of
waler quality and wildlife habitat enhancement, and identify specific pilot projects. The development of the Action Plan is guided
by a Riparian Restoration Technical Advisary Committee (RRTAC), comprised of representatives of federal, siate, and local
agencies, community and technical groups concemned with watersheds and riparian habitats. The Ciry has also received a grant from
the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) to canduct a pilot riparian restoration project using the Action Plan as a guide
for further restoration and public involvement acti vities.

With the completion of these activities (Spring 2000), the City wil] have;

*  Alisting of priority urban riparian areas in need * A completed pilot restoration that will have

of restoration; tested the guidelines within the Action Plan and
»  Aclear Action Plan for guiding and completing identified areas of improvement for further

the restoration activities; and restoration activities,

With these three elements in hand, the City will focus on implementation of the Action Plan through riparian restoration
partmerships with private sector developers, community stream and other environmental groups, and the Santa Clara Basin
Watersbed Management Initiative.

Background

The streams, crecks, and rivers within the San Jose portion of the Santa Clara Basin are valuable natural resources that
support a diversity of habitats and a great variety of aquatic and temestrial wildlife. The beneficial effects on water quality
of maintaining healthy riparian corridors are a recurring consideration in the City of San Jose's Riparian Corridor Policy
Study (RCPS).

A central element of the RCPS is the Development Guidelines chapter which provides detailed standards and methods for
maintaining and enhancing corridor conditions when development is propesed adjacent to it. The RCPS also inchides a
short chapter on “riparian restoration.” This chaprer confirms support of restoration as a concept but most importantly
identifies the need to pursue restoration systematically through a formal plan or program ~ the action plan. The Citywide
Action Plan will provide the basis [or deciding how and when to restore and who should be respansible for restoring
damaged cormidors. In addition, the Action Plan will provide guidance to anyone wishing to implement a restoration
project. The associated pilot project, funded by the SWRCB, will be conducted over the winter of 1999 on a targeted
riparian habitat to test and refine the Action Plan, thus providing transferable blueprints for urban creek clean-up and
restoration projects throughout the Santa Clara Basin and the entire San Francisco Bay area.

Geographic Area

Priority riparian segments within the City of San Jose's Sphere of Influence (Santa Clara County Basin) that can be
restored, enhanced or protected will be identified dunng the course of the develapment of the Action Plan (March-
December 1999). Therefore, the exact locations of the proposed restoration projects that would be funded by CALFED are
not known at this time. {Attached: Project Geographical Boundaries Map)

Task 1. Proiect Maonagement, January 2000-December 2001.

1.1. Ensure all technicat and administrative services as needed (or agreement completion: monitor, supervise and review all work
performed; and coordinate budgeting, scheduling, agreement and subcontract administration to assure that the agreement is
completed within budget, on schedule, and in accordance with approved procedures, applicable laws and regulatons,

1.2. Hire one full-time Project Manager for the project’s duration to coordinate Tasks 1-5,

1.3. Ensnre that the agreement’s requirements are met through regular communication with, and timely submittal of quarterly
reports to, the Contract Manager. Quarterly progress reports shall describe activities underiaken and accomplished by task

City af San Jose — CALFED 1999 Proposal Page 4 :
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during the quarter, milestones achieved, and any problems ercountercd in the performance of the work under this contract. The
description of actlvities and accomplishments of each task shail be in sufficient detail to provide a basis for paymem of invoices -
and shall be translated into percent of task completed for the purpose of caloulaling invoice amounts.

1.4. Secure all required permits for project work including but not limited to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 404 permit, reviews
under CEQA and NEPA, and Department of Fish and Game Streambed Alleration Agreement. Activitics will be conducted in
accordance with guidelines set forth in the RCPS and further refined in the Action Plan,

L.5. Upon completion of the project, a final project report witl be prepared and submitted in a timely manner and in accordance with
agreement Iequirernents.

Deliverables: Quarterly progress and financial reports, final report.

Task 2, Public-Private Sector Collaborative Restoration, Januarv 2000 - March 2001. The public-private sector
collaborative component will involve restoration of riparian habitat abutting or comained within a proposed development
site in the North Coyote Valley or other arca of the city where private development is likely to occur during the grant
period. 1t is intended that this project would go beyond the mininum environmental mitigation measures to perhaps create
an enhanced stream feature within a corporate/industrial campus development.

2.1 Identify a company/developer that is interested in collaborating with City staff to include a restoration cemponent as part of (heir
project, Incentives for participaton by the private sector include quality of life benefits for employees and a positive public
perception of the company by the community, who are potential emplayees and customers.

2.2, Imgprate riparian restoration and enhancement activitics as part of the company’'s campus development. Develap specific
elements of the riparian restoration plan that integrates mitigation and additional riparian restoration efforts. Restoration
activities will focus on enhancing habitat for aquatic and riparian species, especially sieethead out, Chinook salmon and
riparian bird species. Specific activities will: maintain andfor enhance riparian vegetative buffer zones, which will increase the
stream’s canopy cover, reduce in-stream temperature critical to anadromous fisheries, and provide a buffer to sediment influx;
and further contral sediment, mutrient, and toxics influx through erosion control activities, especially those utilizing soil
bicengineering or biotechnical methods (¢.g,, brush matting, fascines, brush layering) as advecated by U.S. EPA and Riley. '

2.3. Develop a specific monitoring plan to gauge effectiveness of the resteration effort.
2.4.Work with Developer/Partner to implement the preject, in conjunction with construction activities.

Deliverables: Conceptual plan, including detailed riparian restoration specifications; monitoring plan: commercial campus with
completed riparian restoration activities in excess of regulatory requirements.

Task 3. Community-Based Educational and Stream Restoration Activities, Julv 2000-December 2001, The comununity-based
component of this project will involve aclive volunteer and nonprofit groups focused on stream and riparian issues, schools, ivic
organizations, and neighbarhood groups. Activitics will address high priority areas for cleaning up riparian debris and improving
riparian habitat by eliminating invasive, non-native plant spectes from these areas and revegetating with natives. Specific sites will
be identified and priofitized in the Action Plan, ’

3.1. Hire a full-time outreach coordinator for 18 months to coordinate edncation activities and field efforts (including monitoring),
and io create linkages among varions volunteer groups, as outlined above.

3.2 Conduct outreach and identify interested community groups through the cwrent “Adopt a Creek” program, and meel with these
groups to announce focus areas and availability of work materials,

3.3 Select groups to implement projects in focus arcas. Educate groups about the Action Plan, especially the Stream Care portion
designed to inform property owners and the community about Best Management Practices for stream corridor activities,

3.4, Develop a specific menitoring program to gauge effectiveness of restoration efforts.

3.5, Oblain necessary permits and implement stream cleanup and exotic plant removal projects using labor and hand tools, primarily
with volunteers (with angmentation by paid laborers in extremely degraded areas). Hire paid labor, as needed. Revegetate
cleared areas with native plants appropriate to the habitat type of the reach.

Deliverables: Restore at Jeast 6 acres of riparian corridor Lo native species, monitoring program.

U5, Emvir | P on Ageney, Grridk Specifitng Management Measiwres for Sources of Newpoime Pallunon on Coastal Warers. January 1993, EPA-840-
Ba3-0012.< tp: www. epa goviowowN FSMMGIC hapter6/ché =4 bl >

Amn Ritew, Ressoring Sireams in Cittes; A Gide for Planners, Folicymakers, and Citizens. 1998 Washington, DC: [sland Pres
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Task 4, Muiti-agency Stakeholder Restoration, January 2000-December 2001, The multi-agency stakehaider collaboration will
partner the City of San Jose with the Sama Clara Basin Watershed Management Initiative (WMI}. Members of the WMI are -
responsible for the development of a watershed management plan that will address, among other things, flood control activities
within ihe Santa Clara Basin, and will address flood protection in some of the eastern tributaries to Coyote Creek during the grant
period.

4.1, Establish a task force to oversee the collaborative riparian restoraticn activities.
4.2, Identify specific multi-objective projects that inciude both flood contrel and habitat restoration activitics.

4.3, Integrate riparian restoration and enhancement activities. Develop specific elements of the riparian restoration plar, ideally in
excess of regulatory requirements. Restoration activitics will focus on enhancing havitat for aquatic and riparian species,
especially steelhead tront, Chinook salmon and riparian bird species. Specific activities will. maintain and/or enhance riparian
vegetative buffer zones, which will increase the stream’s canopy cover, reduce in-stream temperature critical to anadromous
fisheries, and provide a buffer to sediment influx; and further control sediment, nutrient and toxics influx through erosion
control activities, especially those utilizing soil bicengineering ar biotechnical methods {e.g., brush matting, fascines, brush
layering) as advocated by U.S. EPA and Riley,

4.4, Develop a specific monitoring plan (0 gauge effectiveness of the restoration cffort.
4.5. Obtain necessary permits and implcment the plan, in conjunction with construction activities.

Deliverables;: Conceptual plan, including detailed riparian restoration specifications, monitoring plan; flood control project with
completed riparian restoration activities in excess of regulatory requirements,

Task §. Monitoring, July 2000 — December 2001; Activities will continue beyond the grant period, provided that additional
Junding is secured. Monitoring will address several indicators, depending on specific activities at each site. Both performance
evaluation and trend assessment, as compared to pre-project baseline conditions identified in the Action Plan, will be conducted.

5.1, Measure indicators at time intervals indicated in Figure 1 and using methodology consistent with specifications delineated by

U.5. EPA. Indicaiors, by project type, include:

v Exofic Species Removal Sites: area, in acres or square feet, covered by invasive, non-native plants, especially those
delinzated as Particularly Unsuitable for Use in and Adjacent 10 Riparian Comidors in Appendix B of the RCPS.

s Revegetation Sites. measure survival rate; vegetation composition; percent canapy cover (where applicable) aver live
stream channel; species surveys (measuring # and types of species) of riparian fauna as well as anadromous fish; corridor
widih; corridor connectivity.

*  Erosion Contro! Prevention andrior Remedies. Sediment delivery ratios; sediment transport functions, substrate
compesition {downstream of project area); depositional features.

e In-siream, Adjacent to Sites, for Water Quality. Water temperature; color; dissolved oxygen; present macroinvertebrates.

Figare 1. Monitoring Schedule

Time Since Installation Inspeciion Imterval

(-2 Months 2 Weeks (4 total)

2-6 Momhs | Month (4 total)

G-18 Months 6 Months {2 1otal)

18-60 Months 1 Year (2 total — ot within this grani period)

5.2. Analyze data 1o identify needed adjustmenis (if any) to project. : .
Deliverables: Monitoring data.

Task 6. Maintenance Activities, Fall 2000 - December 2001, Incorporate adaptive management practices (e.g., supplemental
plantings), as necessary to ensure project’s long-term success.

Deliverables: Improvement of on-site restoration activities, as necessary, for the long-tcrm success of the project.

Prigritization of tasks is as follows (highest priority to jowesty: 1,2,4,5,3,6

City of San Jose - CALFED 1999 Proposal Page 6 !
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ECOLOGICAL/BIOLOGICAL BENEFITS

Ecological/Biological Objectives.

The two primary biological and ecological benefits of the implementaiion of the City’s Action Plan meet the
CALFED Bay-Delta Program’s objectives, as follows:

¢ Enhance ecosystem integrity of three or more urban riparian areas and increase ecosystem function
of these areas and the adjacent aquatic reaches, thereby increasing the support of sustainable
populations of diverse and valuable plant and animal resources, including Species of Special
Concern (Chinock salmon and steelhead trout); and

¢ Improve water quality by reducing sediment influx into the streams through treatment of active
erosion sources and through use of Best Management Practices, in accordance with the Action Plan
and the RCPS.

The population of Chinook salmon and steelhead trout in the Santa Clara Basin has dropped by at least 90%
since 1950.° The steelhead trout in this area are currentl y listed as “Threatened” under the U.S. Endangered
Species Act, and the Chinook salmon exist in even more sparse numbers. Although San Jose™s streams have
historically supported Chinock fall- and spring-run populations, this area was exclnded from the neighboring
Central Valley evolutionarily significant unit (ESU) of fall- and spring-run Chinook, which are currently under
consideration for listing as “threatened” and “endangered,” respectively, under the U.S. Endangered Species
Act. Yet Chinook have been spotted over the past five seasons, attempting to spawn in San Jose's streams.
Habitat improvements are critical to the recovery of Chinook in these streams, even if they are strays from other
impacted systems.

Primary stressors for these species are sedimentation, excess nutrient influx and warm water temperatures”.
This praject will reduce sediment delivery to streams, thereby allowing scour of currently sedimented areas and
enhancement of rearing areas. The removal of invasive non-native plant species and revegetation of these areas
with native species will further enhance the aquatic habitat for these fish. Invasive non-natives generzlly have
simple root structures that do not provide good soil stabilization as compared to native species such as willows
and alders. Good root structures, particularly at the edge of the bank, will increase soil stabilization and allow
further habitat development if the banks are undercut. Similarly, good root structures filter excess nutrients and
toxics from the system before they enter the waterways. Native species will provide food for both the fish
directly and for macroinvertebrates, another important food source for anadromous fish. Shading provided by
larger plants will cool water temperatures during low flow periods, when anadremous fish typically suffer heat
stresg and, sometimes, death if temperatures are too high.

Native riparian plant species will benefit from removal of both urban debris and invasive, non-native plant
species. Both native plantings and currently existing plants that are in danger of being crowded out by invaders
will benefit from their removal. Currently existing plants will benefit from the removal of debris from the area
that may also restrict light, water or nutrients from reaching the plant, or may provide a source of chemicals that
adversely affect the plants. Invasive non-native plants provide resource competition currently, which negatively
affects the ability of native plants to survive and compete. Without healthy native plants, native animals
dependent upon them for survival cannot exist, or exist only in low numbers. Therefore, native animal
communities will also benefit from the enhanced riparian corridor.

Water quality is of greal concern in urban areas as the millennium approaches. San Jose is no different. The
delivery of sediment through erosion sources i5 a chief source of water quality degradation through turbidity and
the simultaneous delivery of toxic materials bound to sediment particles. By addressing sediment delivery from
construction activities and other sources, and by enhancing buffering capacity, size and quality of the riparian

* California Trout, bitp://www.caltrout.ong/steelhead position. itm
? Watershed Protection and Restomtion Couneil. 1998, Protecting California ‘s Anadromens Fisheries. Califomia Resources Agency. Chapter 3.
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corridor, the overall health of the aquatic system will be improved. Wherever feasible, soil bioengineering, or

the use of plant materials, will be used to control erosion. Where it is not feasible to rely on soil bioengineering >
methods alone, biotechnical solurions, or the use of plamt materials along with more conventional “hard™

engineering solutions such as riprap, will be pursued, if appropriate. The incorporation of plant material into .

erosion contrel structures is highly beneficial because the network of roots in live material reinforces soif andfor
structures ag well as providing shade and habitat value.

The scientific hypothesis to be evaluated through this project is:

« Implementation of the Riparian Restaration Action Plan will have a beneficial effect on native riparian and
aquatic species as determined by the size and health of native riparian plant and animal communities, as
well as by the increased population of anadromous fish. The goal i regard to anadromous fish is to restore
local populations of steelhead trout and Chincok salmon to long-term viability,

This implementation praject will be self-sustaining for several reasons. First, each component will be designed
50 that after the monitoring period of five years is over, the riparian vegetation will self-replicate. Secondly,
continued application of the Actior: Plan and the earlier RCPS will provide a hospitable framework for improved
riparian health. Thirdly, the use of regenerating biotechnical erosion contral measures will provide further
riparian habirat value, and will avoid structural senescence usually associated with hard structures, Trees (e.g..
willows) planted at the stream’s edge will eventually senesce and fall into the sweam, becoming large woody
debris that will enhance pool creation through scour and provide escape cover from predation, thereby further
enhancing in-stream rearing habitat for anadromous fish. Meanwhile, such trees will self-replace from the seed
bank.

The monitoring and maintenance tasks outlined earlier will identify areas thar require follow up actions to meet
objectives (e.g.. increase revegetation survival rates through replanting). Data will be collected and analyzed to
determine project effectiveness, and remedial actions will be conducted as necessary. This assessment and
refinement will also apply, as necessary, to the process of weorking with partners from industry and other
governmental agencies. In these ways, adaptive management will be an integral part of both the process and the
project components of the City of San Jose’s Action Plan Implementation Project.

Linkages

Continued efforts at riparian restoration are strongly linked with several area projects in the San Jose and Santa
Clara Basin Area:

«  Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Initiative: To address all sources of pollution that
threaten the Bay, and to protect water quality throughout Santa Clara Basin watersheds, the
Watershed Management Initiative (WMI) was initiated in 1996 by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, the State Watér Resources Control Board and the San Francisco Bay Regional
Water Quality Contro} Board. Currently, WMI members are conducting a scientific watershed
assessment to document the basin's environmental conditions and regulatory framework. When
completed in 2000, the assessment will be the foundation for a regional watershed management

lan,

. [E;isheries and Aquatic Habitat Collaborative Effort: A complaint resolution process to address cold
water fisheries habitat impacts and issues as they relate to Santa Clara Valley Water District
(SCVWD) operations and management practices. Members of the collaborative include U.S. Fish
and Wildlife, City of San Jose, Department of Fish and Game, National Masine Fisheries Service,
SCVWD, and the Guadalupe-Coyote Resource Conservation District,

»  Guadalupe River Flood Management Coliaborative: Development of an integrated solution 1o river
management that achieves a long-term resolution of issues related to the completion of the
Guadalupe River Flood Control Project. Goals: Reduce the threat of flooding along the Guadalupe
River within the downtown areas of the City of San Jose and provide 1% flood protection, develop a
riverside park, ensure thal the environment and community interests in transpertation and
development are fully protected, and satisfy conditions of the SWRCB Certification.

City of San Jose — CALFED 1999 Proposal Page 9
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Linkage to other future Ecosystem Restoration Program Goais;

The proposed San Jose Riparian Restoration activities addresses the following CALFED-ERP strategic

objectives:
ERP Element Goal Strategic Objectives

Ecolagical Processes (page 43, Vol.1} | Rehabilitate natural processes in the e.g. Coarse S8ediment Supply: Restore
Bay-Delta Estuary and its watershed to | coarse sediment supply to sediment-
support minimal ongoing human starved rivers downstream of
intervention, natural aquatic and reservoirs.
associated terrestrial biotic Bay-Delta Aquatic Foodweb: Increase
communities, in ways that favor native | estuarine productivity

members of those communities.

Habitat Ecosystem (page103-104,
Val.1)

Halt as much as possible the
conversion of agricultural land to
urban and suburban uses in areas
adjacent to restored aquatic, riparian,
and wetland hsbitats and manage these
lands in ways that are favorable to

.| birds and other wildlife.

Increase the area of riparian and
tiverine aquatic habitat as an integral
component of restoring large expanses
of all major historical habitat types in
the Delta, Suisan Bay, Suisun Marsh,
San Francisco Bay and other areas of
the Cenimi Valley and its rivers.

Species and Species Groups (page 177,
Voi. 1)

“...support similar recovery of at-risk
native species in San Francisco Bay
and the watershed above the eswary..”

Restore late-fall-run Chinook salmon
1o central valley smeams and the Bay-
Delta Estuary.

Preserve and restore perennial
grassland habitat in conjunction with
restoration of wetland and riparian
habitats,

Reverse the decline of native resident
fishes

Stressors (page 419422, Vol. 1)

Invasive Riparian and Salt Marsh
Plants

Hait the introduction of invasive
aquatic and terrestrial plants into
Ceniral California.

Predation and Competition

Reduce the loss of juvenile
anadramous and resident fish and other
aquatic organisms from vnnatural
levels of predation in order to increase
survival and contribute ta the
restoration of imporTant species

Compatibility with other Non-Ecosystem Objectives

Restoration of targeled riparian areas within San Jose is fully compatible with the Water Quality goals and
activities established by the City of San Jose. The City's Clean Bay Strategy is a comprehensive effort to
improve the water quality within the Santa Clara Basin Watershed area.
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TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY AND TIMING
Other Alternagives

Other alternatives that were considered for submission included conducting one riparian project instead of the
targeted three-pronged approach that was selected. With the approach that was selected, it was considered that
we would be able to obtain much broader community and private sector approach. The proposed project will
also enable the City 1o test/pilot the Riparian Restoration Action Plan on & much broader scale.

Environmental Compliance Documentation

Activities that involve fill below mean high water require compliance with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.
Permits governing these activities (e.g., erosion control) are issued by the 1J.S, Army Corps of Engineers.
Tasks 2 and 4 (the public/privaic and the interagency collaborations) are lkely to require such a permit,
although the restaration activities alone are likely to be covered by the Nationwide Permit 27 “Wetland and
Riparian Restoration and Creation Activities” and would not require an individual permit.  Should other
components of the project, i.¢., construction activities for purposes other than rparian restoration, require
additional permitting under Section 404 of the Clear Water Act, the parter in the endeavor who is conducting
these activities will be responsible for obtaining all necessary approvals from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, as well as associated reviews by the Regiomal Water Quality Control Board, National Maring
Fisheries Service, U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the State Historical Preservation Office. Funding from
this award will not be utilized te obtain permits for any activities not directly considered to be tiparian
restoralion, monitoring and maintenance.

The Naticnal Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) will require an environmenta! assessment for restoration
activities. Any project that directly impacts streambeds or adjacent vegetation will be subject to obtaining a
Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California Department of Fish and Game. Tasks 2, 3 and 4 may each
require sich an agreement. In addition, any tasks that require a Streambed Alternation Agreement will also be
subject to the California Enrvironmental Quality Act provisions, Restoration activities alone would be entitled
to either a negative declaration or a categorical exemption for “maintenance of existing landscaping, native
growth,...” “._ maintenance of fish screens, fish Jadders, wildlife habitat areas, anificial wildlife waterway
devices, streamflows, springs and waterholes, and stream channels (clearing of debris) to protect fish and
wildlife resources.”™ The City’s Planning, Building and Code Enforcement and Environmental Services
Department will prepare the initial study for restoration activities requiring CEQA review. If it is determirned
by the initial study that there are significant, unmitigated environmental impacts generated by restoration
activities, then the City could develop the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). [f activities other than
restoration activities trigger the EIR, then the parmier would bear the cost of the EIR preparation and review
process.

There is no permit required for restoration activities on the local level. However, Task 2 (public/private
collaboration) would require review of the entire project as part of the Planned Development Permit Process
through the City’s Planning, Building and Code Enforcement Department.

Nature and approach to resolving other outstanding {mplementation issues

The City’s approach to problem-solving has always been one of collaboration. Within the City’s adopted Water
Policy, several of the key policy statements speaks to this issue: “The Ciry shall provide mulliple opportunities
Jor invelving and obraining input from the public in decision-making on water policies and issues. The City
shall pursue and develop water policies and activities in the San Francisco Bay with the Santa Clarg Valley
Water District, water wholesalers and retailers, wastewarer agencies, pollution prevention agencies and other
regulatory and governmental bodies.”
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MONITORING AND DATA COLLECTION METHODOLOGY

Biclogical ard Ecalogical Objectives, Primary hiclogical and ecological abjectives of this project are:

1) Increase local populations of steelbead trout and Chinook salmon by at least 15 percent over the project period, with
the long-term objective af restoring these populations to viability. Implementing sediment control measures and
enhancing the riparian zone will improve fish habitat, thereby increasing survival rates and, ultimately, populations.

2) Increase the size and health of the riparian corridor along at least 3 miles of stream within the City. Possible target
streams include Coyote Creek, Fisher Creek. and other small wibutaries to Coyote Creek. The size of the riparian
corridor is positively correlated to its buffering capacily for sediment, nutrents and urban run-cff, as well as reducing
pegative “edge effects” on flora and fauna cansed by increasing encroaching urbanization. The riparian comidor’s
health will be improved by eradicating invasive non-native species; increasing the width of the corridor by at least 10
percent; and increasing canopy cover over the live stream channel by at least 10 percent throughout the reach.  These
riparian zone activities will increase the availability and quality of cover and forage for terrestrial and in-strezm native
species. Improved cover will also reduce water temperatures, thus improving habitat for anadromous fish.

3) Improve water quality by reducing sediment, nutrient and toxics delivery to the stream through implementation of Best
Management Practices, including soil hioengineering and/or biotechnical measures, at a minimum of 3 sitzs. This will
reduce infilling of anadromous fisk rearing pools, as well as turbidity and soit loss,

This approach will test both the Action Plan's capacity for wider applicaiion throughout the City's Sphere of Influence and
its applicability to three sectors of the community. $ome monitoring and adaptive management, as needed, will be
performed daring this project period, from installation onward.

Monitoring Parameters and Data Collection Approgch

Monitoring activities will occur from project installafion through December 2001, We will identify and secure additional
funding to continuz monitoring activities for 2 total of five (5) years from project installation. For public/private
collaborations, monitoring will be conducted as part of the project compliance under CEQA by personnel hired by the
developer. For communily-based restoration endeavors and imer-agency collaborative activities, volunteer manitors will
collect data in accordance with guidelines provided by the Action Plan. Monitoring activities will be coordinated with the
FAHCE and SCB-WMI efforts. Monitoring frequency will be as follows:

Time Since installation Inspection Intervel

0-2 Months 2 Weeks (4 total)

2-6 Months 1 Month (4 total)

6-1% Momths & Months {2 total)

18-60 Months 1 Year (2 total ~ not within this grant period)

Indicators, by project type, include:

¢ Exotic Species Removal Sites: area, in acres or sguare feet, covered by invasive, non-native plants.

*  Revegewttion Sites: survival rate; vegetation composition; percent canopy cover (where applicable) over live stream channel;
species serveys (awmber and type) of riparian fauna as well as anadromous fish; comridor width; conridor connectiviry.

*  Erosion Control Prevention and/or Remedies: Sediment delivery ratos; sediment transport funciions; subsirale composition
{downstream of project area); depositiona) feabures.

¢ Instream. Adjacent to Sites: Water temperature; calor; dissolved oxygen; nitrogen; present macroinvertebrates.

Data Evaluation Approach.

Because the project sites are presently not yet identified, we are unable to determine many details of the data evaluation
process at this time. Generally speaking, we plan to collect, handle (if appropriate) and analyze data in manners that will
preserve the integrity of the data, in accordance with well-established protoccls, such as those established by U.S. EPA (see
Sample Daia Collection Sheets, attached). Data will be evaluated to compare baseline conditions with current and tacget
conditions, assess progress to dale snd determine the project’s successfulness. Use of commonly used protocols will ensure
comparability to other monitoring projects, and will keep the data analysis apen to peer review. The table format requested
for monitoring parameters and data collection will be developed and included in the detailed monitoring plan for each
project site delineated in Tasks 2, 3 and 4.
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Table 2,

Sample Data Collection Sheets

1I,]I-:lJE'MIiEMEl‘lTII\IG THE CITY OF SAN JOSE - RIPARIAN RESTORATION ACTION

HARITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET—LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (FROINT)

STREAM HAME LOCATION
STATION # FIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
LAT LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET# AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS
FORM COMPLETED BY ATE REASQIT FOR SURVEY
ME AN PN
Optimal Sdbop g Marginal Poor
Greatertlan 0% of 30 30% rix of stable 10-30% rix of stable Less than 10% stable
L Fpifaamal substrate favorable for | habitat, wellsaited Sor |} habital; habitat habitat; lack of habitat is
Subsrirate! epifammal coloization | fll calamization availah ility lass than dbwions; sabatrate
Available Cover and fish covar; mix of ertiad, adequate degirab Ja; aabatrate untetah e or Lacking.
snaxs, subme; , itat Sor rua.u terance | fmquerly dishurbed or
undercat banks, cobble  |of populations; preserce {removed.

Parameiers o he eva s ted in mug Eng reach

SCORE

oroiber stable habitat

and ai staze to allow full | e foronof mewfal], o
colorzstion oot yet prepared for
{in, Jogslsnags that are | coloxization (rmy ste at
it Bewe’ $all and not high swd of: n:m‘{
frarsienty.

af additbonal ub stte i :n

ytud, ar elay; nud may

an&f'mnsmﬂprev&lenl be d.ommani some wot
oot mabs and submerged mha.dsubngad

vegetabion pmeserd.

SCORE 20 13 18 17 l6p 15 ¥4 13 12 1)1 & & 7 4605 4 3 21 0
Mixture of sub strate Mixhoe ofsoft zand, All rmd orclay orsud | Hazd-pan clay or

battom; litle or no mot
mt; no nbmeyged
vegetaborn

bedrock;ne wot mat or
vegatation

Z Pool Substrade | malerials, with gravel
Charwtrrimmtion

vegetation common
SCORE 20 19 18 17

16015 M 13 12 11

m s 8 1 6

54 3 210

Evenmi: of lavee- Majority of pools laxge- | Shallow pools nuach Majorityof ook small-
3 Pool Vardahility {shallow, lavge- d::ﬁ‘_ deap,very fowr s more poavalent than deep | shallow or pools absant,
sraall-sHalkowr, 4 pools,
dewp poals present.
SCORE 20 1 18 17 16915 14 13 12 1 |10 &8 8 7 6}]3 4 5 2140
Littleorro m!a.rgtmam Somevewr omase in Iodarate detositionof | Heavydeposits af fine
4 Sedimert ofislands ox poin bax Famation, mosty new gavel, sand orfine | material, increased bar
Depugifion and less than 5% <2£I‘1" fiom grava],:«md or fine seduﬂe:m oz old and new [deweln e than
fer law-grad.telts'marns:l sedivna bars; 30-30% (502004 ) 5004 (B0% for low
of tha bo ttorm, affected by 530% 13-53‘/- foe low | fex hw-gndzert) oftw  Jgadient) of thebotiom
sudiment deposition. ft of thabotiom  |bhotton ffacted; chavging frequently,
aﬁéc{ud 1light sadiment deposits at pools aleost ab sent due
dspusmnnm pools, obstruc tinns, o sybstantal sadimert
constrictions, and bends; | deposition

moderate d.epunbm of
pools prevalen.

chamel sub
exposed.

strate is

=
«25% of charmel
substraie is axposed.

SCORE 2 1% 13 17 )15 W 13 12 11 J16 # & 7?7 65 4 3 210
Water reaches base of Water fills »75%of the | Watey fills 25-75%% of the } Very little water in
5. Channeld Flow  Jboth lowerb anks, and available chawmel; avadldh le chamel, and/or | chayma] and mastly

amoant of

riffle substrates ave
mostiy exposed.

pesent as standing

pw]s

20 1% 12 17

Gl 14 13 12 1
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IMPLEMENTING THE CITY QF SAN JOSE — RIPARTAN RESTORATION ACTION

FLAN.

Table 2.

Sample Data Co

llection Sheets

HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET LOW GRADIENT 3TREAMS (BACK)

10. Riparim
Vegetafive Zona
Witk (scom each
bank dparian zone)

SCORE __(LE)
SCORE __(RE)

Total Score

Width of riparianmme

218 nelers;

1218 mater; hnnan

Width of riparian 2ore §-
12 maters; luman

Hahitgt Condiflon Calegory
Parameier
Charmelization or S oma charpslizution Charmelizabisnnmuybe | Eanks shomd with
6 Channel dredging absent o mesen unnuy inareas |[extensive; spbankments |gabion of cement; over
AYeration minimal , steamwith ofbridze abutrments; or shoring structuwes %4 of the steamm reach
el pattem evidarge of past present onbothbanks,  |c jzmd and
chanmelzation, Le,, and 40 to BO% of skeam |diswpted. Instewn
dredging, (greater than [ reachchannelized and habitat greatly abered or
past 20 v maybe disrupted. removed entively,
pesed, but meent
hama{uu!m is not
priaad.
S00RE 20 19 18 17 16315 14 13 12 il |10 & & 7 &5 4 3 21 0@
'I'hebend.q inthe stream | Thebends inthe stoeam | Theberds inthe strearn | Channel straight;,
7. Ch | fles stream incraase the siream increwse the siream Jwaterway has been
Simmxity lengihB tod fimes Length 2 1o 3 thnas length2 1o 1 fimes charnelized for a ng
longerthanif twasina |longerthanifilwas ma |longer thanif itwasina |distance.
straight line. (Note - straxght line. straght Ena.
charme] braiding is
] considerd norral m
i eoastal plains and other
low -bying awas .
E puaca by b et easily
- Zated in these areas.
55-:0[{2 20 19 18 17 1|15 14 13 12 11|10 9 8 7 &5 4 3 2 1 0
,E Barks stable evidence |Moderatmly stable; Moderately unstable, 30- [ Unstable; mazgr erondad
2 Bank Skabiily of erosion or'b ank faibare inflequernt, u:mall areas of { €0% of bavik mzw:hhu areas; row” e
Geare eachhank) |absentor mivumal; litlle | exosion mostly healed areas pf grosion; fequert alnmg slmght
potantial fhr v faburs over. 5-30%ofbankin  |erosionpoiential daring | sections and bends;
pooblerns. €5% ef bank | reach has areas of floods. obwigns bank shughmg‘,
= afBetad. erosinn E0-100% ofbaxk has
'! erosiozal scars.
'é SCORE ___(LB) |LefiBank in g 8 7 3 5 4 3 2 1 1]
2 SCORE ___(RB) |RightBank 10§ 3 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 o
4 Mow than 50%; of the T90% of the 0T of e Loass than 0% ofthe
3, Vegetative strearbank puxfaces and | sheanbank sufaces stmarubhank snfaces stieanth ard; surfacey
Protection{score | immediate npananzone [covared by rative covered by vegetalien, | covered by vegetatiom;
eachbank) coversd by malive wegelation, but one class | dismption ebwous; disnaption of streambank
vagelation, mchuding of plants is notwall. paiches of baxe soil oz vegetationis veryhigh;
Hote: dewermine traes, und erstory shnibs, | epresented; dismiption | closely cropped vegetation has baen
left ar right side by ormnwuody evident but ot :.ﬂicimg vagetation conenon; less | venoved o
facing dowrstream. | maciophytes ; vegetative | full plant growth one-] tha )| 5 camtimetexs ox lags in
disruption gh poteatial to any great potaytial plant shubble avenge thibble haight,
grazivig exr vomang extent; more thc one- height remaining.
mirimal o rot evident; halfof the poteatial plant
almost all plands allowed stubble haighi
o grow naturally. rermaining .
SCORE __(LE} [LeftBark 10 & 7 [ 5 4 3 2 1
3CORE __ (RB) |RightBank 10 8 7 [ 5 q 3 2 1

‘Width of riparian zore
<5 maters: Littla oy o

activities (ie., padking achivities ave ompacted ] achvidies Tave impacted | ripazian vegetation due

Iots, madbeds claarculs, [ zons only mininalhy, zova 4 great daal o homian sctivities,

lllwm, nrcr:rps} have not

onpacted Zome,

Laft Bank 10 % g 2 ] 3 4 3 2 1 0

ERight Barlk 10 @ 8 7 ] 35 L) 3 2 1 o]
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LOCAL INVYOLVEMENT

County Notification

Letters (see attached) of notification of the City’s intent to submit a proposal to CALFED for implementing the
Riparian Restoration Action Plan have been sent to:!

= Bay Conservation and Development Commission

+ Pete McHugh, Chairperson, Santa Clara County, Office of the Board of Supervisors

« Don Weden, County of Santa Clara Planning Office

Local Groups: Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Initiative

To address all sources of pollution that threaten the Bay, and to protect water quality throughout Santa Clara
Basin watersheds, the Watershed Management Initiative (WMI) was initiated in 1996 by the U.5.
Environmental Protection Agency, the State Water Resources Contrel Board and the San Francisco Bay
Regional Water Quality Control Board. Cwrently, WMI members are conducting a scientific watershed
assessment to document the basin's environmental conditions and regulatory framework. Whern completed in
2000, the assessment will be the foundation for a regional watershed management plan.

Members of the SCB-WMI include: San Jose/Santa Clara POTW, Palo Alto POTW, Sunnyvale POTW, Santa
Clara Valley Water District, San Jose Chamber of Commerce, Santa Clara Valley Manufacturers Group, Home
Builders Association, Department of Fish and Game, League of Women Voters, Santa Clara Valley Audubon
Society, CLEAN South Bay, Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Clara County - Environmental
Resources Agency, Santa Clara County Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program, Santa Clara Cattlemen’s
Association, USDA Natural Resources Conservation District, Guadalupe-Coyote Resource Conservation
District, Santa Clara County Farm Bureau, U.S. EPA - Region 9

Public Outreach
Public Qutreach will be targeted 10 our three primary sectors:

1. Public-Private Developer Partnerships: Working with the City’s Planning Department, we will
identify a company/developer that is interested in collaborating with City staff to include a
resteration component as part of their project. Incentives for participation by the private sector
include quality of lifc bencfits for employees and a positive public perception of the company by the
community, who are potential employees and customers.

2. Community-Based Education and Stream Restoration Activities: The City has a strong working
relationship with many of the area’s Creek and Stream Restoration organizations, including the
Santa Clara Valley Water District and their streams and crecks programs. In particular, the City
has recently funded two school programs for training teachers on Watershed Activities and for
providing materials for junior high students to adopt a creek within their area. The Environmental
Services Department has an award-winning Marketing and Communications Division who will
assist us in developing effective public outreach activities to this sector.

3. Multi-Agency Stakeholder Restoration: For this activity, strong working relationships will be
enhanced through our participation and collaboration with the Santa Clara Basin Watershed
Management Initiative. We will work closely with the Initiative’s Public Outreach Subgroup to
ensure effective outreach and notification of activities.
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Quarterly Budget

April-June July-Sept.
Task: Jan-March 2000| April-June 2000 | July-Sept. 2000 | Oct-Dec 2000 | Jan-March 2001 100t 2001 Oct-Dec 2001 TOTAL
Project Management
Project Manager| $ 1,562 | § 1562 | $ 1,562 1§ 1,362 | 1,562 1,562 | § 1,562 | & 1,562 5 12,496
Overhead| 8 6250 | & 6250 [ % 6230 | & 6,250 ;1 & 6,250 6250 ' § 6250 | § 6,250
Public-Private Sector
Colleborative Restorution
Project Manager| S 5,365 | % 8031 1% 8031 |§ RO31 [ & 8,031 B $ 37489
Community Based
Educational and Stream
Restoration
Projoct Managen . 1% 2082 (% 2082 % 2,082 2082 | % 2082|585 2,082 5 12492
Qutreach Coordinator] % 12400 | & 124991 % 12,499 ' 12499 | § 12505 |8 12,459 3 75,000
Miscellunecus gasts! $ 2,000 8 3,000 2000 | 8 2,000 ] 9,000
Materialg/Service Contract 3 31,000 . s 51,000
Multi-Agency Stakeholder
Restoration
Project Manager) § 4,686 | 8 4686 |3 46861 8 4686 | 8 4,687 4,600 1 § 4,686 | § 46% B & 37,493
Miscellaneouy costyl 3 1,000
Malerials b3 50,004 50,000 5 100,000
Monitoring
Projevt Manager| 5 3,123 [ % 3,123 | 8 3,123 3,129 | % 3,123 % 3,123 5 18,744
Muintenance
Project Manager
TOTAL COSTS 3 17,863 | § 20,529 | 3 3y,233 |5 40233 (5 143,234 82212 | § 353511(§ 13,48 $ 4140 IHH)
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CALFED COST SHARING

TOTAL COSTS

CALFED |PARTNER COSTH
Jask FUNDING SHARE PARTNER/IN-KIND MATCH TOTAL COST
City of San Jose Environmental
1 |Project Management | § 62,496 $ 6,000 Services Specialist (supervision) $ . BBA496
Total: Task 1) § 63,498
|
Public-Private Sector City of San Jose Planning
2 [Restoration $ 37,489 8 6,000 Department Staff $ 43,489
$ 10,000 Developer Parlicipation 3 10,000
3 50,000| Materials Contribution $ 50,000
] Total: Task 2{ $ 103,489
Community-Based City of San Jose Environmentat
Education and Stream Services Department: Community
3 |Restoration $145496| & 8,000 Qutreach Staff Assistance $ 154,498
Community Based Stream Groups:
5 15,000 Volunteers $ 15,000
City of San Jose Planning
i $ 3,000 Depadment Staff 3 3,000
l
Total: Task 3| § 172,496
Mulli-Agency Senta Clara Basin Watershed ]
Stakeholder Management Initiative-Stakeholder
4 |Restoration $138489| % 20,000 Participation $ 158,458
City of San Jase Flanning
j{ ~ ] 5,000 Department Staff $ 5,000
#— ] 3 50,000] Materials Contribution $ 50,000
L Total: Task 4] § 213,489
""" Community Based Stream Groups:
5 |Monitoring $ 18,744 5 5,000 Voluntears 15 23,744
[ 3,000 Developer Participation $ 3,000
B "7 Total: Task 5] $ 26,744
H
...... [ . o
- Community Based Slream Groups.
6 |Maintenance 5 628! % 5,000 Volunteers 5 11,286
3 3,000 Developer Participation $ 3,000

Total: Task &

$ 14,288

599,000
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APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS

The City of San Jose — Environmental Services Department (ESD) is well known for its environmental
programs and is well qualified 1o manage and coordinate these restoration activities. The City of San Jose-ESD
is submitting this grant proposal in cooperation with the City’s Department of Planning, Building and Code
Enforcement and the Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Initative. As a local agency, and as a key
stakeholder in the Initiative, the City, along with other Initiative participants, has developed numerous
partnerships with various agencies, bysiness and environmental organizations, and has a solid reputation for
providing planning, coordination and technical assistance within the targeted watershed area.

The City of San Jose - Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement (PBCE) recommends and
implements policies that guide the physical and economic development of San Jose toward the achievement of
community goals. The Department ensures the City’s viability through enforcement of land use, construction,
health, safety and environmental repulations.

Within the Planning Department, the Planning Services Division is responsible for the City’s long range
planning activities including the San Jose 2020 General Plan, the San Jose Zoning Code, special plans and
policy studies, coordination with related outside agencies. This Division develops the policies and programs that
determine where and how the City will grow in future years and how that growth will be balanced with the
availability of infrastructure and services and with the needs and interests of the existing city. It also provides
various supportive services such as Data Management and Public Information. It moniiors development activity
and provides development and demographic information to other City Departments, public agencies and the
public.

The plans, policies and ordinances developed by Planning Services Division also provide the policy framework
for the work of the Department’s other divisions. The Plan Implernentation Division reviews and acts on
specific proposals for development to ensure consistency with the City’s land use regulations (particularty the
Zoning Ordinance) policy plans, and the General Plan. These plans and regulations also provide the overall
direction for the final stages of the City’s land use and development review activities— the permitting and the
enforcement activities of the Building and Code Enforcement Divisions.

The Riparian Corridor Policy Study, in particular, supports the activities as outlined in the City’s 1999
CALFED proposal. The Riparian Corridor Policy Study supplements the riparian (rivers, streams, creeks, etc.)
policies of the General Plan. The Study identifics all the significant riparian corridars in the City and describes
how development adjacent to these corridors should be limited or controlled to avoid environmental damage and
to begin to compenseate for past damage.

The Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Initiative uses a watershed management approach that
derives its strength through the development of partnerships. The Initiative is comprised of many diverse
interests, including but not limited to local governments, the Santa Clara Valley Water District, business and
industry, land development, environmental organizations, agriculture, and state and federal resource and
Tegulatory agencies. These diverse interests met early on in the planning process to jointly address problems
and create a plan for protection of the watershed. The Care Group has identified the following as their adopted
goals: 1) Ensure that the Watershed Management Initiative ig a broad, consensus-based process; 2) Ensure that
necessary resources are provided for the implementation of the Initiative; 3) Simplify compliance with
regulatory requirements without compromising environmental protection; 4) Balance the objectives of water
supply management, habitat protection, flood management and land use 10 protect and enhance water quality; 5)
Protect and/or restore streams, reservoirs, wetlands and the bay for the benefit of fish, wildlife and human use;
and 6) Develop an Implementable Watershed Management Plan that incorporates science and is continuously
improved.
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ATTACHMENTS

Letters of notification of the city’s intent to submit a proposal to CALFED for implemnenting the Riparian
Restoration Action Plan:

= Bay Conservation and Development Commission
+ Pete McHugh, Chairperson, Santa Clara County, Office of the Board of Supervisors
« Don Weden, County of Santa Clara Planning Office
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CITY OF SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA

ENVIARONMENTAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT
777 NOATH FIRST STAEET, SWITE 450 )
SAN JOSE, CALIFORMIA 051126311

TELEFHONE (-'IOE) 277-5533

FAX (408) 277-3506

April 15, 1999

Pete McHugh, Chairperson

Office of the Board of Supervisors
70 W Hedding St., 10" floor

San Jose, CA 95110

Dear Mr. McHugh:

We would like to notify your officc that the City of San Jose is submitting a proposal for the
CALFED Bay-Delta grant program. This notification is required as part of the CALFED proposal
process. Last month, we began work on the Riparian Restoration Action Plan (RRAP), The Action
Plan builds upon the City's Riparian Corridor Policy Study, which ¢stablishes development limits
designed to preserve and limit damage to riparian cormidors, and will serve as the policy framework
for actively restoring riparian corridors located within the City’s jurisdiction.

To =nsure that the RRAP will be a practical guide for real world restoration activity, we will be
conducting pilot projects to test and inferm the Action Plan. At present, we have obtained funding
to conduct one or two pilot Testoration projecis to implement and provide feedback on the RRAP.
Our proposal for the CAL-FED grant is to conduct twe or more additional Pilot Restoration Projects
that would further cur effort to implement and fine tune the Riparian Restoratien Action Plan.

Qur preposal deliberately does not identify the location of these proposed pilot projects. The pilot
project site selection wiil occur as a result of the RRAP process, where we will be creating a priority
list of degraded riparian areas for potential restoration.

The RRAP is intended to be a collabarative process that reflects the multi-stakeholder and mulii-
jurisdictional nature of riparian restoration activity. Various city departments, local technical
experts, and local agency representatives will be participating via a Riparian Restoration Technical
Advisory Committee (RRTAC). The RRTAC will convene monthly throughout the planning
process to assist with and guide the development of the Action Plan. In addition, several public
meelings are planned where interested patties from the community will have an opporiunity o
review draft work and provide cominients.

Included with this letier is an exccutive summary of our grant application. Please feel free to
contact Mary Tucker at (408) 277-5533 if you have any questions ar comments.

Carl W. Mosher
Director, Environmental Services Depariment
Altachment
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CITY OF SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DERPARTMENT
777 NORTH FIRST STREET, SUITE 480

SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 95112-6311
TELEPHONE {408) 277-5533

FAX (408) 277-3606

April 15, 1999

" Don Weden

County of Santa Clara Planning Office
70 W Hedding St.
San Jose, CA 95110

Dear Mr. Weden:

We would like to notify your office that the City of San Jose is submnitting a proposal for the
CALFED Bay-Delta grant program. This notification is required as part of thc CALFED proposal
process. Last month, we began work on the Ripanian Restoration Action Plan (RRAP). The Action
Plan builds upon the City’s Riparian Comridor Policy Study, which establishes development limits
designed to preserve and limit damage to fparian corridars, and will serve as the policy framework
for actively restoring riparian cormidors located within the City’s jurisdiction. ’

To ensure that the RRAP will be a practical guide for real world restoration activity, we will be
conducting pilot projects to test and inform the Action Plan. At present, we have obtained funding
to conduct one or two pilot restoration projects to implement and provide feedback on the RRAP.
Qur proposal for the CAL-FED grant is to conduct two or more additional Pilot Restoration Projects
that would further our effort 1o implement and fine tune the Riparian Restoration Action Plan.

Our proposal deliberately does not identify the location of these proposed pilot projects. The pilat
project site selection will occur as a result of the RRAP process, where we will be creating a priority
i1st of degraded ripanian areas for potential restoration.

The RRAP is intended (o be a collaborative process that reflects the multi-stakeholder and multi-
jurisdictional nature of riparizn restoration activity. Varions ¢ity departments, local technical
experts, and local agency representatives will be participating via a Riparian Restoration Technical
Advisory Committeg (RRTAC). The RRTAC will convene monthly throughout the planning
process to assist with and guide the development of the Action Plan. In addition, several public
meetings are planned where interested parties from the community will have an cpportunity to
review draft work and provide comments.

Included with this letter is an executive summary of our grant zpplication. Please feel free to
contact Mary Tucker ai (408) 277-5533 if you have any questions or comments.

cerely,

Carl W. Mosher, Director
Environmental Services Department
Attachment
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CITY OF SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA

ENVIAONMENTAL SEAVICES DEPARTMENT
777 NOATH FIRST STREET, SUITE 450

SAN JOSE, CALIFORMNIA $5112:6311
TELEPHONE (408) 277-5533

FAX (408) 277-35606

Aprl 15, 1999

Bay Conservation and Development Comimission
30 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2011
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Sir or Madam:

We would like to notify your office that the City of San Jose is submitting a proposal for the
CALFED Bay-Delta grant program. This notification is required as part of the CALFED proposal
process. Last month, we began work on the Riparian Restoration Action Plan (RRAP). The Action
Plan builds upen the City’s Riparian Corridor Policy Study, which establishes development limits
designed to preserve and limrt damage to riparian corridors, and will serve as the policy framework
for actively restoring riparian corridors located within the City’s jurisdiction.

To ensure that the RRAP will be a practical guide for real world restoration activity, we will be
conducting pilot projects 1o test and inform the Action Plan. At present, we have obtained funding
to conduct one or two pilot restoration projects o implement and provide feedback on the RRAP.
Qur proposal for the CAL-FED grant is to conduct two or more additional Pilot Restoration Projects
that would further our effort to implement and fine tune the Riparian Restoration Action Plan.

Our proposal deliberately does not identify the jocation of these proposed pilot projects. The pilot
project site selection will occur as a result of the RRAP process, where we will be creating a priority
list of degraded riparian areas for potential restoration.

The RRAP is intended to be a collaborative process that reflects the multi-stakeholder and muHti-
jurisdictional nature of riparian restoration activity. Yarious city departments, local technical
experts, and local agency representatives will be participating via a Riparian Restoration Technical
Advisory Committee (RRTAC). The RRTAC will convene menthly throughout the planning
process to assist with and guide the development of the Action Plan. In addition, several public
meetings are planned where interested partics from the community will have an opportunily to
review draft work and provide comments.

Included with this letter is an executive summary of our grant application. Please feel free 1o
contact Mary Tucker at (408) 277-5533 if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely, |

arl W, Mosher
Director, Environmental Services Department

Attachment
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