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SCH # 2013082052

Project Title: Anderson Dam Seismic Retrofit Project

Santa Clara Valley Water District (Valley Water)

Lead Agency:

Contact Name: Tiffany Chao

Email: {chao@valleywater.org Phone Number: (408) 630-3107
Project Location: Morgan Hill Santa Clara County

City County

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

The Project involves retrofitting and upgrading Anderson Dam and its associated facilities to meet public safety
requirements by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) and California Department of Water Resources
Division of Safety of Dams (DSOD). Specifically, the Project will correct dam safety deficiencies that were identified
between 2008 and 2016. The Project would allow Valley Water to maximize water supply and related benefits, while
avoiding and minimizing environmental impacts. The Project also includes decommissioning the hydroelectric facility at
the dam, implementing Conservation Measures along Coyote Creek to avoid and minimize adverse impacts, and
conducting habitat and species monitoring during construction. Upon completion of the Project, Anderson Reservoir will
return to its original storage capacity.

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

[The Draft EIR identified significant environmental impacts for the following resource topics: aesthetics, air quality,
biological resources (wildlife and terrestrial resources), cultural resources, hydrology, geology and soils, groundwater,
water supply, water quality, greenhouse gases, hazards and hazardous materials, noise and vibration, public services,
recreation, transportation, tribal cultural resources, and wildfire. Many of these impacts were determined to be less than
significant after implementing proposed mitigation measures. However, significant impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable for the following resource topics: aesthetics, air quality, biological resources (wildlife), hydrology, water
quality, and noise. Mitigation would include visual barriers, construction lighting, criteria air pollutants reduction
measures, BAAQMD construction BMPs, invasive plant management, avoiding spread of Phytophthora, plant surveys,
creating a new plant population, avoiding and minimizing impacts to special-status species, cultural resource awareness
trainings, data recovery and treatment plan for historical resources that cannot be avoided, a monitoring and
unanticipated discoveries plan, repairing landslides caused by construction activities, paleontological survey and
monitoring, and paleontological discoveries treatment plan, utilizing electrification and renewable fuels, carbon offsets,
emissions reduction measures, hazards and hazardous materials control measures, traffic management plan, reduce
emergency response and evacuation interference during construction, emergency action plan, providing alternative
water supplies, perchlorate best management practices, construction noise and vibration reduction measures, and
maintenance reimbursement for park facility closures during high flow events.
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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 EIR identified in the EIR scoping process include, but are not limited
to, the following:

- Project Duration: Many public commenters over the years have expressed concerns about length of the project and
length of the impacts associated with construction.

- Coordination with the Fish and Aquatic Habitat Collaborative Effort (FAHCE): The FAHCE program covers aspects of
adaptive management for Coyote Creek. While the FAHCE Final Program EIR was recently adopted by Valley Water's
Board of Directors on August 8, 2023, comments were made by stakeholders regarding the adequacy of the program.

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

California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams (DSOD)
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 2

California Department of Transportation, District 4

State Office of Historic Preservation

State Water Quality Control Board

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board

Santa Clara Valley Habitat Agency

City of Morgan Hill

City of San Jose

County of Santa Clara
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