Foster City
San Mateo
Fremont
Redwood City
Newark
Menlo Park
East Palo //\\ /f" 777777777777777777 e e ——
LN N s W — .
p Ef:e\‘ < \\_\
¢ e %, *‘ [ ] {
P e, 3‘ Ly . 4
é Palo Alto ver W EEEm 5 r
E "y q
Cherfy Flat © By
\‘ Mountain View é R“Sﬁ" ‘% A \\
3’ Rt Sunnyvaleg Upper Penitencia Creek ‘ 2% \\LW,‘A\
§,/L01Laké:us g | - ‘}
gf Hills 1 os @Los Altos s s l' J/
%“\ Hills @] @ ‘. ¢
”g\\ €3l santa Clara‘ g ‘lowersy, t 9
%% 3 ) X L
\ £ Tl . % & E N
2 ¢ 3
| ", c Cupertino - ?‘ - 2 ”. L
b”\r et croak t - San Jose ”%o PLd ‘ (‘ o
Z Stevens J Y - . g - ﬁ‘ /7
Creex  Wmm Campbell Y kS 3 e .~
) Resevoit oo, ' . 5
% !
5\ B i P o %
\ Saratoga ¢ S PLILY ‘-.@A . X
- o 3 3
N a saraoe™ f? Monte ) @ Q(!{ fﬁa
\J & sereno' P Canoas 3 ’@o 3
= f& Jasona f ¥ 4, S Creek F %, Y
- i, T %
Na Los Gatos Voo, I :(% et ek JHenry W. Coe State Parkl
Jj > & a
-~ 2 Litge
\ﬁ Reseonr %, o % Resenalr S‘%,no
o~ ’ o
LL t calero et o%‘y r
N ﬁ *h'. Reservoir "’/nmc
2
\\ (OJG Almaden : on
s Reservoir .
\\g/o_,o . y 4 N MorgantHill Q
% Elsman & g Chesbro Reservoir 3
. ) E 5 oy, .%
S Y, RS % o,
/\“'L [ 4 c "o%
-~ 210
Legend L. e .
N Q
»==m=j Habitat Plan Study Area |:| Incorporated Areas Resemvale .
= ==a and Permit Area s ecsavelr _ R
Reservoirs
State Park In Study Area but 5, &
i i K nada de los 05°%
Excluded from Permit Area " \_~ Major Streams %, Canadae s
——] & ity
|1 Santa Clara County Major Roads o«
5 25 0 5 10 a §
Miles \_
-
Prepared by:
Data Sources:
ICF International (2007), SCVWD (2005),
City of San Jose (2006), N
INTERNATIONAL City of Morgan Hill (2006), City of Gilroy (2006)

IPacheco State Parkr

Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan Study Area and Permit Area

Figure 1




~—v N " Calaveras [
PR ) Reservoir N
J“’ v L\
f"/ ‘)\
{ ;
\’c’ Cherry Flat (‘\ﬁ
| Reservoir
3
§ Felt
H Lake <
r( /
\ 6 a
\\ San Jose
\ \
p
<A ‘»
\2 Stevens, )
~ Creek
\ Reservoir
N
\\
\ @
Legend Reservoir
Rural Parks and Planning Limit of Y Guadalupe Anderson
Open Space Urban Growth SLexington Reservir Reservolr
Reservoir
]
I Urban Parks and - North Coyote Campus| - g Reservol?
Open Space Industrial Area N Alndig
~ eservolr
. N Lake
Agrlculture COyOte Va”ey ) Elsman Chesbrg Reservoir
N Urban Reserve N Morgan Hill
Ranchland/Woodland N

(1 Dwelling Unit/
20.1-160 acres)

Rural Residential

(1 Dwelling Unit/ Habitat Plan
2.6-20 acres) Study Area
Urban Development [’] County Boundary
(1 Dwelling Unit/ é ReSErvoirs

2.5 or fewer acres)

B water

— Major Roads

4 2 0 4 8
Miles
Prepared
by:

Data Sources:
County of Santa Clara (2001), City of Gilroy (2002, 2005),
City of Morgan Hill (2006), and City of San Jose (2005, 2006)

Coyote Greenbelt
South Almaden Valley

Urban Reserve

“~~_ Major Streams

A

N

Coyote

Reservoir

Pacheco
Reservoir

Uvas
Reservoir

Figure 2
Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan Study Area Land Use Categories



Table 2. Total Projected Permanent Impacts on Riparian, Wetlands, and Other Waters over the 5-Year RGP Permit Term (acres)

Estimated Permanent Impacts

In-Stream Conservation Total
Total in Urban Capital Rural Capital Rural Strategy ~ Allowable % of Total in
Land Cover Type Study Area] Development Projects Project Development Implementation Impact  Study Area
Riparian Forest and Scrub
Willow riparian forest and scrub 2,544 5.3 21.7 2.7 0.2 0.3 30.2 1.2%
Central California sycamore alluvial woodland 373 0.0 0.3 0.7 0.2 0.2 1.3 0.4%
Mixed riparian forest and woodland 3,766 0.8 10.3 5.2 1.0 0.8 18.2 0.5%
Subtotal Riparian Forest and Scrub 6,682 6.2 32.3 8.5 1.3 1.3 49.7 0.7%
Wetland
Coastal and valley freshwater marsh 381 3.0 1.3 0.8 0.5 0.0 2.5! 0.7%
Seasonal wetland 201 2.7 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 1.5 0.7%
Subtotal Wetland 583 5.7 1.3 0.8 1.2 0.0 6.7 1.1%
Aquatic
Pond 1,110 6.7 0.8 0.0 1.0 0.2 8.7 0.8%
Riverine (miles) 2,391.5 0.0? 1.2 0.3 0.1 0.0 1.6 0.1%
Subtotal Aquatic 1,110 6.7 0.8 0.0 1.0 0.2 8.7 0.8%
TOTAL 8,375 18.5 34.5 9.3 35 15 65.0 0.8%

! A maximum allowed impact is set for this land cover type that is lower than the total estimated impacts to ensure regulatory standards are met. Estimated impacts do not sum to

the total allowable impact.

2 Stream impacts occurring inside the planning limits of urban growth are included in the In-Stream Capital Projects category.




Table 3. Total Projected Temporary Impacts on Riparian, Wetlands, and Other Waters over the 5-Year RGP Permit Term (acres)

Estimated Temporary Impacts

In-stream Rural Capital Total
Total in| Capital Project In-stream Project Allowable % of Total in

Land Cover Type Study Area| Construction O&M Construction  Rural O&M Impact  Study Area
Riparian Forest and Scrub
Willow riparian forest and scrub 2,544 10.3 4.3 1.0 1.0 16.7 0.7%
Central California sycamore alluvial woodland 373 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.7 0.2%
Mixed riparian forest and woodland 3,766 6.5 4.5 1.3 3.7 16.0 0.4%

Subtotal Riparian Forest and Scrub 6,682 16.8 8.8 2.3 53 33.3 0.5%
Wetland
Coastal and valley freshwater marsh 381 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.2 0.3%
Seasonal wetland 201 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.1%

Subtotal Wetland 583 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 13 0.2%
Aquatic
Pond 1,110 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.5 13 0.1%
Riverine (miles) 2,391.5 7.5 0.3 0.3 0.0 8.0 0.3%

Subtotal Aquatic 1,110 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.3 0.1%
TOTAL 8,375 18.7 8.8 2.5 6.0 36.0 0.4%
Notes:

Temporary impacts shown for operation and maintenance activities are annual impacts. Construction impacts are one-time impacts.
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