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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1.1 Purpose of the Final Environmental Impact Report

This report has been prepared to accompany the draft environmental impact report (DEIR) for
EBMUD’s Water Treatment and Transmission Improvements Program (WTTIP). The DEIR
identified the environmental consequences associated with construction and operation of potential
alternatives identified by EBMUD, and recommended mitigation measures to reduce significant
and potentially significant impacts. This document responds to the comments on the DEIR and
makes revisions to the DEIR, as necessary, in response to these comments. Together with the
DEIR, this document constitutes the Final EIR for the project.

The Final EIR is an informational document prepared by the lead agency that must be considered
by decision-makers before approving or denying a proposed project. California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15132) specify the following:

The Final EIR shall consist of:
(@ The Draft EIR or a revision of the draft.

(b) Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR, either verbatim or in
summary.

(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR.

(d) The responses of the lead agency to significant environmental points raised in the
review and consultation process.

(e)  Any other information added by the lead agency.

This document has been prepared pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines.

1.2 Environmental Review Process

On June 23, 2006, EBMUD (lead agency) released the EBMUD Water Treatment and Transmission
System Program DEIR for public review (State Clearinghouse No. 2005092019). The public review
and comment period on the DEIR began on June 23, 2006 and closed on September 18, 2006. The
EBMUD Board of Directors anticipates certifying the Final EIR (a finding that the EIR complies
with the requirements of CEQA) at a regularly scheduled Board meeting in late 2006. Following
EIR certification, EBMUD may proceed with consideration of project approval actions.

EBMUD WTTIP 1-1 ESA /204369
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1. Introduction

1.3 Report Organization

Chapter 2 of this document contains copies of comments received during the comment period and
responses to those comments. Each comment is numbered in the margin of the comment letter,
and the responses to all of the comments in a particular letter follow that letter. The comments are
referenced alphanumerically by letter and comment number; the comment letters are coded with
the initials of the commenter or agency/organization acronym. For example, the first comment in
the letter from the California Department of Toxic Substances Control is DTSC-1. Where a
response includes a change to the text of the DEIR, a reference is made to Chapter 3, which
contains corrections and clarifications made to the DEIR text.

Some issues were raised in numerous comments. As a result six master responses addressing
these comments are included in Section 2.1 of this Response to Comments document. The master
responses are listed below:

" 2.1.1 Master Response on Program- and Project-Level Distinctions
" 2.1.2 Master Response on Benefits to Orinda

" 2.1.3 Master Response on EBMUD Obligations to Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain
Local Agency Approvals and Permits, and Pay Local Agency Fees

" 2.1.4 Master Response on the Need for and Alternatives to Happy Valley Pumping Plant
and Pipeline

" 2.1.5 Master Response on Social and Economic Costs
" 2.1.6 Master Response on New Leland Pressure Zone Reservoir Alternatives

The following is a list of all persons and organizations that submitted comments on the DEIR
during the comment period:

Letter Code Commenter

State Agencies

SCH Terry Roberts, Director, State Clearinghouse, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

DTSC Marc Piros, PE, Unit Chief, Northern California Coastal Cleanup Operations Branch,
Department of Toxic Substances Control

Cities and Local Agencies

C3FC Tim Jensen, Associate Civil Engineer, Flood Control Engineering,
Contra Costa County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
CCCsD Russell B. Leavitt, AICP, Engineering Assistant Ill, Contra Costa County Sanitary District
EBMUD_NR EBMUD Natural Resources Staff, East Bay Municipal Utility District
LAF Steven Falk, City Manager, City of Lafayette
MOR Jill Mercurio, Public Works Director / Town Engineer, Town of Moraga
ORIN Robert Perlmutter and Kevin P. Bundy, Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP, for the City of Orinda
wC Rachel Lenci, Engineering Services Manager, City of Walnut Creek
EBMUD WTTIP 1-2 ESA / 204369
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Letter Code

Commenter

Individuals and Businesses

AH Adam Henderson

AL Adam Lyon

AR Alfred J. Rothman

AS Ann Sharf

BB Barry Bennett

BJT Betty Barsamian Teman and Joseph Teman

BM Bruce A. Macler

BS Barry M. Sweedler

BV Bruce Van Voorhis

BW Brandt Williams

BW1 Brandt Williams

BW2 Bonnie Wixson

CA Carl H. Arvold

CAOF Janet S. Cobb, President, California Oak Foundation

CB Carol Ann Barber

CcC Charlotte L. Cairney

CN Cheryl Nevares

Ccv Chris Valle-Riestra

DCAY David Chen and Ann Yang

DG Dave V. Giri

DGB Donald and Gene Bozorth

DJB David and Joyce Burke

DM Diana MaKieve

DMA David and Marney Ackerman

DR David L. Richardson, PE

DS Dana Dumas Sankary

EE Ed Elkins

EP Ed Presten

FAP Felix and Anne Pallavicini

GA Greg Alioshin

GAl Greg Alioshin

GF Grant W. Fine

GF1 Gail Ford

GH Gayle Hirschfeld

GN Greg Norman

GP Gerald Perry

HME Heinz and Martha Egensperger

HOA Freeman Road Homeowners Association Petition

JB Jack Behseresht, Sugarloaf Homeowners Association

JC Jim Cervantes, Board Member, Sleepy Hollow Homeowners Association
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Letter Code Commenter

JF Joyce Leavitt Fine

M James Murphey

JV Joan von Kaschnitz

JW John L. Walkinshaw

KH K. Houlahan

KH1 Kim Henderson

KL Kelly Lemon

KL1 Kaisa Lyon

KL2 Kaisa Lyon

KS Kyle Simonse

KLLJIS Schonborn Family

KR Kathy Rogers

KS Kyle Simonse

LG Linda C. Guerra

LH Larry Hayden

LL Lynn Lopez

LS Lauren Simonse

MB Marielle J. Boortz

MB1 Matt Broback

MC Margo Connolly

MJ Mike Johnson

MJIN Mary and Jim Neighbor

MK Mickey Karlinsky

MKP Mike and Karen Perry

MM Matthew P. Moran

MMM Michael and Mary Moran

MP M.L. Pinkard

MP1 Michael Pecar

MT Marc Trapani

PA Pauline M. Angell

PC Peter K. Clark

PJ Philip Jensen et al

PM Paula E. Malcom

RC Rebecca Christensen

RC1 Rebecca Christensen

RCW Daniel A. Muller, Morgan Miller Blair, for Robert and Clarita Wooldridge

RCwW1 Robert and Clarita Wooldridge

RJ Robin Jones

RL1 Richard D. Lee

RR Richard L. Ronnow, PE

RS Richard Sypriano
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Letter Code Commenter

RSY Richard and Susan Yau

SB Stacey Bradbury

SD Sandra J. Denny

SJ Susan JunFish

SMR Sally and Michael Rubinstein
SMR1 Sally and Michael Rubinstein
SP Stephen Phillips

B Terry Blair

TB1 Tracy Broback

TJ Toris A. Jaeger

TIK Thomas P. and Jahanna M. Knight
TS Todd Simonse

TU Ted Urban

VC Vince Carrillo

VEEC Carton Family

WBP William and Betty Peterson
WEH William and Elizabeth Haughey
WG William Greif

wJc Wayne and Jo Alice Canterbury
WJC1 Wayne and Jo Alice Canterbury

Chapter 3 of this document contains changes and additions to the DEIR text. An expanded section
of text is included for two projects where the site proposed for approval differs from that
presented as “preferred” in the DEIR: Highland Reservoir and Pipelines and Happy Valley
Pumping Plant and Pipeline.

1.4 Highland Reservoir and Pipelines

A revised Highland Reservoir site has been developed and analyzed in response to comments
concerning loss and damage to protected trees associated with the site identified as the preferred
in the DEIR. Measure 3.6-1a in Section 3.6 Biological Resources has been revised to incorporate
the revised site. Section 3.3 of this Response to Comments document contains a description and
analysis of impacts for the Revised Highland Reservoir site. Additional graphics for this site can
also be found in this section.

The following nomenclature is used to discuss sites associated with the Highland Reservoir and
Pipelines project:

" DEIR Proposed Highland Reservoir Site — the site presented as the preferred site in the
DEIR (described in Chapter 2 Project Description).

EBMUD WTTIP 1-5 ESA / 204369
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" DEIR Alternative Highland Reservoir Site — the site presented as an alternative under
consideration in the DEIR (described in Chapter 6 Alternatives).

" Revised Highland Reservoir Site — the site presented in Section 3.3 of this Response to
Comments document which is being proposed for approval as part of the FEIR.

1.5 Happy Valley Pumping Plant and Pipeline

In the DEIR, the proposed location for the Happy Valley Pumping Plant is on Lombardy Lane
(DEIR p. 2-2-74 et seq), and the alternative site evaluated for this facility is on Miner Road near
Camino Sobrante (DEIR p. 6-33 et seq). The owners of the Lombardy Lane parcel are not willing
to sell their property to EBMUD (see Comment RCW-1), whereas the owner of the alternative
site is receptive to discussing the sale of a portion of his property (see Comment TU-2). As
stated on DEIR p. 6-2, the EBMUD Board of Directors may adopt an alternative site analyzed in
the EIR in lieu of the WTTIP as proposed. Accordingly, District staff is recommending that the
Board of Directors approve the alternative site for the Happy Valley Pumping Plant. EBMUD has
prepared additional design information and supplemental environmental analyses on the
alternative site because (a) the alternative site could be obtained from a willing seller and
therefore is more desirable to EBMUD, (b) residents living near the alternative site have
requested additional information, and (c) there has been a change in the construction
characteristics of the Happy Valley Pumping Plant alternative (namely, that numerous trees along
Miner Road could, in fact, be preserved). The information in Section 3.4 of this Response to
Comments document amplifies the analysis of the Happy Valley Alternative site that was
presented in DEIR Chapter 6 and includes information indicating that environmental impacts will
be not be more adverse than those previously identified. Additional graphics for this site can also
be found in Section 3.4.

The following nomenclature is used to discuss sites associated with the Happy Valley Pumping
Plant and Pipeline project:

" DEIR Proposed Happy Valley Pumping Plant site — the site presented as the preferred site
in the DEIR (described in Chapter 2, Project Description).

" Happy Valley Pumping Plant Alternative site — the site presented as an alternative under
consideration in the DEIR (described in Chapter 6, Alternatives).

EBMUD WTTIP 1-6 ESA / 204369
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2. Comments and Responses

2.1.1 Master Response on Program- and Project-Level
Distinctions

Commenters raised questions about the program/project level distinctions in EBMUD’s Water
Treatment and Transmission Improvements Program (WTTIP). This Master Response focuses on
issues concerning the adequacy of the program-level analysis and appropriateness of the program-
versus project-level analytic approach raised in comments on the DEIR and the project, and
responds to all or part of the following comments:

ORIN-19 ORIN-22 WC-6 AS-1 RCW-8
ORIN-20 ORIN-23 WC-7 CB-1
ORIN-21 WC-5 DJB-1 BM-5

The WTTIP EIR serves as both a program and a project EIR for the WTTIP, which is proposed
upgrades to the water treatment and transmission system encompassing different elements
throughout a large section of EBMUD’s service area. (DEIR Sections S.3.1, 2.13, and 3.1.4.) As a
program EIR, the WTTIP EIR evaluates, to the extent feasible, the environmental impacts of
certain improvements that will be carried out in pursuit of common objectives. (See CEQA
Guidelines §15168.) Until it is known whether or how EBMUD will proceed with these elements,
project-level review is inappropriate and would be speculative. This is the reason they are
discussed programmatically. These elements will undergo additional environmental review when
they are ready for implementation. (See DEIR Sections S.3.1, S.6, 2.7, 3.1.4.) The advantage of
this approach is to allow earlier and more comprehensive evaluation of all elements of the
WTTIP, even though the implementation of some elements may depend upon a number of factors
which cannot be estimated with certainty at this time. As a project EIR, the WTTIP EIR evaluates
at a greater level of detail the environmental impacts of those elements of the WTTIP for which
implementation is presently being considered and for which EBMUD anticipates that no further
environmental document will be required under CEQA, following certification of the WTTIP EIR
by the EBMUD Board of Directors. (See DEIR Sections S.3.1, S.6, and 3.1.4.)

By including the program-level elements along with the project-level elements in the WTTIP
EIR, EBMUD has provided the public and the EBMUD Board of Directors with an opportunity to
review and consider the reasonably foreseeable environmental impacts of the WTTIP as a whole,
prior to Board decisions on any portion of the program. In doing so, EBMUD is fulfilling two
important goals of the CEQA process: (1) providing for environmental review and long-range
planning disclosure at the earliest feasible time, and (2) avoiding “piecemeal” review that could
underestimate the environmental impacts of a project as large, and complex as the WTTIP.
EBMUD is also identifying issues of concern to agencies and other interested persons early in the
review process to help scope subsequent environmental documentation on program-level
elements. This is consistent with CEQA Guidelines §15168 which allows for lead agency to
prepare a program EIR on a series or group of actions that are carried out in this manner.

EBMUD’s intent is to present to the public, as early in the planning process as possible, a
comprehensive understanding of how the individual system improvements that may be necessary

EBMUD WTTIP 2.1.1-1 ESA / 204369
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Master Responses

in their areas fit into EBMUD’s water treatment, storage, and distribution operations. This is
consistent with both the spirit and letter of CEQA, which calls for EIRs to “be prepared as early
as feasible in the planning process” to consider the “whole of the action,” and to provide a “good
faith effort at full disclosure.” (See CEQA Guidelines 8815004 (b), 15003(h)-(i)).

As noted above and at the public meetings, the improvements discussed at a program level will
not be implemented by EBMUD without further environmental review under CEQA once a
determination regarding implementation of these improvements is made and the resulting design
is known. The WTTIP EIR is therefore properly a program EIR from which EBMUD will “tier”
its later environmental review of specific activities that may be implemented as part of the
WTTIP, if certain factors are present in the future. (See DEIR Section S.3.1.)

Some comments have raised concerns that the activities evaluated at a program level in the DEIR
are not “programs” within the meaning of the CEQA Guidelines. It is important to distinguish the
overall program addressed in the DEIR—improving the EBMUD water treatment and
transmission system—from the individual improvement elements that are discussed at a
programmatic level. The program-level elements are just that: elements of the WTTIP discussed
at a programmatic level. The WTTIP resulted from earlier studies and plans? to address water
treatment, transmission and storage needs, primarily in the Walnut Creek/Lamorinda area. In this
case, the actions discussed at a programmatic level in the EIR are part of a series of actions that
can be characterized as one large project and, overall, are parts of a chain of contemplated actions
that will result in improvements to the EBMUD system for treating and delivering water. The
WTTIP is quite large (involving actions at 5 water treatment plants and 19 related actions), and
the elements involved are related improvements to EBMUD’s drinking water transmission and
distribution system. (DEIR at 88 S.2, S.3, 2.2, 2.7.) The use of the term “program” in relation to
certain elements is not being invoked as an excuse for less detailed analysis of projects, but rather
is part of EBMUD’s effort to provide its customers, other members of the public, and EBMUD’s
Board as comprehensive a view as possible of the water system, necessary improvements and
ways of implementing those improvements over an extended period of time.

The WTTIP EIR is consistent with the tiering principles in CEQA. It also follows an approach
that has been used for other complex water projects to accommodate the unique nature of these
projects. In this document, EBMUD has analyzed the environmental impacts of the treatment and
transmission system improvements, including the elements discussed at a programmatic level,
with as much specificity as is feasible — that is, to the extent such impacts are reasonably
foreseeable and non-speculative at this time. Mitigation measures for such impacts are also
included where appropriate and feasible at this stage. With respect to the program-level elements,
this analysis may be found in the DEIR on the following pages:

" Pp. 2-40, 2-44 through 47, 2-50, 2-61, 2-85 through 87 (describing activities);
" Pp. 3.2-19 through 22 (analysis and mitigation of land use impacts);

1 The projects were originally identified as part of EBMUD water facilities planning efforts, namely the Water
Treatment and Transmission Master Plan, Lamorinda Water System Improvements Program Facilities Plan, and the
pressure zone planning studies for the Walnut Creek/Lamorinda area. See DEIR pp. 2-89 and 2-90 for full
references.
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Master Response on Program and Project Level Distinction

" Pp. 3.3-48 through 50 (analysis and mitigation of visual quality impacts);

" Pp. 3.4-33 through 36 (analysis and mitigation of geology, soils, and seismicity impacts);
" Pp. 3.5.46 through 51 (analysis and mitigation of hydrology and water quality impacts);
" Pp. 3.6-70 through 79 (analysis and mitigation of biological resource impacts);

" Pp. 3.7-32 through 35 (analysis and mitigation of cultural resource impacts);

" Pp. 3.8-23 through 26 (analysis and mitigation of traffic and circulation impacts);

" Pp. 3.9-33 through 35 (analysis and mitigation of air quality impacts);

" Pp. 3.10-51 through 56 (analysis and mitigation of noise and vibration impacts);

" Pp. 3.11-38 through 41 (analysis and mitigation of hazards and hazardous materials
impacts);
" Pp. 3.12-21 through 22 (analysis and mitigation of public services and utilities impacts);

" Chapter 4 (growth-inducement potential and secondary effects of WTTIP project, including
all program-level elements);

" Chapter 5 (cumulative impacts of WTTIP project, including all program-level elements).

For all of the elements discussed at a programmatic level, the WTTIP EIR is not the final
environmental document. Additional environmental review by EBMUD, as well as approval by
the EBMUD Board, will take place prior to issuance of any design and/or construction contracts
for program-level WTTIP elements (see DEIR Section 2.7). At the time of this subsequent
environmental review, EBMUD will undertake a more specific and detailed analysis of impacts,
in compliance with CEQA. (DEIR Sections S.3.1, S.6, 2.7, 3.1.2, 3.1.4.).
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2. Comments and Responses

2.1.2 Master Response on Benefits to Orinda

Based on the presence of Orinda WTP and the improvements proposed to the plant, numerous
comments questioned the extent to which the City of Orinda will benefit from implementation of
the WTTIP as a whole, and in particular with respect to specific projects proposed within Orinda.
This responds to all or part of the following comments:

ORIN-2 ORIN-3 ORIN-6 ORIN-9 ORIN-119 AS-2
AS-3 BM-3 BV-1 BW1-7 BW1-17 CA-13
CB-2 CB-3 DJB-2 DJB-10 DS-2 DS-10
KLLJS-2 RCW-4 RCW-9 RJ-2 VC-3 VEEC-3

This response addresses the following:

General Benefits Associated with the WTTIP

Benefits to Orinda from the Orinda WTP

Benefits to Orinda from the Ardith Reservoir

Benefits to Orinda from Improvements to the Donald Pumping Plant
Benefits to Orinda from WTTIP Projects Located Outside the City of Orinda

Regarding the Happy Valley Pumping Plant, please refer to Section 2.1.4, Master Response on
the Need for and Alternatives to the Happy Valley Pumping Plant.

General Benefits Associated with the WTTIP

The overall benefits of the WTTIP are described briefly on DEIR p. 2-23. All of the WTTIP
improvements would make the EBMUD system more reliable, which would benefit all District
customers. The improvements to address existing capacity deficiencies, to meet projected
increases in demand, and to address existing hydraulic constraints and aging infrastructure would
benefit customers in the Lamorinda/Walnut Creek area by ensuring that supplies continue to meet
demand. These improvements would also maintain or increase the amount of water available for
firefighting during warm weather and reduce pressure fluctuation problems. Water quality
benefits specifically associated with proposed improvements at the Orinda WTP and the Ardith
and Moraga Reservoirs are discussed below.

Benefits to Orinda from the Orinda WTP

Communities Receiving Water from the Orinda WTP

The bar graph (Figure 1) on the next page indicates the quantity of water provided to customers in
Orindal by the Lafayette WTP and the Orinda WTP on a monthly basis. As the graph indicates,
depending on the time of the year, the City of Orinda receives between 60 percent and

100 percent of its treated water supply from the Orinda WTP. A small portion of the treated water

1 Includes the Bryant Pressure Zone and Bryant Pressure Zone Cascades.
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2. Comments and Responses

Master Responses
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Figure 1
Typical City of Orinda Water Supply

produced at the Orinda WTP during the summer serves the Lamorinda area, and during the winter
months, all of the Lamorinda area is served by the Orinda WTP.

Benefits to Orinda from Improvements at the Orinda WTP

Proposed improvements at the Orinda WTP would directly benefit Orinda residents during the
months when that WTP serves Orinda.

The project-level improvements at the Orinda WTP would improve the recovery of the backwash
water produced in the water treatment process. Treating the backwash water and returning the
water to the head of the water treatment plant would eliminate discharges that are potentially
harmful to aquatic species in San Pablo Creek, improving water quality in a natural stream within
the City of Orinda. The high-rate sedimentation basins, ultra-violet light system, chlorine contact
basin and clearwell included at the program level would also improve the water quality and
reliability of the treated water at the plant and therefore the quality of water served to the citizens
of Orinda, as well as the citizens of a large part of the EBMUD service area.
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2. Comments and Responses

Master Response on Benefits to Orinda

Benefits to Orinda from the Ardith Reservoir

The new Ardith Reservoir would benefit those who rely on the existing Moraga Reservoir for
their water supply. This is the area of Moraga and southern Orinda between 450 and 650 feet
elevation.

As described on DEIR p. 2-67, the new 2.0 mg Ardith Reservoir is required in order to replace the
existing Moraga Reservoir. The Moraga Reservoir serves Moraga and southern Orinda between the
elevations of 450 feet msl and 650 feet msl (the southern portion of the Bryant Pressure Zone). The
open-cut Moraga Reservoir has a liner design that is prone to leakage. Although there is no
significant leakage occurring at the Moraga Reservoir, this type of liner design (referred to as “panel
craft”) has been known to leak, requires special maintenance, and must eventually be removed from
service. The Ardith Reservoir must be brought on line (in addition to improvements in treatment
production and pumping capacity and Moraga Pipeline) to provide water to customers currently
served by the Moraga Reservoir before the latter can be replaced.

Benefits to Orinda from Improvements to the Donald Pumping
Plant

The new Donald Pumping Plant would benefit those who rely on the existing Donald Pumping
Plant for their water: customers in Moraga and Orinda south of Highway 24.

The existing Donald Pumping Plant (at the site proposed for the Ardith Reservoir) would be
relocated to a lower elevation at the same site. The Donald Pumping Plant supplies water from the
Bryant Pressure Zone to the Baseline Pressure Zone. There are some pressure problems with the
existing pumping plant that currently constrain its operation. In addition, the elevation of the
existing pumping plant is too high and the pumping plant does not have adequate inlet pressure
during summertime demand periods. Relocating the Donald Pumping Plant to a lower elevation at
the site and reconfiguring its pumping operations would provide additional inlet pressure to the
pumping plant.

Benefits to Orinda from WTTIP Projects Outside of Orinda

The water facilities serving Orinda are in many locations outside the City, and extend eastward to
the Pardee Reservoir in the Sierra foothills. Numerous WTTIP improvements that are not located
within the City of Orinda’s boundaries would directly benefit Orinda. The most obvious example
is proposed improvements to the Lafayette WTP under Alternative 1. Other examples follow:

Project Who Benefits

Glen Pipeline Improvements | Residences between 650 and 850 feet elevation south of Happy Valley Road and on
Happy Valley Road.

Moraga Road Pipeline Residences between 450 and 650 feet elevation in Moraga and southern Orinda.

Moraga Reservoir Residences between 450 and 650 feet elevation in Moraga and southern Orinda.

Sunnyside Pumping Plant Residences between 850 and 1,050 feet elevation in Orinda and parts of Lafayette south
of Miner Road and north of Highway 24, and another area north of Sundown Terrace.
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2. Comments and Responses

2.1.3 Master Response on EBMUD Obligations to
Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain Local
Agency Approvals and Permits, and Pay Local
Agency Fees

A number of commenters have requested that the District consider all local agency permit and

other requirements. The following discussion explains the District’s standing practice with

respect to coordinating with local agencies within whose boundaries EBMUD projects are
proposed, as well as EBMUD’s legal obligations to obtain local approvals for its water projects.

This Master Response focuses on those issues and responds to all or part of the following
comments:

ORIN-27 ORIN-62 LAF-3 MOR-12 WC-64 RS-7
ORIN-41 ORIN-63 LAF-11 MOR-13 VEEC-5 MJ-4
ORIN-43 ORIN-93 MOR-2 WC-9 C3FC-1 DTSC-4
ORIN-44 ORIN-98 MOR-3 WC-26 C3FC-2 CCCSD-1
ORIN-48 ORIN-106 MOR-5 WC-36 C3FC-3

ORIN-52 ORIN-118 MOR-6 WC-48 C3FC-4

ORIN-53 ORIN-138  MOR-10 WC-53 C3FC-8

ORIN-60 ORIN-154 MOR-11 WC-54 C3FC-12

As noted in the DEIR (p. 3.2-12), it is EBMUD’s long-standing practice to work closely with host
jurisdictions and the neighborhood community during project planning and to conform to local
land use plans and policies to the extent possible. In furtherance of this practice, EBMUD has
held or attended numerous public meetings in the project area during the WTTIP planning
process. These have included city council meetings and workshops, design review board
meetings, and meetings with local homeowner’s groups and committees. EBMUD has also met
on a number of occasions with local agency representatives and elected officials throughout the
planning process. These meetings have involved EBMUD staff at all levels as well as EBMUD
Board members.

As the WTTIP project proceeds, EBMUD will continue to consult with local entities on issues,
including design, road closures and work hours. A new mitigation measure (Measure C-7) has
also been added to ensure regular, ongoing notification and communication with local
jurisdictions (see Response ORIN-111). To further local agency coordination, EBMUD also
typically assigns a community affairs representative to projects.

It should be noted, however, that California Government Code section 53091(d) specifies that
“Building ordinances of a county or city shall not apply to the location or construction of facilities
for the production, generation, storage, treatment, or transmission of water, wastewater, or
electrical energy by a local agency.” Subsection (e) further states that “Zoning ordinances of a
county or city shall not apply to the location or construction of facilities for the production,
generation, storage, treatment, or transmission of water....” Consequently, the District is not
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2. Comments and Responses

Master Responses

subject to certain local ordinances and permit requirements. Nonetheless it is EBMUD’s practice
to always coordinate closely with host jurisdictions and the neighboring community during
project planning, and to implement its projects consistent with local requirements and in the
interest of minimizing any adverse environmental effects, to the extent feasible.

EBMUD will obtain encroachment permits from local agencies for projects that involve
substantial work in public roadways and will comply with reasonable conditions that are
incorporated into those permits. Moreover, while EBMUD is not required to pay certain fees to
local agencies for its projects, it may choose to do so on a case-by-case basis.

EBMUD is also subject to applicable state and federal environmental and resource protection
requirements in implementing its projects. These include streambed alteration agreements with
the California Department of Fish and Game, Section 404 permits from the U.S Army Corps of
Engineers for any potential impacts to wetlands or waterways, Clean Water Act stormwater
discharge authorizations, and Clean Water Act section 401 water quality certifications from the
Regional Water Quality Control Board for any discharges to waterways, among others.

EBMUD is a municipal utility district as defined by the Municipal Utility District Act. Public
Utilities Code Section 12801 sets forth the broad authority under which municipal utility districts
such as EBMUD can construct, own, operate, control or use works or parts of works for
supplying the inhabitants of the district with water. The District also has the authority to construct
works along streets and public highways (Pub. Utilities Code § 12808). Although EBMUD has
the authority to exercise the right of eminent domain (condemnation), it has a policy of seeking to
acquire property from willing sellers. EBMUD therefore only employs this power as a last resort
when necessary to support its overall water supply and distribution mission.

Certain areas near proposed facility upgrades, including the Sugarloaf Open Space near the
New Leland Pressure Zone Reservoir, are subject to State laws, including the provisions of the
Municipal Park Abandonment Law. In certain circumstances, Government Code section 38502
places restrictions on the abandonment of all or part of a park and the sale or conveyance of the
land. This section may require a public vote prior to sale or conveyance.
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2. Comments and Responses

2.1.4 Draft Master Response on the Need for and
Alternatives to the Happy Valley Pumping Plant
and Pipeline

A number of comments questioned the need for and benefits of the proposed Happy Valley

Pumping Plant and Pipeline. The DEIR provides a description of the need for this project on

pp. 2-18 and 2-74. This master response provides an expanded discussion of the need for the
Happy Valley Pumping Plant and Pipeline in response to the following comments:

BJT-4 DS-2 JC-10 JC-8 RCW-2 RCW-4
RCW-6 RCW-12 RCW-13 RCW-14 RCW-15 RCW-16
RCW-56 RCW-64 RCW-66 RCW-67 SMR1-1 SMR1-4

The purpose of the new Happy Valley Pumping Plant and associated 16-inch pipeline is to
increase the water supply to the Las Aromas Pressure Zone, located north of Hwy 24 within
Orinda and Lafayette (see Figure 2). Over the years, residential growth in this pressure zone has
rendered the pumping plants and associated pipelines too small to meet current demands.
Customer accounts in the Las Aromas Pressure Zone have a relatively high rate of water usage,
averaging 730 gallons/day in 2005. (By comparison, customer accounts in Moraga [Mulholland
Pressure Zone] average 500 gallons/day, and customer accounts in Berkeley [Shasta Pressure
Zone] average 290 gallons/day.) During sustained periods of hot weather EBMUD has difficulty
supplying the water to customers in the Las Aromas Pressure Zone because of the size of the
pumps and pipelines serving the zone (three pumping plants — Valory, Sleepy Hollow and

Las Aromas — pump water uphill to the zone via small diameter [6 to 8-inch] pipelines). At times
the water tanks in the neighborhood have drained to dangerously low levels of about 33 percent
full, and have taken days to recover to full capacity. EBMUD’s standard is to keep its storage
reservoirs greater than 70 percent full at all times in order to provide emergency storage for the
downgradient pressure zone such as fire flow and to maintain adequate pressure for the users. As
the local water demands are projected to increase slightly through the year 2030, this existing
water supply deficiency within the Las Aromas Pressure Zone will worsen without the proposed
improvements.

While EBMUD is not required to supply a minimum firefighting flow rate,’ a large fire during a
typical hot, summer day would exacerbate the water-shortage risk in the Orinda area. The
proposed Happy Valley Pumping Plant and 16-inch pipeline were sized to meet the projected
demand for domestic supply; however, any surplus capacity (in addition to standard emergency
capacity) resulting from these proposed improvements would be diverted to fight fires in the
Orinda area as necessary.

The WTTIP projects were developed separately from the firefighting improvements contained within the recently
defeated City of Orinda public infrastructure improvement ballot Measure Q, or the previous Orinda Fire Safety
Committee Measure N, which was also narrowly defeated in November 2002. The firefighting improvement details
of these two measures were developed by a committee formed with members of the Orinda City Council, Moraga-
Orinda Fire District and EBMUD.

EBMUD WTTIP 2.1.4-1 ESA / 204369
Response to Comments on DEIR November 2006
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Master Responses

The Las Aromas Pressure Zone is currently served by three pumping plants (Valory, Sleepy
Hollow and Las Aromas) and four reservoirs (Valory, Sleepy Hollow, Las Aromas and Happy
Valley) within Orinda and Lafayette. As shown on Figure 2, the Valory, Sleepy Hollow, and

Las Aromas Pumping Plants fill the reservoir of the same name (e.g., the Valory Pumping Plant
primarily fills the Valory Reservoir). The Happy Valley Reservoir is the primary water tank for
the community as it provides over fifty percent of the storage capacity (1.5 million gallons) for
the entire pressure zone. The Happy Valley Reservoir is filled to varying degrees by the three
pumping plants. The new Happy Valley Pumping Plant would primarily supply the Happy Valley
Reservoir.

EBMUD has examined the possibility of upgrading these existing facilities; however due to
limited available space at each site, no one plant can be expanded to supply the additional
pumping capacity needed. The pipelines attached to these pumping plants are relatively
undersized as well. Thus, in order to meet the current and projected water demands, two or more
of the existing Las Aromas Pressure Zone pumping plants would need to be expanded along with
thousands of feet of distribution piping within existing paved streets. Based on a comparison of
the environmental impacts including construction-phase disruption and project costs between
upgrading these existing plants and pipelines, versus building one new pumping plant and a
shorter (but larger diameter) pipeline, EBMUD has selected the latter.

New pumping plants are generally sited within or near the communities (and water tanks) served
in order to keep the size, power requirements and costs of the pumps to a minimum. The farther
away from the pressure zone that one builds the facility, the bigger the pumping plant, the longer
(and often larger) the transmission pipeline and the greater the energy losses within the system.
These items all result in larger construction, operation and maintenance costs and greater energy
requirements to keep the pumps running. Longer pipelines also result in greater construction costs
and environmental impacts. As such, when evaluating locations for a new pumping plant,
EBMUD looked at vacant properties within the Las Aromas Pressure Zone in the vicinity of the
Happy Valley Reservoir off Sundown Terrace.

In conclusion, the construction of the Happy Valley Pumping Plant and new pipeline will directly
benefit Orinda residents, particularly those living in the neighborhoods surrounding Miner Road
and Lombardy Lane (Figure 2). The reliability of the water supply and firefighting storage will be
greatly increased in the vicinity of the improvements. EBMUD acknowledges that there will be
temporary construction impacts (traffic delays, dust, noise, etc.) and potential long term impacts
(visual and occasional pumping plant noise) resulting from this new project within an established
residential neighborhood. However, EBMUD will mitigate these impacts to the extent feasible, so
as to minimize the environmental impacts on the immediate neighborhood while continuing to
meet the current and long term water supply needs of the surrounding community.
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2. Comments and Responses

2.1.5 Master Response on Social and Economic Costs

Some commenters expressed concerns that property values may decline as a result of many of the
WTTIP projects. Several commenters also cited a number of issues regarding the potential for a
degradation of their quality of life.

This Master Response focuses on social and economic issues raised in comments on the DEIR
and the project, and responds to all or part of the following comments:

AH-5 AL-2 AS-10 BJT-3 BJT-10 BM-2
CA-14 CB-11 CN-4 DJB-11 DMA-6 DSs-10
GF-9 GF1-2 HOA-13 KH1-5 KL1-3 KL2-6
RC-12 RJ-10 SMR-1 SP-11 WEH-12

The DEIR evaluates the potential for the WTTIP to degrade the environment. Economic and
social impacts of a proposed project by themselves are not treated as significant impacts on the
environment (CEQA Guidelines §15131(a)). Nonetheless, to the extent that a perceived
diminution in property values or decline in quality of life would be caused by or result in a
degradation in the physical environment, the DEIR discusses measures that will be adopted as
conditions of project approval to mitigate environmental impacts. For an examination of these
impacts and mitigation measures, please refer to pertinent sections of the DEIR (3.2, Land Use,
Planning, and Recreation; 3.3, Visual Quality; 3.4, Geology, Soils, and Seismicity; 3.5,
Hydrology and Water Quality; 3.6, Biological Resources; 3.7, Cultural Resources; 3.8, Traffic
and Circulation; 3.9, Air Quality; 3.10, Noise and Vibration; 3.11, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials; 3.12, Public Services and Utilities).

As defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the purpose of an EIR is to
analyze physical impacts on the environment (Pub. Res. Code §21082.2). Issues pertaining to
property values or quality of life are considered social or economic issues and as such, are not
addressed as significant effects on the environment in an environmental impact report (EIR). See
CEQA Guidelines §15131(a) stating that “economic or social effects of a project shall not be
treated as significant effects on the environment.”

Regarding impacts to businesses resulting from road closures, as stated on DEIR p. 3.8-16, the
pace of open-trench work for proposed pipeline improvements in paved areas is estimated to
average 80 feet per day, and the work schedule would be 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday. Based on that estimated work pace, construction in front of an individual property would
typically take about two days. As stated on DEIR p. 3.8-20, employees and customers would
continue to have access to the business establishments; only parking (on- or off-street) adjacent to
the business would be affected, and truck deliveries could be made difficult. With sufficient
advance notice, this short-term inconvenience would have a less-than-significant impact.
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2. Comments and Responses

2.1.6 Master Response on New Leland Pressure Zone
Reservoir Alternatives

A number of comments raise questions and concerns about the site that has been identified in the
DEIR as the potential preferred site for the proposed New Leland Pressure Zone Reservoir. Some
of these comments also raise questions about the process used to identify and evaluate
alternatives to this site. This master response applies to the following comment letters:

wC DCAY DG DM EE FAP
HME JB JW KL KS LG
LS MT RS RSY TS WBP

The primary purpose of the program-level analysis presented in the WTTIP EIR for the proposed
New Leland Pressure Zone Reservoir is to provide the public with the analysis regarding siting
and possible impacts known at this stage in the planning process. The analysis contains a limited
number of feasible reservoir sites because of geographic and other site constraints identified at
this time. As noted in the DEIR, however, this element of the WTTIP is examined at the program-
level in the WTTIP EIR, and EBMUD has committed to a more in-depth project-level EIR at an
appropriate date in the future. See DEIR Sections S.3.1, S.6, 2.7, and 3.1.4 and Section 2.1.1,
Master Response on Program- and Project-Level Distinctions (in this Response to Comments
document), for more detail on the process that is to be used for program-level elements.

In addition, because several commenters have asked about the process, the District would like to
clarify that EBMUD has not yet chosen a specific site for the proposed reservoir, and the
EBMUD Board will not be eliminating any potential sites by certifying the WTTIP EIR. In light
of the significant concerns raised by the City of Walnut Creek and others concerning Site 3,
EBMUD will undertake a full examination of siting and design alternatives in a subsequent,
project-level EIR, as part of the conceptual design planning and evaluation process. That
subsequent EIR will examine any potentially feasible sites that are identified by EBMUD - or
brought to EBMUD’s attention by the Cit of Walnut Creek or other persons or agencies — along
with any new information or changed circumstances relevant to the feasibility and potential
impacts of the sites that have been identified to date. Throughout this process, EBMUD will
welcome suggestions from the public regarding an appropriate site for the reservoir.

As the responses to the individual comments note, the DEIR provides a sufficient program-level
analysis of the New Leland Pressure Zone Reservoir and describes the project alternatives and
potential impacts with as much specificity as is feasible at this time.
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| Comment Letter SCH |

GeOF Py,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA SRS
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research % ‘” §
_ State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit K
Arnold Schwarzenegger Sean Walsh
Governor Director
August 8, 2006
WATER DISTRIBUTION
AUG 10
Judy Zavadil 2006
East Bay Municipal Utility District ’ PLAR e widISION

P.O. Box 24055, MS 701
Oakland, CA 94623-1055

Subject: EBMUD Water Treatment and Transmission Improvements Program
SCH#: 2005092019

Dear Judy Zavadil:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review. The
review period closed on August 7, 2006, and no state agencies submitted comments by that date. This letter
acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act.

CH-1

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely,
q——————
\j(/‘/17 ,g%‘ s

Terry Roberts
Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 TENTH STREET P.0O.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base | Comment Letter SCH |

SCH# 2005092019 WATEH DISTRIBUTION

Project Title EBMUD Water Treatment and Transmission Improvements Program AUG 1 0 2006

Lead Agency East Bay Municipal Utility District
Type EIR DraftEIR IISIOH

Description The Water Treatment and Transmission Improvements Program includes new facilities and upgrades
to existing facilities in Lafayette, Moraga, Oakland, Orinda, Walnut Creek, and unincorporated Contra
Costa County. The facilities include upgrades at five existing water treatment plants, a water aqueduct
from Orinda to Lafayette (alternative 2 only), 17 distribution system projects, and a reclaimed water
pipeline.

Lead Agency Contact

Name Judy Zavadil
Agency East Bay Municipal Utility District

Phone (510) 287-1191 Fax
email
- Address P.O.Box 24055, MS 701
City Oakland State CA  Zip 94623-1055

Project Location
County Contra Costa, Alameda
City Orinda, Moraga, Lafayette, Walnut Creek, Oakland, Richmond
Region
Cross Streets
Parcel No.
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:
Highways 24,1-680
Airports
Railways UPRR, SPRR
Waterways San Pablo Creek, San Ramon Creek, Las Trampas Creek, and others
Schools Various
Land Use

Project Issues  Aesthetic/Visual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Cumulative Effects; Forest
Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Noise; Population/Housing Balance;
Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid
Waste: Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife

Reviewing Resources Agency; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 2; Department of Parks and
Agencies Recreation; Native American Heritage Commission; Department of Health Services; Office of Historic
Preservation; Department of Fish and Game, Region 3; Department of Water Resources; Department
of Conservation; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 4; State Water Resources Control Board,
Division of Water Quality; State Water Resources Control Board, Clean Water Program; State Lands
Commission

Date Received 06/23/2006 Start of Review 06/23/2006 End of Review 08/07/2006

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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2. Comments and Responses

2.2 State Clearinghouse

SCH-1 Comment noted. Notification was provided to the State Clearinghouse (SCH) that the
DEIR comment period was initially scheduled to end on August 25, 2006. Later, the
SCH granted EBMUD’s request to extend the comment period to September 18, 2006.
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" [Comment Letter DTSC|

\(‘ L Department of Toxic Substances Control

o : : : Maureen F. Gorsen, Dlrector _ RS & .

Linda S. Adams i A ‘ : 700 Heinz Avenue ) . Amold Schwarzenegger .

Secretary for Berkeley, California 94710-2721 T o Govermor '
Environmental Protection : : ) o o R ' .

~ August 15, 2006

ISTRIBUTION
Mr. Jason Munkres ‘ ‘ , : WATER.D- 7 o0 :
East Bay Municipal Utility Dlstrtct N ' 'AUG;\" 2005 j
}'I:\))/l?asll @Eﬁ%t? Stree! PLANNING 0‘."“‘“

' Oaktand Callifornia 94607
Dear Mr. Mu-nkres: ’

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Water Treatment and Transmission
Improvements Program draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (SCH #2005092019).
As you may be aware, the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)
oversees the cleanup of sites where hazardous substances have been released |bpTsc-1
pursuant to the California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter6.8. Asa ’
potential Responsible Agency, DTSC is submitting comments to ensure that the'
California Environmental Quallty Act (CEQA) documentation prepared for this project

v adequately addresses any remedlatlon of hazardous substance releases that may be -

' necessary v :

Ctis stated on page 3.11-21 of the draft EIR that “materlals and wastes may only be -
recycled, reused, reclaimed, or dlsposed of at locations approved by the District.”
~ The criteria or approach for establishing criteria that would be used for determining if »
- soil can be recycled or reused need to be identified or discussed.. If soil will be reused
- orrecycled on land that is designated for unrestricted use, the soil will need to meet
_criteria which ensure that contaminants are not present at levels that pose a significant
risk to human or ecological receptors. If reused or recycled soil does not meet criteria
that allow for unrestricted land use, then institutional controls, such as a Iand use
-covenant waI be necessary for the land that the son is placed on..

DTSC-2

DTSC can assist lead agencnes in overseelng characterization and cleanup activities | DTSC-B" a
through our Voluntary Cleanup Program. A fact sheet describing this program is | R
- enclosed. We are aware that projects are typically.on a compressed schedule, and i inanT
effort to use the available review time efficiently, we request that DTSC be included in DTsC-4
future meetlngs where issues relevant to our statutory authonty are discussed. ' ‘

® Printed on Recycled Paper‘
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Comment Letter DTSC

Mr. Jason Munkres
August 15, 2006
Page 2 of 2

Please contact Homayune Atigee of my staff at (510) 540-3838 if you have any
questions. Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,

Mark Piros, P.E., Unit Chief
Northern California Coastal
Cleanup Operations Branch

Enclosure
ccC: without enclosure

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Guenther Moskat

CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806
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Comment Letter DTSC

California Environmental Protection Agency
Department of Toxic Substances Control

The Voluntary Cleanup Program

The California Environmental Protection Agency’s Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has
introduced a streamlined program to protect human health, cleanup the environment and get property back to
productive use. Corporations, real estate developers, and local and state agencies entering into Voluntary
Cleanup Program agreements will be able to restore properties quickly and efficiently, rather than having their
projects compete for DTSC's limited resources with other low-priority hazardous waste sites. This fact sheet
describes how the Voluntary Cleanup Program works.

Prior to initiation of the Voluntary Cleanup Program, project proponents had few options for DTSC
involvement in cleaning up low-risk sites. DTSC’s statutory mandate is to identify, prioritize, manage and
cleanup sites where releases of hazardous substances have occurred. For years, the mandate meant that, if
the site presented grave threat to public health or the environment, then it was listed on the State Superfund
list and the parties responsible conducted the cleanup under an enforcement order, or DTSC used state funds
to do so. Because of staff resource limitations, DTSC was unable to provide oversight at sites which posed
lesser risk or had lower priority.

DTSC long ago recognized that no one’s interests are served by leaving sites contaminated and unusable.
The Voluntary Cleanup Program allows motivated parties who are able to fund the cleanup -- and DTSC’s
oversight - to move ahead at their own speed to investigate and remediate their sites. DTSC has found that
working cooperatively with willing and able project proponents is a more efficient and cost-effective approach
to site investigation and cleanup. There are four steps to this process:

[0 Eligibility and Application

[l Negotiating the Agreement

[ Site Activities

[l Certification and Property Restoration

The rest of this fact sheet describes those steps and gives DTSC contacts.

February 1999

(Revised November 2001)
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Comment Letter DTSC

The Voluntary Cleanup Program

Step I: Eligibility and Application

Most sites are eligible. The main exclusions are if the site is listed as a Federal or State Superfund site, is
a military facility, or if it falls outside of DTSC's jurisdiction, as in the case where a site contains only leaking
underground fuel tanks. Another possible limitation is if another agency currently has oversight, e.g., a
county (for underground storage tanks). The current oversight agency must consent to transfer the cleanup
responsibilities to DTSC before the proponent can enter into a Voluntary Cleanup Program agreement.
Additionally, DTSC can enter into an agreement to work on a specified element of a cleanup, if the primary
oversight agency gives its consent. The standard application is attached to this fact sheet.

If neither of these exclusions apply, the proponent submits an application to DTSC, providing details
about site conditions, proposed land use and potential community concerns. No fee is required to apply for
the Voluntary Cleanup Program. '

Step 2: Negotiating the Agreement

Once DTSC accepts the applicatidn, the proponent meets with experienced DTSC professionals to
negotiate the agreement. The agreement can range from services for an initial site assessment, to oversight
and certification of a full site cleanup, based on the proponent's financial and scheduling objectives.

The Voluntary Cleanup Program agreement specifies the estimated DTSC costs, scheduling for the
project, and DTSC services to be provided. Because every project must meet the same legal and technical
cleanup requirements as do State Superfund sites, and because DTSC staff provide oversight, the proponent
is assured that the project will be completed in an environmentally sound manner.

In the agreement, DTSC retains its authority to take enforcement action if, during the investigation or
cleanup, it determines that the site presents a serious health threat, and proper and timely action is not
otherwise being taken. The agreement also allows the project proponent to terminate the Voluntary Cleanup
Program agreement with 30 days written notice if they are not satisfied that it is meeting their needs.

Step 3: Site Activities

Prior to beginning any work, the proponent must have: signed the Voluntary Cleanup Program agreement;
made the advance payment; and committed to paying all project costs, including those associated with
DTSC’s oversight. The project manager will track the project to make sure that DTSC
is on schedule and within budget. DTSC will bill its costs quarterly so that large, unexpected balances will
not occur. ’

February 1999

(Revised November 2001)
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Comment Letter DTSC

Once the proponent and DTSC have entered into a Voluntary Cleanup Program agreement, initial site
assessment, site investigation or cleanup activities may begin. The proponent will find that DTSC’s staff
includes experts in every vital area. The assigned project manager is either a highly-qualified Hazardous
Substances Scientist or Hazardous Substances Engineer. That project manager has the support of well-
trained DTSC toxicologists, geologists, industrial hygienists and specialists in public involvement.

The project manager may call on any of these specialists to join the team, providing guidance, review,
comment and, as necessary, approval of individual documents and other work products. That team will also
coordinate with other agencies, as appropriate, and will offer assistance in complying with other laws, such
as the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act.

Step 4: Certification and Property Restoration

When remediation is complete, DTSC will issue either a site certification of completion or a [No Further
Action[lletter, depending on the project circumstances. Either means that what was, [The Site,[Jis now
property that is ready for productive economic use.

February 1999

(Revised November 2001)
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Comment Letter DTSC

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL
SITE MITIGATION STATEWIDE CLEANUP OPERATIONS

VOLUNTARY CLEANUP PROGRAM APPLICATION

The purpose of this application is to obtain information necessary to determine the eligibility of
the site for acceptance into the Voluntary Cleanup Program. Please use additional pages, as
necessary, to complete your responses.

SECTION 1 PROPONENT INFORMATION

Proponent Name

Principal Contact Name

Phone ( )
Address
Proponent's relationship to site
Brief statement of why the proponent is interested in DTSC services related to site
SECTION 2 SITE INFORMATION .
Is this site listed on Calsites? O Yes 0 No
If Yes, provide specific name and number as listed
Name of Site
Address ' City ~ County ZIP

(Piease attach a copy of an appropriate map page)

DTSC 1254 (5/01) A-1
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SECTION 2 SITE INFORMATION (continued)

Comment Letter DTSC

Current Owner

Name

Address

Phone  ( )

Background: Previous Business Operations

Name

Type

Years of Operation

If known, list all previous businesses operating on this property

What hazardous substances/wastes have been associated with the site?

What environmental media is/was/may be contaminated?

O Saoil O Air O Groundwater

1 Surface water

Has sampling or other investigation been conducted? O Yes

Specify

If Yes, what hazardous substances have been detected and what were their maximum concentrations?

DTSC 1254 (5/01) A-2
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Comment Letter DTSC

SECTION 2 SITE INFORMATION (continued)

Are any Federal, State or Local regulatory agencies currently involved with the site? O Yes O No
If Yes, state the involvement, and give contact names and telephone numbers

What is the future proposed use of the site?

What oversight service is being requested of the Department?

O PEA 0O RIFS 8 Removal Action 0 Remedial Action O RAP O Certification
O Other (describe the proposed project) .

Is there currently a potential of exposure of the community or workers to hazardous substances at the site?

O Yes 0O No If Yes, explain

SECTION 3 COMMUNITY PROFILE INFORMATION

Describe the site property (inciude approximate size)

Describe the surrounding land use (including proximity to residential housing, schools, churches, etc.)

Describe the visibility of activities on the site to neighbors

DTSC 1254 (5/01) A3
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Comment Letter DTSC

SECTION 3 CONMMUNITY PROFILE INFORMATION (continued)

What are the demographics of the community (e.g., socioeconomic level, ethnic composition, specific language considerations,
etc.)? :

Local Interest
Has there been any media coverage?

Past Public Involvement
Has there been any past public interest in the site as reflected by community meetings, ad hoc committees, workshops, fact
sheets, newsletters, etc.?

Key iIssues and Concerns
Have any specific concerns/issues been raised by the community regarding past operations or present activities at the site?

Are there any concerns/issues anticipated regarding site activities?

Are there any general environmental concerns/issues in the community relative to neighboring sites?

Key Contacts

Please attach a list of key contacts for this site, including: - city manager; city planning department; county environmental health
department, local elected officials; and any other community members interested in the site. (Please include addresses and
phone numbers.)

SECTION 4 CERTIFICATION

The signatories below are authorized representatives of the Project Proponent and certify that
the preceding information is true to the best of their knowledge.

Proponent Representative ' Date Title

DTSC 1254 (5/01) A
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2. Comments and Responses

2.3 Department of Toxic Substances Control
DTSC-1  Comment noted.

DTSC-2  The criteria for determining whether soil can be recycled or reused would be included
in the soil management plan prepared by the contractor and reviewed by EBMUD in
accordance with EBMUD construction specifications (described on DEIR p. 3.11-
21). The general process that would be used for determining appropriate use of the
soil is provided below.

In accordance with EBMUD established procedures and previous guidance from the
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), soil from trenching operations in
public right-of-ways may be placed back into the trench, even if contaminated,
provided that certain conditions are met.

For pipeline and non-pipeline projects at previously undeveloped sites or sites that
were used exclusively for residential purposes, excavated soil would be considered
appropriate for unrestricted onsite or offsite reuse unless signs of contamination were
present. Excavated soil from sites with no potential for contamination (based on the
environmental site assessment conducted in accordance with Measure 3.11-1) would
also be considered acceptable for unrestricted use.

For projects where the site assessment or field conditions suggest potential
contamination, the contractor would be required to sample any excess soil from
pipeline projects as well as any soil excavated for construction of non-pipeline
projects. Analysis would include potential contaminants identified on the basis of the
site assessment or observed field conditions. Any soil classified as a hazardous waste
would be legally managed in accordance with applicable laws and regulations.

For non-hazardous soil considered for onsite or offsite reuse, the detected
concentrations of any chemical would be compared to DTSC screening levels and
Regional Water Quality Control Board environmental screening levels. Soils meeting
the criteria for residential land use would be considered appropriate for unrestricted
reuse. If not disposed of at a permitted disposal facility, soil with chemical
concentrations exceeding residential screening levels could be used at industrial or
commercial sites if it meets the appropriate screening levels (or levels determined
acceptable by a site-specific risk assessment), and institutional controls such as a land
use covenant would be implemented. Reuse for other purposes would be determined
on the basis of site-specific studies appropriate to the planned reuse. The DTSC
would be consulted in determining the appropriate reuse of soil and institutional
controls.

DTSC-3 EBMUD will use the DTSC Voluntary Agreement for characterization and cleanup
activities as appropriate.

EBMUD WTTIP 2.3-1 ESA / 204369
Response to Comments on DEIR November 2006



2. Comments and Responses

Individual Comments and Responses

DTSC-4  As requested, EBMUD will request DTSC attendance at future meetings where
issues relevant to DTSC’s statutory authority are discussed. Please also refer to
Section 2.1.3, Master Response on EBMUD Obligations to Comply with Local
Ordinances, Obtain Local Agency Approvals and Permits, and Pay Local Agency
Fees for additional response pertinent to this comment.

EBMUD WTTIP 2.3-2

ESA /204369
Response to Comments on DEIR

November 2006
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Comment Letter CCCSD

Central Contra Costa Sanitary District

5019 Imhoff Place, Martinez, CA 94553-4392 (025) 228-9500  * www.centralsan.org

Fax: 510-287-0790 FAX: (925) 228-4624

JAMES M. KELLY

September 18, 2006 General Manager
Fe o he Dt

Ms. Judy Zavadil, Senior Project Manager WATER DISTRIBUTION CouneS{510) s08.2000

EBMUD

MS #701 SEP 15 2006 S e Bt

375 Eleventh Streel PLANNING DIVISION

Oakland, CA 94607-4240
Dear Ms. Zavadil:

COMMENTS ON THE EBMUD WATER TREATMENT AND TRANSMISSION IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; SCH NO. 2005092019

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
2030 General Plan. As the wastewater collection and treatment agency for Concord, Central
Contra Costa Sanitary District (CCCSD) offers the following comments:

1. General: CCCSD has many existing and planned sewer projects in the WWTIP area. Please|
coordinate your construction activities with CCCSD staff. CCCSD-1
L
2. Table 5-1. Page 5-21. CCCSD’s Collection System Renovation Program description on this

page should have noted that the sewers to be improved will be located all throughout Orinda, on

both sides of Highway 24. CCCSD-2
L

3. Table 5-1, Page 5-26. For the CCCSD’s Orinda Crossroads Pumping Station Force Main
project description, please replace “Walnut Creek” with “Orinda.” cccle-3

A. Table 5-1. Several additional CCCSD sewer projects listed in the attached table shouid be |
added to Table 5-1 as they may be constructed during the same time period as the proposed
project. CCesbh-4

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me at 925-229-7255.

Sincerely,

Rt 18. fearedef

Russell B. Leavitt, AICP
Engineering Assistant 11i

RBL/mvp
ce: T. Pilecki, CCCSD

o~
NAENVRSRWPlanning\LaavithDevRevV\LETTERS\EBMUD WTTIP DEIR.doc % Recycled Papor
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Ms. Judy Zavadil, Senior Project Manager

September 18, 2006

Comment Letter CCCSD

Page 2
ADDITIONAL CCCSD PROJECTS FOR DRAFT EIR TABLE 5-1

PROJEGT LOCATION cogggggggéw
Orinda-EBMUD Filter Plant Easement through EBMUD R/W near EY 2021/2022
Sewer Replacement EBMUD Filter Plant, Orinda
Contra Costa Canal Sewer | Along Canal, between Oak Grove Road and EY 2016/2017
Replacement Amberwood Lane, Walnut Creek
Lamorinda-Olympic Blvd. 3 Olympic Bivd. at Alpine Road easement to
Parallel Sewer Salifornia Bivd., Wainut Creek FY 2016/2017
‘Lamorinda-Mt. Diablo Blvd. Mt. Diablo Bivd., from El Nido Ranch Road
Parallel Sewer to Dolores Drive, Lafayette FY 2019/2020
L.amorinda-Olympic Bivd. 1 Golden Gate Way, Second Street, Moraga
Parallel Sewer Blvd., Olympic Bivd, Lafayette FY 2019/2020
Lamorinda-Olympic Blvd. 2 Olympic Blvd., from Reliez Station Road to Y 2016/2017
Parallel Sewer Newell Avenue, Lafayette/Walnut Creek

N:\ENVRSRV\P|anning\Leavitt\DevRev\LETrERS\EBMUD WTTIP DEIR.doc



2. Comments and Responses

2.4 Central Contra Costa Sanitary District

CCCSD-1

CCCSD-2

CCCSD-3

CCCSD-4

Including those projects identified in the CCCSD comment letter, DEIR Table 5-1
identifies 32 existing or planned projects by the Central Contra Costa Sanitary
District (CCCSD). As stated on DEIR p. 5-38, the District has initiated coordination
with other agencies regarding the timing of construction projects. The District will
continue to coordinate with CCCSD and other affected agencies as project planning
and design efforts proceed.

EBMUD also requests that the CCCSD work with EBMUD in regards to their future
plans. Temporary road closures, trench excavations and paving activities should be
coordinated by the two utilities in order to minimize temporary environmental
impacts to the community. Please also refer to Section 2.1.3, Master Response on
EBMUD Obligations to Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain Local Agency
Approvals and Permits, and Pay Local Agency Fees for additional response pertinent
to this comment.

The text in Table 5-1, DEIR p. 5-21 regarding CCCSD’s Collection System
Renovation Program has been revised (refer to Section 3.2, Text Revisions, in this
Response to Comments document).

This project has been moved to the Orinda section of Table 5-1 (DEIR p. 5-26) and
the text regarding CCCSD’s Orinda Crossroads Pumping Station Force Main has
been revised (refer to Section 3.2, Text Revisions, in this Response to Comments
document).

The six additional CCCSD projects provided in the comment letter have been added
to Table 5-1 and Figure 5-1 (Revised Table 5-1 and Revised Figure 5-1 in this
Response to Comments document). The Lamorinda-Mt. Diablo Boulevard parallel
sewer project (project L-6d) tentative construction overlaps in part with the
construction schedule for the Lafayette WTP project and could compound temporary
traffic impacts associated with construction, possibly including construction of the
future realigned Walter Costa Trail. Otherwise no other of the additional CCCSD
projects identified in this comment appear to overlap with the construction schedules
for WTTIP projects, although CCCSD project L-6f would entail impacts within the
same general area as the Tice Pumping Plant project.

EBMUD WTTIP

2.4-1 ESA /204369

Response to Comments on DEIR November 2006



| Comment Letter C3FC |

Contra Costa County Maurice M. Shiu

July 17, 2006

WATER M:o24TION
Judy Zavadil JUL 18 2006
East Bay Municipal Utility District \ ,
375 Eleventh St., MS #701 PLANNING D1vieyny

Oakland, CA 94607-4240

File: Utilities — 2003, EBMUD

Dear Ms. Zavadil:

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the proposed Water
Treatment & Transmission Improvements Program. These comments are in addition to those
found in our letter dated October 5, 2005 (see attached). We received the document on July 5,
2006, and offer the following comments:

1.

The proposed project is located in several Drainage Areas that are unformed. Therefore
there are no drainage area fees due in those project areas at this time.

The Tice Pumping Plant is located within Drainage Area 15A, for which a drainage fee is
due in accordance with Flood Control Ordinance Number 85 - 19. By ordinance, all
building permits or subdivision maps filed in this area are subject to the provisions of the
drainage fee ordinance. Effective April 22, 1985, the current fee in this drainage area is
$0.35 per square foot of newly created impervious surface area.

The Walnut Creek WTP is located in Drainage Area 46, for which a drainage fee is due in
accordance with Flood Control Ordinance Number 2002 - 43. By ordinance, all building
permits or subdivision maps filed in this area are subject to the provisions of the drainage
fee ordinance. Effective February 3, 2003, the current fee in this drainage area is $0.57 per
square foot of newly created impervious surface area.

Please submit dimensions for the impervious surfaces so we can calculate the drainage fees

that are outlined above.

In section 3.5 of the Draft EIR, it is stated that the areas that are in danger of flooding will
be improved to prevent flooding. This addresses the concerns about natural watercourses
mentioned in our correspondence dated on October 5, 2005.

The Hydrology Section includes an analysis of the adequacy of the existing drainage
facilities to handle the storm runoff from the project site, which address the County-owned
drainage facilities comments.

. 255 Glacier Drive, Martinez, CA 94553-4825
& Water Conservation District Telephone: (925) 313-2000
FAX (925) 313-2333

:-r;._.bﬁ:— ) FLOOD CONTROL ex officio Chief Engineer
S
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| Comment Letter C3FC |

Judy Zavadil
July 17, 2006
Page 2

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this DEIR. Please contact Jon Suemnick at (925)
313-2352 or me at (925) 313- 2396 if you have questions.

Very truly yours,

foraes—

Tim Jensen
Associate Civil Engineer
Flood Control Engineering

TJ:JS:kg
attachment
G:\FIdCthCurDev\County Wide Projects\Utility Projects\EBMUD Water Treatment Improvement DEIR.doc
c: Greg Connaughton, Fleod Control
Bob Faraone, Flood Control
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| Comment Letter C3FC |

Contra Costa County Maurice M. Shiu
-—relt

ex officio Chief Engineer
T —_
m‘&\\) FLOOD CONTROL 255 Glacier Drive, Martinez, CA 94553-4825
: & Water Conservation District Telephone: (925) 313-2000
%,,p*a-“ FAX (925) 313-2333

October 5, 2005

Jason Munkres

East Bay Municipal Utility District
375 Eleventh Street, MS701
Oakland, CA 94607-4240

File: Utilities — 2003, EBMUD
Dear Mr. Munkres:

We have reviewed the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Water
Treatment and Transmission Improvements Program for Alameda and Contra Costa Counties of
the East Bay Municipal Utility District.

A. The following comments are from Contra Costa County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District. Please contact Mario- Consolacion at (925) 313-2283 or me at (925)
313-2396 if you have questions about these comments:

1. The Contra Costa County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) has
properties and facilities in some of the proposed project sites. Please identify in the Draft |c3Fc-7
EIR any District-owned rights of way or facilities that would be impacted by the
improvement projects. Ll

2. Similarly, Contra Costa County owns and maintains drainage facilities at some of the

project locations. County-owned drainage facilities that would be affected by the

* improvement projects should also be identified in the environmental document. A County [C3FC-8

Drainage Permit may be required for work affecting drainage facilities and watercourses
located in the unincorporated County areas.

3. Contra Costa County has jurisdiction over natural watercourses in the unincorporated

County. Potential impacts to these watercourses should be addressed in the Draft EIR. C3FC-9
B. The following comments are from the Maintenance Division of Contra Costa County Public
Works Department. Please contact Rob Tavenier at (925) 313-7006 if you have questions
about these comments:
1. If construction activities would impact roads located in the unincorporated Contra Costa C3EC-10

County, we request that the Draft EIR identify those roads and recommend mitigation
measures for adverse impacts.

2. Scheduled road maintenance under the County’s Pavement Management Systém in the | c3FC-11
vicinity of the project areas could also be impacted by this program’s construction


gjx
Text Box
Comment Letter C3FC

gjx
Line

gjx
Line

gjx
Line

gjx
Line

gjx
Line

gjx
Text Box
C3FC-7

gjx
Text Box
C3FC-8

gjx
Text Box
C3FC-9

gjx
Text Box
C3FC-10

gjx
Text Box
C3FC-11

gjx
Rectangle


Jason Munkres | Comment Letter C3FC |

October 5, 2005
Page 2

activities. This schedule is a dynamic document that is updated yearly based on pavement
condition and budget. We request the Draft EIR address conflicts in schedules and
recommend mitigation measures. Information about the current schedule may be obtained | C3FC-11
by contacting Henry Finch, Contra Costa County Public Works Department, 2475
Waterbird Way, Martinez, CA 94553, (925) 313-7004.

C. The following comments are from the Transportation Division of Contra Costa County
Public Works Department. Please contact Chris Lau at (925) 313-2293 if you have questions
about these comments:

1. Transportation Engineering currently does not have planned improvement projects within C3FC.12
the limits of this Program. Any future activity within the County right-of-way will require
the issuance of an encroachment permit. 1

2. If EBMUD is required to provide vegetation mitigation as a result of this Program, “CSFC—13
Transportation Engineering would welcome the opportunity to discuss with EBMUD

potential mitigation sites. 4

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Draft EIR, and we look
forward to seeing our comments addressed in the environmental document.

Very truly yours,
e

Lo fenson
Tim Jensen

Associate Civil Engineer
Flood Control Engineering

TI:MC:cw
G:\GrpData\FIdCt\CurDev\CITIES\L afayette
\EBMUD, WTTI Program\NOP comments.doc

c Greg Connaughton, Fiood Control
Bob Faraone, Flood Control
Rob Tavenier, Maintenance
Henry Finch, Maintenance
Chris Lau, Transportation
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2. Comments and Responses

2.5 Contra Costa County Flood Control & Water
Conservation District

C3FC-1 Comment noted. Please refer to Section 2.1.3, Master Response on EBMUD
Obligations to Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain Local Agency Approvals and
Permits, and Pay Local Agency Fees for additional response pertinent to this
comment.

C3FC-2  Asalocal agency and utility district serving a broad regional area, EBMUD is not
subject to building and land use zoning ordinances of cities and counties when
implementing projects that involve the storage, treatment, or transmission of water
(California Government Code Sections 53091 and 53095). EBMUD will nevertheless
coordinate closely with the County Flood Control District in order to minimize any
adverse consequences of the WTTIP projects on the County’s drainage system.
Please also refer to Section 2.1.3, Master Response on EBMUD Obligations to
Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain Local Agency Approvals and Permits, and
Pay Local Agency Fees for additional response pertinent to this comment.

C3FC-3  See Response C3FC-2 as well as Section 2.1.3, Master Response on EBMUD
Obligations to Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain Local Agency Approvals and
Permits, and Pay Local Agency Fees for additional response pertinent to this
comment.

C3FC-4  See Response C3FC-2. Please also refer to Section 2.1.3, Master Response on
EBMUD Obligations to Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain Local Agency
Approvals and Permits, and Pay Local Agency Fees for additional response pertinent
to this comment.

C3FC-5  Comment noted that Flood Control District’s previously stated concern regarding
natural water courses have been adequately addressed in the DEIR.

C3FC-6  Comment noted that Flood Control District’s previously stated concern regarding
existing drainage system capacity impacts have been adequately addressed in the
DEIR.

C3FC-7  Comment noted. Comment C3FC-6 states that this comment is adequately addressed
in Section 3.5 of the DEIR.

C3FC-8  Comment noted. Comment C3FC-6 states that this comment is adequately addressed
in Section 3.5 of the DEIR. Please also refer to Section 2.1.3, Master Response on
EBMUD Obligations to Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain Local Agency
Approvals and Permits, and Pay Local Agency Fees for additional response pertinent
to this comment.

EBMUD WTTIP 2.5-1 ESA / 204369
Response to Comments on DEIR November 2006



2. Comments and Responses

Individual Comments and Responses

C3FC-9

C3FC-10

C3FC-11

C3FC-12

C3FC-13

Comment noted. Comment C3FC-5 states that this comment is adequately addressed
in Section 3.5 of the DEIR.

Section 3.8 of the DEIR, Traffic and Circulation, identifies roads in the vicinity of
WTTIP projects and impacts to those roads. Measures are prescribed to mitigate all
significant impacts.

Upcoming projects planned by Contra Costa County are listed and analyzed in DEIR
Chapter 5 Cumulative Impacts. Table 5-1 (DEIR pp. 5-13 through 5-32) identifies
numerous pavement management and other road improvement projects throughout
the WTTIP project area. Henry Finch, the contact person named in the comment
letter, was contacted during preparation of the DEIR (p. 5-51). As stated on DEIR

p. 5-38, the District has initiated coordination with other agencies regarding the
timing of construction projects to minimize disruption to the same locations within
the same timeframe.

Comment noted. As shown on Table 2-13 of the DEIR, the District anticipates
applying to the County for an encroachment permit for the Tice Pumping Plant and
Pipeline and the Withers Pumping Plant. Please also refer to Section 2.1.3, Master
Response on EBMUD Obligations to Comply with Local Ordinances, Obtain Local
Agency Approvals and Permits, and Pay Local Agency Fees for additional response
pertinent to this comment.

Measure 3.6-1b would require a substantial amount of replacement trees and in
addition other vegetation planting has been proposed. Most of the replacement trees
will be planted either at the site where trees are removed or within EBMUD
watershed lands. EBMUD will arrange a discussion with the Transportation
Engineering Division of Contra Costa County to discuss possible mitigation sites.

EBMUD WTTIP

2.5-2 ESA /204369
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| Comment Letter EBMUD_NR |

EAST BAY MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

WATER DISTRIBUTION
DATE:  July 20,2006 JUL 20 2006
MEMO TO: Board of Directors PLANNING DI VISION

THROUGH: Dennis M. Diemer, General Manager

FROM: Jon A. Myers, Manager of Natural Resources'yk‘l\/

SUBJECT:  Staff Concemns Regarding Proposed Highlands Reservoir Project

The District’s East Bay Watershed and Recreation Division staff has expressed concerns
(see attached memo) regarding the proposed site selection for the planned Highlands
Reservoir. The selected site as described in the draft Water Treatment and Transmission
Improvement Program EIR is within the Lafayette Recreation Area.

EBMUD_NR-1

Engineering staff will be meeting with Watershed and Recreation staff to review the site
selection criteria and process.

JAM:ah

Attachment
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| Comment Letter EBMUD_NR |

Tuly 12, 2006 WATER DISTRIBUTION
JuL 202006

PLANNING DIVISION

To: EBMUD Board of Directors
Fm; Natural Resources étaff

Re: Inappropriate Siting of Proposed Highlands Reservoir

EBMUD has proposed an ambitions engineering plan to improve water capacity and
pressure in the Lamorina area. Qur planning for the future and concern for our customers | EBMUD_NR-2

is exemplary.

However, part of the proposal is to site the huge new Highlands Reservoir inside the
Lafayette Reservoir Recreation Area alongside one the main hiking trails. This visual EBMUD_NR-3
intrusion on recreation is specifically prohibited by the East Bay Watershed Master Plan.

To prepare the site for construction, over three-dozen oaks will be clear-cut. This -
includes many majestic heritage oaks that are over three feet in diameter and probably
over 200 years old. We find this choice unacceptable, especially since a half dozen other
sites could have been chosen that would do much less environmental harm. EBMUD NR-4

Oak groves like this one are specifically protected by the EBWMP. We believe that
logging the grove would also be a violation of EBMUD’s Mission to “protect and
preserve our watershed lands for future generations,” and hurt our reputation as
environmental stewards in the communities we serve.

Please instruct your staff to choose another site for the Highlands Reservoir. Thanks in

. . . . . . EBMUD_NR-5
advance for taking our point of view into consideration. -

Sincerely,

Name (prfnt)

Ml S Lup
_Kayen Ba[z(A

L) fim/bv\h ~2-
GRS HACKET T

Bleer whidon
RNV I B SRy 72
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2. Comments and Responses

2.6 EBMUD Natural Resources

EBMUD_NR-1

EBMUD_NR-2

EBMUD_NR-3

EBMUD_NR-4

Project staff met with the District’s East Bay Watershed and Recreation
Division staff on July 24, 2006 to listen to their concerns and review the site
selection process. In response to these and other, similar comments, the District
has revisited potential reservoir layout designs at the preferred site. As a result,
EBMUD is proposing to move the reservoir approximately 120 feet north and to
use a temporary retaining wall during construction to minimize the number of
large oak trees impacted by construction of the new facility.

Comment noted.

Comment acknowledged. While EBMUD has endeavored to avoid visual
impacts, the DEIR concludes that the proposed site would have significant,
unavoidable impacts on views from within the watershed area (refer to Section
3.3 in the DEIR). An analysis of the visual impacts associated with the revised
site is present in Section 3.3 of this Response to Comments document.

Table 3.6-4 indicates that approximately 30 to 35 oak trees with 18-inch dbh or
greater may need to be removed at the DEIR-proposed Highland Reservoir site.
The removal of a number of large oak trees at this site was recognized as a
significant and unmitigable impact in the DEIR. On DEIR p. 3.2-13 it is
acknowledged that the proposed project may be inconsistent with EBMUD’s
East Bay Watershed Master Plan Guideline Bio.5 regarding the protection of
heritage native trees and trees with outstanding characteristics. Section 6.10.3 in
the DEIR (p. 6-62), discusses the nine other potential sites for the Highland
Reservoir. The nine candidate sites were screened against five criteria
(operational, implementation, environmental, construction, and cost) and the
current preferred alternative was determined to best meet these criteria.

In addition, Section 6.6 of the DEIR (p. 6-18), evaluates constructing the
Highland Reservoir at an alternative site north of the proposed site to avoid
impacts to the grove of large-diameter valley and coast live oaks. Table 6-3
indicates the severity and magnitude of impacts associated with the alternative
site relative to impacts of the proposed project. Overall, there would be a
tradeoff between impacts to biological resources and impacts to visual quality.

The Natural Resources Staff also presented an alternative site for the Highland
Reservoir on the eastern side of the dam. This site was evaluated as fatally
flawed by B. Gordon and Burt Marliave in 1954. They concluded that the site is
in the middle of an extensive landslide. The landslide has probably not been
active for some time, but any construction that upsets the present equilibrium
could cause renewed movement. AGS Inc., evaluated the site in September

EBMUD WTTIP

2.6-1 ESA /204369

Response to Comments on DEIR November 2006



2. Comments and Responses

Individual Comments and Responses

2006 as part of this study. Test pits dug at the site revealed slide mass material
and confirmed the conclusions made in 1954.

Staff believes that the preferred alternative is consistent with EBMUD’s
Mission Statement. While EBMUD is committed to protecting the environment,
this commitment is in context with delivering a safe, clean, and reliable water

supply.

As noted in Response EBMUD_NR-1, EBMUD has revisited potential
reservoir layout designs at the preferred site. As a result, EBMUD is proposing
to move the reservoir approximately 120 feet north and to use a temporary
retaining wall during construction to minimize the number of large oak trees
impacted by construction of the new facility.

EBMUD_NR-5 Refer to Response EBMUD_NR-4, above.

EBMUD WTTIP 2.6-2 ESA / 204369
Response to Comments on DEIR November 2006
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Comment Letter LAF

CITY COUNCIL

Ilvor Samson, Mayor

Carol Federighi, Vice Mayor
Mike Anderson, Council Member
Carl Anduri, Council Member
Don Tatzin, Council Member

WATER DISTRIBUTION
September 18, 2006
SEP 14 2006
Judy Zavadil PLANNING DIVISION
Senior Project Manager
East Bay Municipal Utility District

375 Eleventh Street (Mail Slot #701)
Oakland, CA 946074240

RE:  EBMUD Water Treatment and Transmission Improvement Program (WTTIP)—
Review of Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Dear Ms. Zavadil:

Thank you for providing the City of Lafayette the opportunity to respond to the Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the East Bay Municipal Utility District’s Water Treatment
and Transmission Improvements Program. I have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact
Report with members of the City Council, and have identified the following critical issues that
need to be addressed within the Final Environmental Impact Report, before the EBMUD
Board of Directors determines which alternative to pursue.

Alternatives

The Draft Environmental Impact Report addresses two alternatives. Alternative 1 maintains
the Lafayette Water Treatment Plant as one of the three key treatment plants and well as
additional minor upgrades to the Orinda and Walnut Creek Water Treatment Plants,
Alternative 2 involves decommissioning the Lafayette Water Treatment Plant and constructing
anew pipeline and tunnel from the Orinda Water Treatment Plant to serve patrons who would
no longer be served via the decommissioned facility. Table 6-11 discusses these two
alternatives, as well as four alternative scenarios and ranks them based upon reliability,
regulatory and water quality, operations, implementation, environmental impact, and
economics. Alternative 1 ranks first in one category and second in four categories, while
Alternative 2 ranks first in four categories and third in one category. The City questions the
rationale and methodology behind Alternative 1 being the “preferred alternative’” while
Alternative 2 clearly ranks higher, based upon EBMUD’s screening criteria. On August 14,
2006, EBMUD personnel explained that this table was utilized when selecting the alternatives
to be reviewed in the Environmental Impact Report and that Alternative 1 is preferred due to
redundancy. If redundancy is the key determining factor, thus having more weight than all
other criteria, then this table must be revised accordingly and further emphasis should be
placed on explaining why redundancy is a more important factor than reliability,
environmental impacts, economics, et al.

Besides these two alternatives, EBMUD considered expanding the Walnut Creek Water
Treatment Plant and decommissioning the Lafayette Water Treatment Plant, upgrades to the
Lafayette and Orinda Water Treatment Plants, expanding the Lafayette and Walnut Creek
Water Treatment Plants, and expanding the Orinda and Walnut Creek Water Treatment Plants

TELEPHONE: (925) 284-1968 FAX: (925) 284-3169

http//:www.ci.lafayette.ca.us

LAF-1

LAF-2

3675 MT. DIABLO BLVD., SUITE 210, LAFAYETTE, CA 94549
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Comment Letter LAF

and decommissioning the Lafayette Water Treatment Plant. If redundancy is the key
determining factor, the City requests that additional analysis be provided for Alternative 4,
which is a hybrid of Alternatives 1 and 2.

Visibility / Aesthetics
While the majority of the proposed development is screened due to topography and existing

vegetation, visibility and aesthetics will likely be jeopardized by new construction and removal
of existing landscaping. The City requests that EBMUD utilize a darker color palette to aid the
development to blend in the natural environment, particularly for the Lafayette Water
Treatment Plant, Highland Reservoir, Sunnyside Pumping Plant, and development on hillsides.
EBMUD shall utilize natural earth tones, preferably in the brown and green range. The
existing body color for the Lafayette Water Treatment Plant is substantially too light and the
roof color/material stands out from the environment. The City encourages EBMUD to review
their revised colors and materjals with the Planning Services Division and potentially with a
representative from the Design Review Commission. The City also requests that EBMUD
seek review, consultation, and design input of all development and site improvements by the
Design Review Commission, prior to construction

Currently, the Draft EIR refers to the Highland Reservoir as a significant unavoidable impact
in terms of effects on views and scenic vistas. The inadequacy of the visibility analysis for the
Highland demands additional review and analysis. No photos have been taken or simulations
created from Mt. Diablo Blvd. towards the proposed Highland Reservoir site. No analysis has
been relayed from the northwest direction. No photos or photo simulations have been
prepared for the Alternative sites, pursuant to Appendix J. The City requests that additional
visual analysis (including at least three additional photo simulations) be addressed from public
viewpoints towards the proposed site, and for the alternative sites.

To further mitigate off-site visibility concerns about the Highland Reservoir, the City requests
that EBMUD negotiate with the property owners to purchase the parcels 252-050-014, owned
by Ray and Angelina Leal, and 252-050-015, owned by the DeSilva Group Inc. These
properties will be used for construction access. Once the project is completed, the parcels shall
be owned and maintained by EBMUD and permanently reserved as open space.

The City requests that all photographs and photo simulations be dated.

Removal of Protected Trees

Table 3.64 demonstrates that between 160 and 220 protected trees are proposed to be
removed within the City of Lafayette, due to the WTTIP (for Alternative 1). The protected
trees to be removed include 15-25 oak trees for the Lafayette Water Treatment Plant, 95-110
oak trees for the Highland Reservoir and Pipelines, 8 oak and alder trees for the Lafayette
Reclaimed Water Pipeline, 40-60 oak trees for the Moraga Road Pipeline (located at the
Lafayette Reservoir Recreation Area), 10-15 oak trees for the Moraga Road Pipeline (north of
Nemea Court), and 3 pine trees for the Sunnyside Pumping Plant. In addition to the removed
protected trees, EBMUD anticipates potentially damaging between 99 and 144 protected trees.
EBMUD proposes to also remove a significant number of non-protected trees.

LAF-2

LAF-3

LAF-4

LAF-7
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Comment Letter LAF

EBMUD proposes to replace protected trees at a ration of 3:1 for protected trees and 1:1 for
non-protected trees. The City encourages EBMUD to utilize the ratio of two 15-gallon
replacement trees for every six-inches or fraction of the diameter of the protected tree tobe

LAF-8

removed. EBMUD shall also include a Table in Section 3.6 Biological Resources, which JLAF-9

includes the exact species and size of all protected trees proposed to be removed. The City
also encourages EBMUD to utilize a tree species replacement ratio, which reflects the tree
species breakdown of the site. For instance, if the site includes 50% Valley Oaks, 25% Coast
Live Oaks, and 25% California Buckeye, then 2 Valley Oaks, 1 Coast Live Oak, and 1
California Buckeye shall be planted for every four required replacement mitigation trees.

The City has reviewed conceptual landscape plans included in Section 3.3 Visual Quality of
the Draft Environmental Impact Report. The City requests that finalized landscape plans be
reviewed by the City of Lafayette, the City Landscape Consultant (at the expense of EBMUD),
and potentially a representative of the Lafayette Design Review and Planning Commissions to
address appropriate tree replacement and screening mitigation. The City is concerned that 7
conceptual landscape plans do not accurately reflect the required mitigation trees discussed in
the Draft EIR. (i.e. 44 replacement trees are shown for the Highland Reservoir, where a
minimum of 90 replacement trees are required).

Traffic, Noise, and Construction Impacts ]
EBMUD shall adequately post all construction sites with signs that state the permitted hours of
construction. The construction signs shall clearly identify the construction project as
development initiated by EBMUD and shall provide contact information for inquiries,

LAF-10

LAF-11

LAF-12

comments, and complaints, so as to prevent an influx of calls to local government agencies.

The City strongly urges EBMUD to reduce its construction hours from 7:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m. to :[LAF-13

8:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday (for all noise-generating construction). The

City requires that no noise-generating construction be permitted on national holidays. ]:LAF'M

Construction hours shall be further reduced for construction of the Orinda-Lafayette Aqueduct
between Upper Happy Valley Road and Bentley School parking lot to not impact traffic prior
to and directly after school (if Alternative 2 is selected). The City requests that construction

traffic, which occurs prior to 9:00 a.m. and after 4:00 p.m. Advance notices for all road ]
closures shall be posted at least two weeks in advance at the location of the road closure. All
property owners along Glen Road, Nordstrom Lane, Hilltop Drive, and Hastings Court shall be
notified at least 21-days in advance of all lane closures associated with the Glen Pipeline
Improvements project.

The City requests that EBMUD construct a protected walkway along both sides of Mt. Diablo |

Blvd. between Village Center and the Lafayette Reservoir, which includes a landscaped
median and grade change between pedestrian and vehicular use. The design should be very
similar or identical to the new walkway that is currently being installed along Pleasant Hill
Road south of Mt. Diablo Boulevard. The walkway shall be completed in advance of all
construction. Refer to attached plans for design details and specifications.

]:LAF-15

LAF-16
hours be substantially reduced where road closure is necessary, so as to not affect peak-period |

LAF-17

LAF-18
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Comment Letter LAF

The City requests that EBMUD maintain a detour for the Lafayette Reservoir Rim Trail
throughout the entirety of construction of the Highland Reservoir.

New Technologies

The Draft Environmental Impact Report discusses a membrane filtration alternative for the
Lafayette Water Treatment Plant, which is likely to reduce environmental impacts, with the
exception of visual impacts created by two new structures that are approximately 25-feet in
height. The City requests that the reliability and feasibility of this technology be further
discussed and analyzed in the Final Environmental Impact Report. The City also requests
visual analysis, using photo simulation technologies, for this alternative and more refined and
specific environmental analysis (i.e. specific number of trees that will be removed with this
alternative opposed to alternative 1 without the membrane filtration alternative).

Economics / Finances

The Draft EIR fails to analyze the potential financial implications of both alternatives. While
EBMUD staff has maintained the position that finances will not play a role in determining the
alternative chosen, no documentation or analysis has been presented to date. The City
requested that EBMUD address the financial circumstances for both alternatives, in our letter
dated January 10, 2006. Despite this request, it appears that no supporting documentation is
contained within the Draft EIR. The City reiterates this request.

Thank you once again for giving the City of Lafayette the opportunity to offer our comments
of the Draft Environmental Impact Report. If you have any questions, please feel free to
contact Michael Cass, Planning Technician, at 925.299.3219 or at MCass @ci.lafayette.ca.us.

Sincerely,
Steven Falk
City Manager, City of Lafayette

Enc.: Lafayette Tree Protection Ordinance
Pleasant Hill Road Walkway Construction Drawings

LAF-19

LAF-20

LAF-21
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6-1701
Chapter 6-17
TREE PROTECTION
Sections: -
6-1701 Purpose and findings.
6-1702 Definitions. 4
6-1703 Destruction of a protected tree.
6-1704 Permit required to remove a protected tree.
6-1705 Exceptions.
6-1706 Permit category I —Protected tree on property not associated with a
development application.
6-1707 Permit category I1 —Protected tree on property associated with a
development application.
6-1708 Appeal.
6-1709 Restriction on the issuance of a development permit.
6-1710 Restitution and replacement of a protected tree.
6-1711 Enforcement.
6-1712 Nonliability of city. LAF-22
6-1701 Purpose and findings. :

(@) Purpose. The City of Lafayette consists of oak woodland and savannah covered hills,
and valleys that originally contained many large and majestic trees, orchards and creeks
lined with giant valley oak, madrone, buckeye and black walnut trees. Historically, in the
course of development, especially for residential purposes, many of these original trees
were destroyed. It is now recognized that the preservation of trees enhances the natural
scenic beauty, increases property values, encourages quality development, aids in temp-
ering the effect of extreme temperatures, helps to reduce air and noise pollution, furnishes
habitat for wildlife and gives Lafayette an identity and quality that enhances the environ-
ment for all residents and the business community. The Lafayette general plan has goals
and policies for the preservation of the community’s biological resources, including its
trees, and it is the purpose of this chapter to implement these goals and policies.

(b) Findings. The City Council finds that:

(1) The policies of the city are to protect existing woodlands and their associated vege-
ation, protect native trees, preserve riparian habitat, encourage the planting of native spe-
cies, and avoid the cutting of mature trees.

(2) In order to implement these policies and to promote the public health, safety and
welfare, it is necessary to protect existing trees and require the replacement of trees that
have been destroyed or removed.

282-3 (Lafayette Supp. No. 3, 10-03)
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6-1701

(3) Protected trees are valuable assets to the city and the community, and the publi¢
shall be compensated when a protected tree is destroyed or removed in a manner that is
not in compliance with this chapter.

(Ord. 539 § 1 (part), 2003)

6-1702 Definitions.

In this chapter, unless the context otherwise requires:

(a) “Arborist” is a person having one of the following qualifications:

(1) Current listing as a certified arborist by the International Society of Arboriculture; or
(2) Current American Society of Consulting Arborists registered consulting arborist.

(b) “Arborist report” means a report of an arborist developed in a manner consistent with the
guidelines for report writing by the American Society of Consulting Arborists on the
following: ,

(1) Description of the tree’s location, genus, species, diameter and dripline;

(2) Health and condition of the tree, including existing hazards to the tree;

(3) Potential impact of development on the tree or existing tree condition;

(4) Evaluation of preservation potential based on the tree’s existing condition and
in relation to any potential development; and

(5) Recommendations for protection and preservation techniques and requirements,
including restorative or other remedial actions that might be feasible to maintain and LAE-22
improve tree health or to assure survival. -

(c) “Construction” means the act of placing, erecting, modifying or relocating a structure or
the act of preparing property for such work, including clearing, stockpiling, trenching,
grading, compaction, paving or change in ground elevation.

(d) “Destroy” means an action that kills or endangers the health or vigor of a tree, and
includes excessive or improper pruning, topping, grading, irrigation, application of
chemicals, trenching within the drip line or protected perimeter, soil compaction within
the protected perimeter, or damage caused to the trunk or primary limbs during con-
struction.

() “Developed property” means an existing lot of record that cannot be further subdivided
under applicable city regulations and that has an existing legal structure.

(f) “Development application” means an application to subdivide, alter, develop or use a
property that, if approved, will require the issuance of a development permit, including a
building or grading permit. .

(g) “Diameter” means the distance across the tree from outside bark to outside bark with the
distance being determined by the circumference of the tree measured at 4.5 feet above
the natural grade of the tree (also known as diameter at standard height) and divided byt -
(3.1416). The diameter of a multi-trunk tree is the sum of the diameters of its component
trunks.

(h) “Dripline area” means the soil area surrounding tree trunk whose outer perimeter is de- -
fined by the length of the outermost branch tips.

(i) “Manager” means the planning and building services manager or the manager’s designee.

(Lafayette Supp. No. 3, 10-03) 282-4
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6-1702

"Native riparian tree" means a tree indigenous to a riparian habitat along a perennial or

intermittent creek, stream or other watercourse and that is within 30 feet of the top of a creek

bank or that is beyond 30 feet but in such proximity to a creek bank that it requires or

tolerates soil moisture levels in excess of that available in adjacent uplands.

"Native tree" means a tree indigenous to an oak woodland, chaparral, grassland or riparian

habitat.

"Protected area” means the delineated area encompassing the rooting zone of a tree to be

protected from encroachment by construction activities. The area is determined by

projecting from the base of the trunk two feet for every one inch of trunk diameter.

"Protected tree" means a tree on public or private property meeting one or more of the

following standards:

(1) Located on a developed property, that has a trunk diameter of 12 inches or more, and that
is one of the following species: :

valley oak (Q. lobata)

interior live oak (Q. wislizenii)

California bay (Umbellularia californica)
California buckeye (Adesculus californica)
madrone (Arbutus menziesii)

coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia)
canyon oak (Q. chrysolepis)

blue oak (Q. douglasii)

white oak (Q. garryana)

black oak (Q. kelloggii)

(2) Of any size or species and designated to be protected and preserved as part of an
approved development application;

(3) Is a native riparian tree with a trunk diameter of six inches or more or has a multi-trunk

with a diameter of four inches or more and that is one of the following species:

» bigleaf maple (Acer marophyllum) » red willow (Salix laevigata)

= boxelder (A. negundo) » arroyo willow (S. lasiolepis)

» California  buckeye  (Aesculus » coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia)
californica) » valley oak (Q. lobata)

» white alder (Alnus rhombifolia) » California bay (Umbellularia

» black walnut (Juglans hindsii) californica) '

s cottonwood (Populus fremontii)

" (4) Of any species with a diameter of six inches or more and located on an undeveloped

property;
(5) Is a replacement tree planted as restitution for a violation of this chapter; or
(6) Is a native tree of any size or species within a restricted ridgeline area.
"Pruning" means the removal of tree parts. Proper pruning is performed in a manner intended to
achieve a specific goal while minimizing the negative effects on the tree. Improper pruning is
that which may be coupled with a specific goal, not employ techniques with the identified goals,
or result in negative physiological or structural impacts on the tree. Improper pruning includes
topping.
"Remove" means to top excessively, cut down or relocate a tree.
"Restricted ridgeline area” means a class 111 ridgeline or an area within 400 feet of a class I ridge
or 250 feet of a class II ridge, as designated on the Lafayette Area Ridge Map pursuant to
subsection 6-2004(a)(1).
"Topping" means a pruning cut that removes the main stem or stems between nodes, buds or
Jaterals or to a lateral branch or limb not large enough to assume the terminal role that would
result in serious decay and/or permanent alteration of the tree's structure.

282-5 (Lafayette Supp. No. 3, 10-03)
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- 6-1702

(f) “Tree” means a large woody perennial plant with one or more trunks that generally
reaches a minimum height of ten feet at maturity. It does not include shrubs shaped to tree
forms. :

(s) “Undeveloped property” means a vacant parcel, a parcel that can be subdivided or devel-
oped under applicable city regulations, or a parcel with an existing illegal structure.

(Ord. 539 § 1 (part), 2003)

6-1703 Destruction of a protected tree.

It is a violation of this chapter for any person to destroy a protected tree. (Ord. 539 § 1 (part),
2003)
6-1704 Permit required to remove a protected tree.

No person may remove a protected tree without a category I or category II permit under section
6-1706 or 6-1707. (Ord. 539 § 1 (part), 2003)

6-1705 Exceptions.

A category 1 or category II permit is not required:

(a) When a hazardous or dangerous condition requires immediate action to protect life or
property as determined by the city manager or when the imminent threat is certified by an
arborist; LAF-22

(b) Under emergency conditions when ordered by the city manager, an official of the Contra
Costa Consolidated Fire District, or an official of the Contra Costa County Building
Department;

(c) To maintain a firebreak on land covered by flammable material, as required by Public
Resources Code §4291; or

(d) To maintain an unobstructed flow of water for flood control safety in a creek or other
waterways as determined by the city engineer.

(Ord. 539 § 1 (part), 2003)

6-1706 Permit category I — Protected tree on property not associated with a
development application.

(@) Permit required. A category I permit is required to remove a protected tree on property
not currently associated with a development application or that will not be associated
with a development application for a minimum of one year from the date of the issuance
of the permit. :

(b) Application. An application for a category I permit shall be filed with the manager on a
form approved by the city together with a fee fixed by resolution of the City Council. The
application shall include the following information:

(1) Identification of the location, species and diameter of each protected tree to be
removed;
(2) Statement justifying the permit request; and

(Lafayette Supp. No. 3, 10-03) 282-6
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(3) Supplemental information as may be necessary for the manager to properly review
the application, such as photographs or an arborist report concerning the health and
quality of the tree and possible alternative actions.

(c) Application review. The manager shall review the application and inspect the subject
tree. The manager may refer the application to a city commission or the City Council. The
manager may refer the application to an arborist or landscape consultant with arborist
certification for additional review and report. The applicant shall pay the costs of this
additional review and report.

(d) Determination. Within 30 days of deeming an application complete, the manager shall
approve or deny the application. If the application is referred to a city commission or the
City Council, the application shall be approved or denied within 60 days of the date the
application is deemed complete. In acting on the application, the manager, or committee,
commission or City Council, shall consider the following factors:

(1) Health, condition and form of the tree; :

(2) Number, size and location of other trees to remain in the area;

(3) Relationship of the property to ripanan corridors, a scenic or biological resource
area or a restricted ridgeline area;

(4) Role of the tree in a tree grove or woodland habitat;

(5) Value of the tree to the neighborhood in terms of visual effect, wind screening and || AF.22
privacy;

(6) Damage caused by the tree to utilities, streets, sidewalks or existing private struc-
tures or improvements;

(7) Role of the tree in mitigating drainage, erosion or geologic stability impacts; and
(8) Health and condition of the area within the protected perimeter.

(¢) Permit conditions. The permit may include reasonable conditions, such as planting
replacement trees pursuant to subsection 6-1707(G).

(f) Expiration of permit. The permit is valid for 60 days from the date of issuance unless a
Jonger period is stated in the permit. If the applicant does not begin the work authorized
by the permit by the expiration date, the permit shall expire.

(Ord. 539 § 1 (part), 2003)

6-1707 Permit category II — Protected tree on property associated with a
development application.
(a) Permitrequired. A category Il permit is required if the proposed construction may result
in the destruction or removal of a protected tree. : :
(b) Application. An application for a category II permit shall be filed with the manager
concurrently with the development application. The category 11 application shall be on a
form approved by the city together with a fee fixed by resolution by the City Council. The
application shall include the following information:
(1) Depending on the type of development application, one of the following is required:
(A) Site plan showing the trunk location, diameter, species and dripline of each
protected tree within 50 feet of any proposed construction on the subject property

282-7 {Lafayette Supp. No. 3, 10-03)
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and adjacent properties and indicating which protected tree is proposed to be pruned
or removed; or '

(B) For those development applications that require a survey by a licensed surveyor
or engineer, a field-verified topographical survey showing the trunk location,
elevation at the base, diameter, species and accurate dripline of each protected tree
within 100 feet of any proposed construction on the subject property and adjacent
properties, and a table that identifies each protected tree, its diameter and species,
and whether the tree is proposed to be pruned or removed; and

(2) Arborist report;

(3) Statement justifying the removal of each protected tree;

(4) Evidence of compliance with the requirements of responsible agencies for the
removal of a protected tree if applicable; and

(5) Supplemental information required by the manager.

“ (c) Application review. The category II permit application shall be reviewed concurrently
with the development application by the manager, design review commission, planning
commission or City Council as required by type of development application. The time
limit associated with the review of the development application applies to the review of
the category Il permit application. The manager may refer the applicant’s arborist report
to an arborist for peer review. The applicant shall pay the cost of a peer review.

(d) Determination. The application shall be approved or denied by the manager, design
review commission, planning commission or City Council based on the factors in subsec-
tion 6-1706(D) and the following additional factors:

(1) Necessity for the pruning or removal in order to construct a required nnprovement
on public property or within a public right-of-way or to construct an improvement
that allows reasonable economic enjoyment of private property;

(2) Extent to which a proposed improvement may be modified to preserve and maintain
a protected tree; and

(3) Extent to which a proposed change in the existing grade within the protected peri-
meter may be modified to preserve and maintain a protected tree. '

() Permit condition. An approved category II permit shall include a condition where the
applicant shall guarantee the health and vigor of each protected tree to be preserved dur-
ing construction as provided in subsection (f) of this section and shall enter into a land-
scape maintenance agreement with the city assuring the long-term maintenance of the
protected trees. The applicant shall replace a protected tree that is destroyed as provided
in section 6-1710.

(f) Tree protection during construction. The applicant shall comply with the following
requirements:

(1) Before the start of construction, the applicant shall install fencing per city specifica-
tions at the perimeter of the protected area, or other area identified in an arborist
report, of each protected trees to be preserved as shown on the approved construc-
tion plans. The manager shall inspect and approve the fencing and its location before
the issuance of a development permit.

LAF-22

(Lafayette Supp. No. 3, 10-03) 282-8
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(2) No construction may occur within the perimeter of the protected area unless
approved as a condition of the application. The manager may require an arborist to
be present to observe the construction and prepare a report identifying further
requirements for tree protection upon completion of construction.

(3) No construction may occur within the perimeter of the protected area until pruning
of the tree required for access of construction equipment is completed under the
supervision of an arborist.

(4) Under each circumstance where an arborist is required to supervise or observe
construction, the arborist may require additional mitigation measures or halt
construction if necessary to protect the subject trees. The applicant shall pay the
costs of an arborist’s supervision or observation.

(5) The parking or storing of a vehicles, construction trailers, equipment and material
shall not be allowed within the perimeter of the protected area of a tree to be
preserved.

(g) Protected tree replacement. When the removal of a protected tree is permitted, the

applicant shall comply with the following requirements:

(1) Foreach six inches or its fraction of the diameter of the tree to be removed, two 15-
gallon trees shall be planted. If the tree that is removed is listed in subsections
6-1702(m)(1) and 6-1702(m)(3), each replacement tree shall be of the same genus |
and species as the removed tree. The manager may require larger trees for the bene- | | AF-22
fit of the project. In addition, the manager, design review commission, planning
commission or City Council may substitute a lesser number of larger trees or an-
other species based on the finding from an arborist that such a substitution will be
more beneficial to the health and vigor of other protected trees on the property.

(2) Ifthe property associated with the development application cannot accommodate a
replacement tree, as a condition of the permit, the applicant shall make an in-lieu
payment of an amount set by resolution by the City Council for each 15-gallon
replacement tree. The in-lieu payment shall be used by the city for a tree education
or tree-planting program.

(h) Permit expiration. A permit is valid for the same period of time as the approved develop-
ment permit. If the work authorized by the permit is not started before the expiration date,
the permit expires.

(Ord. 539 § 1 (part), 2003)

6-1708 Appeal.

An appeal of a decision made pursuant to this chapter is governed by Sections 6-225 through
6-238. (Ord. 539 § 1 (part), 2003)

6-1709 Restriction on the issuance of a development permit.

A development permit may not be issued for construction on a property upon which a protected
tree was destroyed or removed without a permit for a period of five years from the date of violation
as determined by the manager. The manager may waive this time limit if the tree is replaced as

282-9 (Lafayette Supp. No. 3, 10-03)
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.ENERAL NOTES:

THE IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR PLEASANT HILL ROAD HAVE BEEN PREPARED USING THE
TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY SUPPLIED BY ENKE AND ASSOCIATES IN AUGUST, 2004.

2. UNDERGROUND FACILITIES AND OBSTRUCTIONS INDICATED ARE FOR INFORMATION ONLY. IT IS THE

CONTRACTOR’S RESPONSIBILITY TO VERIFY THE LOCATION AND ELEVATION OF ALL EXISTING UTILITES

WITHIN THE WORK AREA PRIOR TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY
UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT (U.S.A.) AT (800) 2272600 A MINIMUM OF TWO WORKING DAYS IN

ADVANCE OF ANY EXCAVATION. EXCAVATION SHALL NOT BEGIN UNTIL UNDERGROUND UTILITIES HAVE

BEEN LOCATED.

3. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE APPROPRIATE AGENCIES PRIOR TO THE START OF ANY WORK
WHICH MAY AFFECT THEIR FACILITIES. THE FOLLOWING UTILITIES AND AGENCIES ARE KNOWN TO
HAVE FACILITIES WITHIN THE PROJECT LIMITS: -

CENTRAL CONTRA COSTA SANITARY DISTRICT -4325) 228-9500
EAST BAY MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT (WATER) 15} 542-9000
SBC (TELEPHONE 510} 784-3211
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC (GAS %Rl 510} 784—3

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC (ELEC ch 925) 284-1951
QTY OF LAFAYETTE ENGINEERING SERVICES (STORM DRAIN) (9230 2841951
CONSOLIDATED FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 325} 349-3300
ggglﬁQST (CABLE TELEVISION) 650) 513-2545

4. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL INSPECT THE PROJECT SITE PRIOR TO SUBMITTING A BID IN ORDER TO
OBSERVE AND DETERMINE THE EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS.

5. TRAFFIC CONTROL DURING CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILITY. ALL
JRAFFIC CONTROL AND DEVICES SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE LATEST EDITION OF THE
MANUAL OF TRAFFIC CONTROLS FOR CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE WORK ZONES” ISSUED BY
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.

6. EE %TRACTOR SHALL ASSUME COMPLETE RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE JOB SITE CONDITIONS DURING

RSE_OF CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROJECT. THESE PLANS DO NOT INCLUDE COMPONENTS

NECESSARY FOR CONSTRUCTION SAFETY. IT IS THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILTY TO PROVIDE FOR

THE SAFETY OF ALL PERSONS AND PROPERTY DURING THE COURSE OF THE PROJECT.
7. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL COMPLY WITH THE RULES AND REGULATIONS OF CAL/OSHA. TH

IS
ﬁ%ﬁg‘gEMENT SHALL BE MADE TO APPLY CONTINUOUSLY AND NOT BE LIMITED' TO NORMAL WORKING

8. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE FOR CONTINUOUS INGRESS AND EGRESS TO ALL PUBLIC AND
PRIVATE PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO THE WORK THROUGHOUT THE PERIOD OF CONSTRUCTION.

9. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY DAMAGES TO THE SITE OR THE SURROUNDING
AREA AS A RESULT OF THE CONTRACTOR'S WORK OR OPERATIONS. EXISTING CURB, GUTTER AND
OTHER IMPROVEMENTS THAT ARE DAMAGED OR DISPLACED BY THE CONTRAGTOR SHALL BE
REPLACED AT THE CONTRACTOR’'S EXPENSE.

10. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL LOCATE, REFERENCE, AND SET SUFFICIENT MARKS FOR ALL CITY OWNED
AND NON--CITY OWNED EXISTING MANHOLE COVERS, VALVE COVERS, SURVEY MONUMENTS, IRON

PIPES, RAILSOAD SPIKES, ETC., PRIOR TO STARTING ANY WORK IN THE PAVEMENT AREA WITHIN THE

PROJECT LIMITS,

1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL ADJUST EXISTING STORM DRAIN MANHOLES AND SURVEY MONUMENT
FRAMES AND LIDS TO GRADE. EACH UTILITY COMPANY AND AGENCY WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
?HDEMS'ITIIEI(T;Y ﬂégspiﬁ%gﬂES. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY AND COORDINATE THIS WORK WITH

12. THE FINAL ADJUSTMENT TO FINISHED GRADE OF ALL STORM DRAIN MANHOLES AND SURVEY
MONUMENTS SHALL BE MADE FOLLOWING PLACEMENT OF THE ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAY.

13. DIMENSIONS SHOWN ARE TG FACE OF CURB OR DIKE UNLESS OTHERWISE - NOTED.

APPLICABLE STANDARD PLANS

E BUT ARE NOT 0 FOIL.OWING:

ALTRANS STANDARD PLANS FOR CON: CTION OF STREE
DATED JULY 2002 (EXCEPT ALL WORK WITHIN CALTRANS R/W
SHALL BE PER CALTRANS STANDARD PLANS DATED 2004)

ND_ROADS

AZ20 AB,CD PAVEMENT MARKERS AND TRAFFIC LINES, TYPICAL DETAILS
3 A24 AB,CDE PAVEMENT MARKINGS, ARROWS, SYMBOLS, WORDS AND CROSSWALKS
A87 CURBS, DIKES AND DRIVEWAYS
ES—-1 AB,C SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
ES—-2 ACD SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
ES-3 C SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
. ES~4 AB,C,D,E SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
E£S-5 AB,CD SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
ES-6 A LIGHTING STANDARDS
ES-7 AB,CEFMN SIGNAL AND LIGHTING STANDARDS
ES-8 SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
ES-10 SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
ES-11 SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
ES-13 AB SIGNAL, LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
RSP A88 AB CURB RAMP DETAILS

™ TRAFTIC CONTROL SYSTEM FOR LANE CLOSURE ON MULTILANE
CONVENTIONAL HIGHWAYS

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY STANDARD DETAILS (LATEST EDITION)

CA73i CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER AND CONCRETE LINED DITCH DETAILS
CA90i MAILBOX DETAILLS

CD11i INLET FRAME AND GRATE

CD16i STANDARD MANHOLE ON EXISTING TYPE "C" INLET BASE

CD20i TYPE "A" INLET :

CD21i TYPE "B” INLET

CD30i PRECAST MANHOLE, TYPE | BASE, FRAME & COVER

CD31i TYPE Il MANHOLE BASE

7 CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY
EXISTING UTILITY LOCATIONS
PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION
CALL USA AT (800) 227-2600

ONDDM B UN - |§

9-10
11-16
17.
18
19
20-21
22-25
26-32
33-38

LAF-23
I . SYMBOL DESCRIPTION
. PROPOSED  EXSTNG .
. . mamwmem  STORM DRAIN
M G ) STORM DRAIN MANHOLE
' —=—w—  EX FENCE
) - CB CATCH BASIN
—5S5——  SANITARY SEWER LINE
MULTI-PURPOSE PATH S T S L e
' : SSRIO SANITARY SEWER RODDING INLET
(MT DIABLO BOULEVARD TO RELIEZ STATION ROAD) ' ——W——  WATER LINE
. ) o wo WATER VALVE
1 ek WATER METER
PROJECT NO. 014-9654 S
* ovo GAS VALVE
DERAL AID PROJECT NO. STPL — 5404 (014) M FRE WORANT
FE . —E——  UNDERGROUND ELECTRICAL LINE
o o PG&E VAULT
pu UNDERGROUND TELEPHONE LINE
— T——  UNDERGROUND CABLE TV LINE
opp - POWER POLE :
osp SIGNAL POLE
e PHCI  TELEPHONE VAULT/MH
A SURVEY CONTROL POINT
MONG A SURVEY MONUMENT W/FRAME & COVE
- STREET -SIGN :
e AC DITCH
e e+ EARTH SWALE
__DETALL No.
@'—"— SHEET No. .
+2 CORE LOCATION AND CORE NO.
NNNSNY AC DWY CONFORM PAVING
6’ WEDGE GRIND
TS NEW AC PATHWAY
:I LIMIT OF AC OVERLAY
LIMIT OF BASE FAILURE REPAIR
. oL
——————————LOCATION MAP ! ' AC ROADWAY CONFORM PAVING
NTS A,
- S POINT
AC ASPHALT CONCRETE F FACE RAD RADIU
DESCRPTY : AB AGGREGATE BASE FACP FRONT OF AC PATH RCP :gr:gsé:so CONCRETE PIPE
MTLE SHEETY - BACP BACK OF AC PATH F/C FACE OF CURB REL
KEY MAP AND CONSTRUCTION AREA SIGNS BC BEGIN CURVE F/F FACE OF CURB TO FACE OF CURB RET gﬁ;ﬂg/ggowggm RETURN
PLAN AND PROFILE STA 10+00 TO STA 14425 BSW BACK OF SIDEWALK F/W FACE OF WALL gv/lw RIGHT OF WAY
PLAN AND PROFILE STA 14+25 TO STA 20400 C&G CURB AND :::UTER gil_ v gmiﬂmcls?é\gz w SIDEWAL
P D PrOpLE STA 20+00 TO STA 26400 g?:c SSLCT:ABQESTA COUNTY P IRON PIPE s, s STATION LINE
PLAN AND PROFILE STA 26+00 TO STA 31450 ceL CROWN CONTROL LINE tF UNEAR FEET sD STORM DRAIN
PLAN AND PROFILE STA 31450 TO STA 37400 : " il STANDARD
CIDH CAST—IN=DRILL—HOLE up UP OF GUTTE
TYPICAL CROSS SECTIONS - & ¢ CENTER LINE MAX MAXIMUM TC TOP OF CURB
CONSTRUCTION DETAILS CONST  CONSTRUCT MIN MINIMUM ™ TOP OF DIKE
CROSS SECTIONS : oMP CORRUGATED METAL PIPE MBGR METAL BEAM GUARD RAILING m TOTAL LENGTH
CONSTRUCTION DETAILS AND CURB RETURN PROFILES CR CURB RETURN MSA MAXIMUM SIZE AGGREGATE P TYPICAL -
PROPOSED DRIVEWAYS AND CONFORM DETAILS cB CEMENT TREATED BASE NTS NOT TO SCALE V6 ‘\'/l.:lll._lr.EEY GUTTE|
CONSTRUCTION DETAILS AND STAGE CONSTRUCTION PLAN D/W DRIVEWAY oc ON CENTER W - 3
SIGNING AND STRIPING PLANS £C END CURVE PCC PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE % YELL
SIGNAL MODIFICATION, CONDUCTOR AND EQUIPMENT SCHEDULES EP EDGE OF PAVEMENT PROP PROPOSED
IRRIGATION PLANS . EX EXISTING PVMT PAVEMENT
PLANTING PLANS.
PROD 200 CITY OF LAFAYETTE
ENGINEER.
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PLEASANT HILL ROAD STATION LINE (SL) ALIGNMENT DATA

Northing Eosting

Desc. Station Spiral/Curve Data
PC 6435.85
RP
Delta: 04-04-22
Radius: 1509.00
Length: 107.27
Chord: 107.24
PT 7+43.12
Length: 301.46
PC 10+44.58
RP
Delta: 17-38-04
Rodius: 1091.00
Length: 335.79
Chord:. 334.46
PT 13+80.37
Length: 446,35
PC 18426.72
RP
Delta: 00-49-33
Rodius: 2000.00
Length: 28.83
Chord: 28.83
PT 18+56.55 )
Length: 836.85
PC 26+92.40
RP
Delto: 02-22-09
Rodius: 2000.00
Length: 82.70
Chord: 82.69
PT 27475.10 Len
: 974.90
37450 ot

2153120.6572 6101223.6063
2153024.9465 6099717.6447

Course: S 01-36-00 E

2153013.4568 . 6101226.6009

Course: S 00-26-11 W

2152712.0018 6101224.3054
2152703.6940 6102315.2737

Course: S 08~22-51 E

2152381.1105 6101273.0545
Course: S 17-11-53 &

2151954.7136 6101405.0312

2151363.3598 6099494.4552

Course: S 16-47-07 E
2151927.1152 6101413.3559
Course: S 16-22-20 E
21511241970 6101649.2458

2150560.4416 6099730.3452

Course: S 15-11-16 E
2151044.3919 61016709101
Course: S 14-00-11 E
2150098.4616 6101506.8121

PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION

"L CALL uSA AT (800} 227-2600

KEY

PLEASANT HILL ROAD

MAP _AND CONSTRUCTION AREA SIGNS

PLEASANT HILL ROAD CONTROL POINTS

Point Northing Easting Elevation Description

1952  2152525.2190 6101478.4000 25833 CS1

3418 2151073.9590 6101907.8550 23465 €S 22\702
3419% 2151086.9620 6102058.8250 23376  CS OLD 4 MON
' 3224* 2153454.0340 61011583710 293.94 NAIL\CAL TRANS

TYPE

D <
W20~-1 =
G202 =

* NOT SHOWN ON KEY MAP ~ OUTSIDE WORK LIMITS

s
7

PLEASANT HILL ROAD
EXISTING PAVEMENT AND CORE DATA

CORE | CORE AC C1B SUBGRADE CLASSIFICATION
NO | DIA |THICKNESS | THICKNESS AND CONDITION
@ |2-3/4" 3-1/2" N/A N/A

@ & 4 9 B p

@ |[2-3/4" 3 N/A N/A

®| & 5-3/4" 7-1/4" BROWN CLAY, DRY
®| & | «-i/8 | -3/ BROWN, Rty Sawo
__@ 2-3/4"| 3-1/2" N/A . N/A

@ & | 3-3/4 10° W@fﬂ@
2-3/4"| 5-3/4" N/A N/A

CONSTRUCTION AREA SIGNS:

DESCRIPTION & SIZE

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION /FUNDING
"ROAD WORK AHEAD"
"END ROAD WORK"”

v

CONSTRUCTION AREA

. THE LOCATION FOR EACH SIGN SHALL BE APPROVED IN ADVANCE
BY THE ENGINEER., UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN ON THE PLANS,
SIGNS SHALL BE MOUNTED ON 4"x4” WOOD POSTS, SECURELY
BURIED IN THE GROUND. (PROJECT IDENTIFICATION/FUNDING
SIGN PANELS SHALL BE MOUNTED ON TYPE il BARRICADES.)

. ALL EXCAVATION FOR CONSTRUCTION AREA SIGNS SHALL BE
DONE BY METHODS USING HAND TOOLS WITHOUT THE USE OF .
POWER TOOLS OR DRILLS. EXISTING UTILITIES SHALL BE MARKED
BY UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT (USA TEL.: 1-800-227-2600)
PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY EXCAVATION.

QUANTITY

IGN NOTES:

2 EA
8 EA
9 EA

19 TOTAL

APPROVED

CITY OF LAFAYETTE

CITY ENGINEER

AZAR |

ENGINEERING, INC.

4807 CLAYTON ROAD, SUTTE 200
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CALL USA AT (800} 227-2600

NOTES

1. FOR CURB RETURN (CR) ELEVATION
DATA, SEE SHEET 17.

2. FOR SIGN RELOCATION, REMOVAL
OR INSTALLATION SEE SIGNING
AND STRIPING PLAN.

3. PROPOSED DRIVEWAY DETAILS,
ELEVATIONS AND CONFORMS
ARE SHOWN ON SHEET 18.

PENEEEEEE

UTILITY LEGEND

RAISE SDMH TO GRADE
RAISE SSMH TO GRADE (BY CCCSD)

RAISE WATER VALVE TO GRADE (BY EBMUD)
RAISE TELEPHONE MH,/VALVE TO GRADE (8Y SBC)

RAISE TRAFFIC SIGNAL BOX TO GRADE
RAISE WATER METER TO GRADE

RAISE FIRE HYDRANT TO GRADE (BY EBMUD)

RAISE PG&E VAULT TO GRADE (PG&E)
RAISE ELEC BOX TO GRADE

PN
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EX CURB, GUTTER AND

‘VARIES % Comnient Letter LA
" VARIES | | LAF-23
" (SEE PLANS) PCC CURB (TYP)
BACKFILL BEHIND

0.17° AC OVERLAY

#4—BAR CONTINUOUS (TYP)

0.17" AC OVERLAY

RESTORE EX IRRIGATION
SYSTEM & LANDSCAPING

. SEE LANDSCAPE PLANS
SIDEWALK TO REMAIN - o 172" NSA . l 1/27 Nsh O| & WEDGE GRIND _| 1.5’ ,
= 3"+ (TYP) R=1/2" TYP [
- | : = oo
i T -~ #4 X 12" DOWEL &
& 3 oc (TYP) é 'FLOW DIRECTION
= VARIES 2
E VARIES EX LANDSCAPE =
-— —ZZ AREA TO REMAIN - ;
———— ______——-———-——"—Jk"'—"—_ — —\— —  __ __\—FaRIC T T .
FABRIC __ _ — o o o = DRLL &EPOXY A .\ T T T — e :
 uenme mae 11— — T EX PVMT SECTION DOWELS 6" INTO 7 . EX PWMT SECTION — — — —_—— 1 *l ,
o215 wepoe GSLP;;D —_———— (AS-BUILT PLANS) & cures (P)— | PROM STATIONS 104700 (AS—BUILT PLANS) ‘
OW GUTTER LIP, TYP 0.30° AC e — CEVENNOSGOURSE. DETALLS 0.30° AC REMOVE EX AC, CTB, C&G AND| SIDEWALK
________ ?gg:—gg’ — : T — — 65l — CONSTRUCT NEW MONOLITHIC PCG C, G & SW
——————————— 1.05 ASB T T — — -SEE-DETAL
L——— (AN TYPICAL CROSS SECTION DETAIL »
\Q/NTS - FROM STA 10+25% TO STA 13+25% ' C
* + § .
VARIES [
VARIES I po __285%
(SEE PLANS) o ) \ )
BACKFILL BEHIND al.tS 4.5 e 10 |
NEW CURBS WITH #4-BAR CONTINUOUS . R Tabscare | T AL e THAY
NATIVE MATERIAL 017’ AC OVERLAY PLANS o G
10 4.5 1.5 0.17° AC OVERLAY . —1 /0" 1/2" MSA ‘
WULTI—PURPOSE AC PATHWAY | LANDSCAPE AREA & 1/27 MSA _[ + (TYP) R=1/2" TP NEW PCC C&G SEE PLANS FOR PROP AC DITCH
" SEE DETAIL SEE LANDSCAPE NEW PCC_C&G e ——— ) NEW PCC CURB DETALL /5 AND EARTH SWALE LOCATIONS
‘ PLANS DETAIL o - s - I
' 3 - 17" :
047" ; i ‘r\ o|1 - ,
VA _—[ =
2% AL = oM A e <SS EX LANDSCAPE
—— 0.5 o AREA TO REMAIN i S 11
Y pm——— Y e —— T HEEP LTI -@g.—‘—_
b 2t L RS 1o FABRIC EXPWIT SECTON —— X e g DRILL & EPOXY e T T T — G Wg&}:&l} SOAPE LS.
bl S0 2 I w| . — —F —_— ON EX PCC C&G TO ¥ - \ _________ L DRAIN SCAPE :
BRAIN, SEE LANDSOAPE. PLANS _—— (AS-BULT PLANS) REMAIN (TYP)— | BX Gt (1) L AR EX PWMT SECTION = -
. LANS. 5 |5 0.30' AC — — 3 (TP) (AS—BULLT PLANS) 3
= y el ————- T T e ] | (AS~
roue o 1 | eR - 035 om — e 3 o Ol oo
> — — e — . " 0.65' CTB ' = ——CTB-AND €&G —
e el DRI M L B TYPICAL CROSS SECTION DETAIL 1.05' ASB 2
! I J Ko A=< . 8 /NS FROM STA 13450% 1O STA 27425% REMOVE EX AC & REMOVE EX AC & BASE MATERIALS (CTB &
REMOVE EX AC & BASE ' '

REMOVE EX AC & BASE MATERIALS (CTB &
ASB) A MIN OF 18" BELOW PROPOSED FINISH
GRADE WITHIN THE LANDSCAPE AREA &

- PLACE TOP SOIL MATERIAL AS SHOWN ON
THE LANDSCAPE PLANS.

7'+

MATERIALS (CTB) TO
CONSTRUCT NEW CURB & GUTTER

28.5'+

2

|
VARIES

LOW POINT

0.17° AC OVERLAY
1/2° MSA

-

2 3

3z ——————
w3

2 |

REMOVE EX C&G, AC & BASE MATERIALS
(CTB & ASB) A MIN OF 18" BELOW
PROPOSED FINISH GRADE AND BACKFILL
WITH MATIVE MATERIAL.

CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY
EXISTING UTILITY LOCATIONS
PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION
CALL USA .AT (800) 227-2600

REMOVE EX AC &
BASE MATERIALS (CTB)
TO CONSTRUCT NEW
CURB & GUTTER

—EXPWMT SECTION
(AS—BUILT PLANS)

0.30° AC
—0.65-¢1B — —
1.05" ASB

(SEE PLANS)
NEW PCC|CURB (TYP)

#4-BAR CONTINUOUS (TYP)

BACKFILL BEHIND
NEW CURB WITH
NATIVE MATERIAL:

e —~—

3+ (TYP)

EX LANDSCAPE
AREA TO REMAIN

{ 285+

BASE MATERIALS (CTB)
TO CONSTRUCT NEW
CURB & GUTTER

017" AC OVERLAY
1/2° MSA

ASB) A MIN OF 18" BELOW PROPOSED FINISH
GRADE WITHIN THE LANDSCAPE AREA &
PLACE TOP SOIL MATERIAL AS SHOWN ON
LANDSCAPE ' PLANS.

ol 1.5 4.5 | 10’ |
Ly LANDSCAPE AREA MULTI-PURPOSE AC PATHWAY
SEE LANDSCAPE SEE DETAIL /B
PLANS [,
NEW PCC C&G

FABRIC

o

FROM STA 274251 TO STA 36+75%

017’

0.17"
RN

SEE PLANS FOR PROP AC DITCH,
PROP EARTH SWALE AND
EX RETAINING WALL LOCATIONS

2%

R o
Y
ISTRIY

NEW SUBDRAIN & 6"

! 11/ BRAIN. SEE| LANDSCAPE PLANS.

REMOVE EX AC &
BASE MATERIALS (CTB)
TO CONSTRUCT NEW
CURB & GUTTER

#4 X 12° DOWEL L
EX GURB (TYP) L__"#& i Y T E’J_Jﬁlﬁi‘lﬁ'é> g |
B T — __ REMOVE EX AG, .
TYPICAL CROSS SECTION DETAIL by g ’& TR Cas

GRADE WITHIN THE LANDSCAPE AREA &

PLACE TOP SOIL MATERIAL AS SHOWN ON

LANDSCAPE PLANS.

REMOVE EX AC & BASE MATERIALS (CTB &
ASB) A MIN OF 18" BELOW PROPOQSED FINISH
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. 2 4" PCC SW OR 6" PCC DWY _ Commantdeetter LAF
EX CURB 7O BE REMOVED GA WRE MESH 2 AC DITCH WITH
017 AC (TYP BOTH SIDES) : © DWY ONLY) ‘

NATIVE MATERIAL

AC DITCH LAF-23
31

3

AB .
90% RELATIVE COMPACTION

3 UNDER SW. 95% RELATIVE )\ COMPACT SUBGRADE TO
~ COMPACTION UNDER DWY AND C&G ,_‘_0'4,_"“25, 0.2 MIN AC %ZORS%I;A;E/LEO ml?cnou
RELA o ' COMPACT SUBGRADE UNDER COMPACT SUBGRADE UNDER ACPATH| 1/2° MSA 10,950’
90% RELATIVE SECTION A-A ~GOMPACT SUBGRADE TO C&G TO 95% RELATIVE SW TO 90X AND UNDER DWY PLAN.
COMPACTION . €5% RELATIVE COMPACTION COMPACTION TO 0.50' BELOW T0 95% RELATIVE COMPACTION
L‘ THE GRADING PLANE TO 0.50' BELOW THE GRADING PLANE B\ AC DITCH
E£X PUSH BUTTON : (3 VERTICAL CURB DETAIL .4\ MONOLITHIC CURB, GUTTER AND SIDEWALK /™
-/ POLE TO REMAN o NS = ' Yo Al
REMOVE EX CURB & PCC ~ REMOVE EX MATERIAL \8/ o 8/ ' )
CONSTRUGT NEW POC CURD | V., 5 M PCC PASSAGE WAY ,  TO CONSTRUCT NEW ' . .
& PCC ISLAND SURFACING o PASSAGE WAY.

REGRADE BEHIND NEW
CURB TO MATCH EX

CONSTRUCT 18" WIDE , o
EARTH DITCH

" & EX
* SRR / oR
COMPACTED 4

EX CONCRETE RETAINING
WALL TO REMAIN

#4 X 10° REBAR AT

2' OC DOWELED AND

€X SD PIFE
TO REMAIN \
12°% LENGTH
3/4" DRAIN ROCK 1Y (
COMPACT SUBGRADE UNDER COMPACT SUBGRADE TO T M WG GEOTEXTLE FABRIC 6 0z/sY, |+ ] REMOVE EX
EPOXIED INTO CURB. IF " ISLAND SURFACING TO 90% 90% RELATIVE COMPACTION . - 4-3/4" D
NOT POURED MONOLITHIC AND UNDER CURB TO 95% (B 1 / NON—WOVEN (MIRAFI 160 N 1¥ |
I Y L N A
WITH THE CURB(TYP) RELATIVE COMPACTION I l 1=1/4" OR APPROVED EQUAL) L
= Lameses W
SECTION B-B 127 R ;/f_ & . 5 SLOPE AT 1% MN. Rk
R = A L
s'- & Tt :_ - .}_ ——
\ DETECTABLE WARNING R ~ oy out B
——————— 17
: 2 J CLASS 2 AB Ny
% 95% RELATIVE COMPACT SUBGRADE TO -~ 95% RELATIVE f, PCC PLUG
f‘é\ SOMPACTION 95% RELATIVE COMPACTION COMPACTION ~La CLASS 520-C—-2500
3 CATCH GUTTER SPLL, GUTTER
")
3 (6)\ __CURB AND GUTTER DETAIL
)

/(7\ PATHWAY AT EX CONC WALL/SUBDRAIN DETAIL 8\ PLUG EX STORM DRAIN
- O | o= o™
NOTE:

~ & IRRIGATION SYSTEM I CR=13+22.07-36.84RT
CONFLICT WITH THE
PROPOSED WORK, SHALL

BEGIN TRANSITION CATCH
13+07.97 C&G TO SPILL C&G— 13+23.34, 39.87" RT
BE REPLACED/RELOCATED.

; TC 266.85—35.58RT w © 265.97 T 265.91
\ Y RAMP
(1) MEDIAN PASSAGE WAY AND SURFACING DETAIL ’

265.51 ’ — )
. UIP OF GUTTER 265.41 _ — . I L
R UP 265.30+ N RN SRR - -
‘ L | . . 1 - S OO G “ N CTYCTY
' 28+01.08 000! 00000 28+29.41
\8 /"= AT MT DIABLO BLVD AND PLEASANT HILL ROAD INTERSECTION = 5‘} » 746,85 RETANIE CONG CODHHEEXS TC 240.08
g 000 000000000
AP S5 : DETECTABLE Ravr 240,89\ QURB R0 RAMP 240.06
=t WARNING ‘ e TRIAFET
& ———l i " SURFACE TR N RIEG "
1/2" 2 . P 266.71 A e --3" RAMP_265.47 NS N
RADIUS s . RANPHI[l| 833% - -1 Tl : CENTER OF RAMP T I N
PROFOSED AC 1/2" RADIUS ST T s DAL TR G 5 N TH
OVERLAY — N — St -ykseesy f 1342143, 45.82° RY L siclaong.
| e} FIs | S e TC 26583 R 2% —
RSl RANP 265.43 - PR
FZ2T T T 777777 Tc 6 VAN - . d :
i - A-VAEty UP OF GUTTER 265.33 —oxl
, RAMP 268.65-] = ¥ EX LIP 265.33% s - "Wk - o
#4 DOVELL © 4 SPILL C&G - —
#4 LONGITUDINAL BAR 8" LENGTH MIN S 7 &
%@Q@.\g '@‘996.9&
ED *B3" 13+07.06-59.96'RT Lo /)
MODIFIED TYPE "BS" CURB e TRANSIION TO SPILL CURB- &'l;‘g q,,&‘l;@ RETAINING
TC 266.05 2 <& <& 22,
MODIFIED PCC MEDIAN B DF oesses i
e ISLAND SURFACING EX CONSTRUCTION JOINT 13+15.74—60.7'+ RT :
TYPE "B3 —BEGIN_TRANSITION 10 SPILL_CURB—
CURB, TYP ; BEGIN RAR EX CURB WITH SPILL GUTIER
PROPOSED .S /7~ REMOVE EX MEDIAN = EX TC 265.774—MATCH EX-
FACE OF CURB © - AC OVERLAY Piova . s EX LP 265.48% '
REMOVE EX MEDIAN QERTTH 72T 7 9\ CURB RAMP AT STA 13426+ RT 10\ CURB RAMP AT STA 28415+ RT
ISLAND SURFACING - \\?\\\\ \QJNTS 9 NTS
PONT  STA OFFSET DESCRIPTION EX_AC PYMT ' JULY 19, 2005| APPROVED 2005 CITY OF LAFAYE' IE
A SURFACE COURSE .
1 2748041 515 LT  CENTER OF RADIUS
2 2749589 6.65 LT  CENTER OF RADIUS T
3 2749804 020"
20' LT CENTER OF RADIUS SECTION C-C PN
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GUTTER LIP

PAVING AT
\10/ '©

DWY DEPRESSED
CURB AND GUTTER

LP OR LIMIT

EX OR NEW DWY OR AC_RAMP
ADE TYPICAL AT ALL DRIVEWAYS

(A€ NPE 512 wsw)

\—PLANED SURFACE
OR EX AC GRADE

\— PAPER

1* AT DRIVEWAYS
2' AT SIDE STREETS

TEMPORARY ASPHALT CONCRE'fE RAMP

(4
\30/"" AT DRIVEWAYS AND SIDE STREET CONFORMS

LIMIT OF PAVING

AC OVERLAY

(EX PAVEMENT) 0.10" (MIN.) PAVEMENT FABRIC WHERE
, SHOWN ON PLANS
o0 pLanmg T NOIE

ING  COLD PLANE CONFORMS MEDIATELY
PRIOR TO THE PLACEMENT OF THE
TOP LAYER OF Al

(7 AC OVERLAY TRANSITION

\10/N55 AT TRANSVERSE CONFORMS

CONTRACTOR TO VERFY
EXISTING UTILITY LOCATIONS
PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION
CALL USA AT (800) 227-2600

PAVEMENT FABRIC WHERE
SHOWN ON PLANS

—~AC OVERLAY

e o ——

EX ACH

EX C1B

(2 'ﬁsc BASE FAILURE REPAIR

VARIABLE BOTTOM OF
AVEMENT

‘ - PA ;
VARIABLE BOTTOM OF

Leoumc*r SU
ACTION

SX_RELATRVE- COMP.
IF EXCAVA'HON IS BELOW
EXISTING AC AND NO CTB FOUND

REPLACE WITH A .
(PLACE TWO 015" LIFTS) ‘ NOTE: .

Comment Letter LAF
LAF-23

AC RAMP
(TYPE "B", 1/2" MSA)

LIMIT OF PAVING

PAPER —

OONTRACTOR SHALL ALSO CONSTRUCT TEMPORARY RAMP

AT A MINIMUM 30:1 SLOPE LONGITUDINALLY ALONG
THE TRAVEL

LANE TO PROVIDE A SMOOTH APPROACH/

DEPARTURE TRANSITION FOR TRAFFIC.

EMPORARY ASPHALT CONCRETE RAMP

NTS AT AC PAVEMENT TRANSVERSE CONFORMS

\10/ .El TEMF
\10/
(RN .
Snromi &
=
2l new cue £
=5 S
ol ' PAVEMENT FABRIC
= Y S WHERE SHOWN ON PLANS
<
3 B,
A3 1 .
xeaenent |/ | BB
TO REMAN q-_.
*NOTE:
* PLANED SURFACE
\/(Ex PAVEMENT) %"&R PLANTEH CONFORMS WMEDIATELY
: TP LAVER OF AG N y
CG.D PLANING t
6\ AC OVERLAY TRANSITION (6
NTS AT SIDE STREET CONFORMS . . - 10/" 5

(WITH CURB AND GUTTER)

EX SW TO REMAIN OR NEW SW PER DETAIL
SEE PLANS FOR NEW SW LOCATIONS

#4 X 10" REBAR AT §' OC DOWELED
AND EPOXIED INTO EX SIDEWALK.

" AGCREGATE
BASE. COMPACT TO
95% RELATIVE COMPACTION —

COMPACT SUBGRADE TO
95% RELATIVE COMPACTION

2°X6” PRESSURE TREATED
DOUGLAS FIR HEADER
BOARD AT ALL EXPOSED

10° AC PATHWAY i

COMPACT SUBGRADE
TO 95X RELATIVE
COMPACTION TO 0.50°
BELOW THE GRADING PLANE

THE BACK OF AC PATHWAY
AT THE LOCATIONS SHOWN
ON THE CROSS SECTION SHEETS

3/4"X24" GALV STEEL PIPE ©
. 4 OC ATTACHED TO HEADER
W/2-GALV STEEL PIPE CLAMPS

AND 10x1-1/4" GALV SCREWS
(TYP) :

0.17 AC,
1/2° MSA

NOTE:

HEADER BOARD JOINTS SHALL BE
LAPPED ON THE OUTSIDE OF
HEADER WITH 1"°X4"X2' LONG REDWOOD
BOARDS BETWEEN PIPES USING MINIMUN
#0x2" WOOD SCREWS. THE TOP OF
1"%4" SHALL BE 1" MIN BELOW THE TOP
OF 2°X6"/2"X12" HEADER BOARD.

2
COMPACTED TO 95%
RELATIVE COMPACTION

’

2-0"

NEW 10’ MULTI-PURPOSE AC PATHWAY

PLEASANT HILL ROAD

SAWCUT IF_EX
SIDEWALK TO REMAIN

EX STORM
DRAIN PIPE

—

PCC COLLAR
(CLASS 560-C—-3250)

/—PROPRCP

(Ac 1 /z' MSA)

SECTION A-A
NTS

/8 NEW CURB AND GUTTER (9 PCC COLLAR
\J0/"™ AT EXISTING PAVEMENT \10/"®
e N — CITY OF LAFAYETTE
N AZAR | P Y
ENGINEERING, INC. AT AT e
137 AN 500, ST 200 — CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
3 | D e
- GEQED._MA__{Ety BT seer 10 e 38
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CITY OF LAFAYETTE

PLEASANT HILL ROAD
MULTI-PURPOSE PATH IMPROVEMENTS
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BY | DATE_{DATE: JULY 1S,

SUBMITTED, JULY 19, 2405 | APPROVED
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ENGINEERING, INC.

A

NOTE

1. FEATHER ASPHALT CONCRETE LEVELING COURSE

TO MATCH EXISTING SURFACE. PAVEMENT
REINFORCEMENT FABRIC SHALL BE PLACED
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