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I.  Project Data 
 
1. Project Title: Mireval Station Water Tank Replacement Project 
 
2. Lead Agency Name and Address: State Water Resources Control Board, Special Project 

Review Unit - Division of Financial Assistance, 1001 I Street, 16th Floor, Sacramento, CA 
95814 

  
3. Contact Person: Sara Paiva-Lowry, Senior Environmental Scientist, State Water Resources 

Control Board, Special Project Review Unit - Division of Financial Assistance (916) 323-0626 
 
4. Project Proponent: San Jose Water Company, 1265 S. Bascom Ave., San Jose, CA 95128  

Contact: Thomas Gee (408)279-7886   
 
5. Project Location: The project site is located on a 0.19 acre site at 16479 Blackberry Hill Road 

in an unincorporated portion of Santa Clara County surrounded by property within the Town 
of Los Gatos.  
 

6. Assessor’s Parcel Number: 532-26-012  
 
7. Project Description: Replacement of the existing 81,000-gallon Mireval Station water storage 

tank with two new glass-fused bolted steel tanks, sized 72,300 and 85,700 gallons.  
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II. Project Description  
 
Introduction 
 
This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) has been prepared by Denise Duffy & 
Associates on behalf of the applicant, San Jose Water Company (SJWC), in conjunction with the lead 
agency, State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resource Code §21000 et seq.  This Draft IS/MND has been prepared to 
evaluate the issuance of a Water Supply Permit for the Mireval water tank replacement in accordance 
with the SWRCB CEQA Compliance Guidelines for Water Supply Permit Applications.  The Lead 
Agency is defined as the public agency with primary responsibility for implementing a project.  The 
proposed project would be issued a SWRCB Water Supply Permit, which would govern operation of 
the completed project.  Therefore, the CEQA Lead Agency for the proposed project is SWRCB.   
 
Project Location 
 
The project location is presented in Figures 1 and 2.  The project site is located on a 0.19 acre site at 
16479 Blackberry Hill Road, west of the intersection of Eugenia Way and Blackberry Hill Road. The 
site is located in an unincorporated portion of Santa Clara County, surrounded by land within the Town 
of Los Gatos. The rectangular shaped property is located downhill of the road with approximately 20 
feet of relief.  The existing site configuration is presented in Figure 3.  
 
Surrounding uses consist of open hillsides and single-family residences to the north and south.  The 
nearest is located approximately 30 feet to the south. Three other single-family residences are located 
from 100 to 200 feet from the project site.  
 
Project Background 
 
The existing Mireval water tank was constructed in 1963 and has reached the end of its useful life.  The 
tank is in need of replacement for the following reasons:   
 
 Age and lack of integrity 
 Inadequate storage capacity to meet current fire flow and freeboard requirements 
 Seismic deficiencies  
 Sanitary and water quality concerns related to construction of the tank below grade and 

outdated roof vents  
 Inefficient system layout 
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Project Details 
 
San Jose Water Company (SJWC) is proposing the replacement of the existing Mireval water storage 
tank for the reasons set forth above. Plans for the water tank replacement are presented in Figure 4.  
Replacement of the existing Mireval Station water storage tank with two new tanks. The project 
proposes to replace the existing 81,000 gallon bolted steel tank with two new glass-fused bolted steel 
tanks. The two new tanks consist are as follows: 
 

 One 72,300 gallon tank, 31 feet diameter and 20 feet height (Tank 1) 
 One 85,700 gallon tank, 33.5 feet diameter and 20 feet height (Tank 2) 

 
A site plan for the tank replacement plan is presented in Figure 4.  The tanks will be pre-painted by the 
manufacturer in forest green.  An example of the new tank design is presented in Figure 5.  The new 
tanks will be connected to existing 8” piping onsite. In addition, the project includes construction of 
approximately 152 linear feet (LF) of a two to six-foot tall retaining wall (concrete lagging panel) on 
the southeast portion of the site as shown in Figure 4.  The project proposes to retain the existing Armco 
steel bin retaining wall and associated soil backfill on the southwest portion of the site in-place.  New 
cement treated fill will be used for the building pad supported by the Armco wall will be set back about 
10 feet from the top of the wall.   
 
The project will require minor grading on the site consisting of an estimated 540 cubic yards (CY) of 
cut and 450 CY of fill.  The grading breakdown is presented below. 
 

Grading Breakdown 
Cut Amount 

(CY) 
Fill Amount 

(CY) 
Grading 280 Cement treated fill 50 

Key cut under tanks 
(off-haul) 

260 Clean fill dirt 140 

 Clean dirt under tanks 260 
Total Cut 540 Total Fill 450 

 
Project Schedule 
 
Construction of the replacement tanks will be conducted in two phases to maintain water supply during 
tank replacement.  Tank 1 will be installed during Phase 1 and Tank 2 will be constructed in Phase 2 
(see Figure 4).  Construction of the project is estimated to begin in February 2019 and be completed in 
December 2019.  
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Project Objectives  
 
As described in the Project Background, the existing Mireval water tank has reached the end of its 
useful life.  The primary objectives of replacing the tank are: 1) to provide adequate storage capacity 
to meet current fire flow and freeboard requirements, 2) to provide anchorage during seismic events, 
3) to provide a flexible connection for inlet/outlet piping; 4) to eliminate sanitary and water quality 
concerns by constructing the tank at 6 inches above grade and with proper venting, and 5) to improve 
the efficiency of the local water delivery system by combining assets at Mireval Station.  
 
The storage tank is sized for one or two additional water service connections expected in the Mireval 
zone. However, this increase in storage capacity is extremely minor and the project is proposed 
primarily to meet current demand.  
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Photo #1: View of Access Road from Blackberry Hill Road.

Photo #2: View of Existing Tank.
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III. Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 
 
The key environmental factors identified below are discussed within Section VI. Evaluation of 
Environmental Impacts. Sources used for analysis of environmental effects are cited in parenthesis 
after each discussion, and are listed in Section VII. References. 
 

 Aesthetics  Agricultural Resources  Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Geology/Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Hazards/Hazardous Materials  Hydrology/Water Quality 

 Land Use/Planning  Mineral Resources  Noise 

 Population/Housing 

 Transportation/Traffic 

 Public Services 

 Tribal Cultural Resources 

 Recreation 

 Utilities/Service Systems 

 Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

  

IV.  Determination 
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
 

 I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 
 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment there will not be 

a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project 
proponent.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 
 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 
 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless 
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier 
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on 
the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets.  An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, 
but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

 
 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all 

potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that 
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed 
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 
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V. Evaluation of Environmental Impacts 
 
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately 
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question.  
A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the 
impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault 
rupture zone).  A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors 
as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based 
on project-specific screening analysis). 
 
2. All answers must take into account the whole action involved, including offsite as well as onsite, 
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational 
impacts. 
 
3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist 
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with 
mitigation, or less than significant.  "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial 
evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" 
entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required. 
 
4. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the 
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a 
"Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly 
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level mitigation measures. 
 
5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, 
an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 
15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 
 
a) Earlier Analysis Used.  Identify and state where they are available for review. 
 
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed.  Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the 
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 
state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 
 
c) Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures 
Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined from the earlier 
document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 
 
6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for 
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or 
outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the 
statement is substantiated. 
 
7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or 
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 
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8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead 
agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s 
environmental effects in whatever format is selected. 
 
9. The explanation of each issue should identify: 
 
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 
 
1.  Aesthetics 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
The 0.19 acre project site is located at 16479 Blackberry Hill Road in an unincorporated portion of 
Santa Clara County surrounded by property within the Town of Los Gatos (APN 532-26-012).  The 
parcel is owned by San Jose Water Company and is currently occupied by a water tank that is 
approximately 30 feet in diameter and 16 feet in height. The site is located on a hillside in a low density 
residential neighborhood. The general visual setting of the area is that of a wooden hillside with 
scattered homes. Photos of the existing tank and site are presented in Figure 6.  An aerial showing the 
larger area is provided in Figure 2.   
 
The existing Mireval tank is currently partially screened by existing trees surrounding the site.  The 
tank is visible from very limited street views along portions of Cypress Way and Blackberry Hill Road.   
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but 
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway? 

    

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of the site and its surroundings? 

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which 
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 
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Explanation 
 
a) Less-than-Significant Impact. The proposed replacement tanks are located in a low-density 

residential area in the Santa Cruz foothills.  The existing tank is partially screened by existing 
trees and vegetation.  The project proposes to replace the existing 30-foot diameter, 81,000-
gallon Mireval water tank with two new glass-fused bolted steel tanks, sized 72,300 and 85,700 
gallons. The new tanks will be approximately 31 and 34 feet in diameter, respectively, and 
approximately 19 feet in height.  The project will increase the density of development on the 
site by adding one (net new) water tank and increasing the tank heights. The tanks will be 
constructed on the developed portions of the site and are not expected to obstruct views toward 
scenic vistas. (1) 

b) No Impact. The tank replacement will not substantially damage any scenic resources. The 
project site is not located within any scenic highway routes. See c) below for further discussion.  
(1)  

c) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project proposes to replace the existing 30-foot diameter, 
16 foot high water tank with two somewhat larger tanks.  This will increase the density of 
development on the site.  The project will alter the view of the site from very limited street 
views along portions of Cypress Way and Blackberry Hill Road by replacing a single existing 
tank with two somewhat larger tanks.  The new tanks will appear as more dense development 
than the single existing tank; however, the visual quality of the site is already degraded due to 
the presence of a water tank, access road, and appurtenant structures. The proposed tanks will 
be forest green in color and screening landscaping provided where possible to help soften the 
visual effect of the tanks.  Based on the above, the project would not substantially degrade the 
visual character or quality of the area. (1)  

 
d) No Impact. The project does not propose any lighting or other structures that will affect views. 

(1) 

 
2.  Agricultural and Forest Resources 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
In California, agricultural land is given consideration under CEQA. The Department of Conservation 
monitors the conversion of farmland using its Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP). 
According to Public Resources Code §21060.1, “agricultural land” is identified as prime farmland, 
farmland of statewide importance, or unique farmland, as defined by the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) land inventory and monitoring criteria modified for California.  CEQA also 
requires consideration of impacts to land under Williamson Act contract.  The project site is identified 
as “Urban and Built Up Land” on the 2014 Santa Clara County Important Farmlands Map.  
 
CEQA requires the evaluation of forest and timber resources where they are present.  The project site 
is located in relatively low density residential area surrounded by open hillside with some forested 
areas. The site is occupied by a water tank and does not contain any forest land as defined in Public 
Resources Code §12220(g), timberland as defined by Public Resources Code §4526, or property zoned 
for Timberland Production as defined by Government Code §51104(g).  
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Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California 
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act contract? 

    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, 
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code 
section 12220(g), timberland (as defined by Public 
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by Government 
Code section 51104(g)? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest uses? 

    

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment 
which, due to their location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

    

 
Explanation 
 
a) No Impact. The project site is located on property designated as “Urban and Built Up Land” 

on the Important Farmlands Map for Santa Clara County.  The area does not contain any prime 
farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance.  The project will not impact 
agricultural land. (1, 5)  

b) No Impact. The project site is not zoned for agricultural use, nor does it contain lands under 
Williamson Act contract; therefore no conflicts with agricultural uses will occur. (1, 5) 

c) No Impact.  The project will not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 
or timber lands. (1) 

d) No Impact.  The project will not result in the loss or conversion of forest land.  (1) 

e) No Impact. No other changes to the environment will occur from the proposed project that 
will result in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to 
non-forest use. (1) 
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3.  Air Quality 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
The federal Clean Air Act (CAA) and the California Clean Air Act (CCAA) mandate the control and 
reduction of certain air pollutants. Under these Acts, the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency and the California Air Resources Board have established ambient air quality standards for 
certain "criteria" pollutants. These pollutants are carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (O3), sulfur dioxide 
(SO2), nitrogen oxides (NOX), particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10), lead and 
particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5).  
 
California is divided into several air basins by district.  The Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
(BAAQMD) monitors and enforces local, state, and federal air quality standards.  The BAAQMD 
defines sensitive receptors as facilities where sensitive population groups are located, including 
residences, schools, childcare centers, convalescent homes, and medical facilities. The project is 
located in a low density residential area; sensitive receptors (existing homes) are located north and 
south of the project site.  The nearest home is located about 30 feet south of the site.   
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan? 

    

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is 
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard (including releasing 
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

    

d) Result in significant construction-related air quality 
impacts? 

    

e) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

    

f) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 
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Explanation 
 
a) No Impact. The proposed water tank replacement will not obstruct implementation of an air 

quality plan. (1)  
 
b)  Less-than-Significant Impact. The BAAQMD has identified thresholds of significance that 

can be applied to the evaluation of  air quality impacts.  The proposed water tank replacement 
project will not generate any long-term air pollution emissions that will exceed the 
BAAQMD’s thresholds, since no diesel or other equipment is required for operations. Short-
term air pollutant emissions will be generated during construction, as discussed under d) below.  
(1, 3) 

 
c) Less-than-Significant Impact. The San Francisco Bay Air Basin is an attainment area for all 

national pollutant standards set forth in the Federal Clean Air Act with the exception of ozone. 
The region also exceeds State ambient air quality standards for ozone and fine particulate 
matter (BAAQMD, 2017). All other pollutants are designated as “attainment” or “unclassified” 
for federal and state standards. The short-term construction activities will be less-than-
significant with implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) identified in d) below.  
(1, 3) 

 
d) Less-than-Significant Impact. Demolition, clearing, and grading activities for the water tank 

foundations and related work could result in short-term air quality impacts generated primarily 
by particulates (i.e., dust). Construction-related impacts will be intermittent and temporary. 
Construction activities will increase local PM10 levels downwind. Construction-related dust 
and diesel emissions will be minor and will not exceed the BAAQMD significance thresholds 
due to the very limited size of the project.  

 
The sensitive receptors in the project area are existing nearby residences located 30 to 110 feet 
from the site.  The nearest receptor is a residence located 30 feet south of the project.  The 
increase in dust could generate short-term impacts that affect nearby residents. Implementation 
of BAAQMD recommended control measures will ensure construction-related air quality 
impacts are minimized to a less than significant level. 

 
The following BMPs will be implemented by SJWC during all construction related activities 
to minimize air quality construction impacts. 
 
 Water all active construction sites at least twice daily. 
 Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials or require all trucks to 

maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard. 
 Apply water three times daily or apply non-toxic soil stabilizers on all unpaved access 

roads, parking areas, and staging areas at construction sites.  
 Sweep daily (with water sweepers) all paved access roads, parking areas, and staging 

areas at construction sites. 
 Sweep streets daily (with water sweepers) if visible soil material is carried onto 

adjacent public streets. Hydroseed or apply non-toxic soil stabilizers to inactive 
construction areas (previously disturbed areas inactive for ten days or more). 
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 Enclose, cover, water twice daily, or apply non-toxic soil binders to exposed stockpiles 
(dirt, sand, etc.) 

 Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public 
roadways. 

 Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible. 
 Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds (instantaneous gusts) exceed 20 

miles per hour. 
 Minimize idling time (to 5 minutes or less). 
 Maintain properly-tuned equipment. 

 
Construction activity using diesel-powered equipment also emits air pollutants that could 
expose existing sensitive receptors (e.g., nearby residences) in the area to health risks. The 
primary pollutants of concern are toxic air contaminants (TACs), which are substances known 
to cause health effects, and PM2.5.  Diesel particulate matter (DPM), which is a known 
carcinogen, is a common type of PM2.5 emitted by construction equipment. Given the relatively 
small scope of the project, these sources of TACs would not pose a significant health risk, due 
to the short-term, temporary nature of the onsite construction activities. 

 
e) Less-than-Significant Impact. Refer to discussions for b) and d) above.  
 
f) No Impact. The proposed water tanks will not create any odors. (1) 
 
4.  Biological Resources 
 
Environmental Setting 

A reconnaissance-level biological survey was conducted at the site by a DD&A biologist on March 12, 
2018. Survey methods included walking the project site and using aerial maps to identify general 
habitat types and potential sensitive habitats. Concurrently, a reconnaissance-level wildlife habitat 
survey was conducted to identify suitable habitat and observe any special-status plant and wildlife 
species. No rare, threatened, or endangered plant species were identified during the survey.  
 
The project site has a low value for wildlife due to the developed nature of the property. Wooden and 
chain link fencing surrounding the project site precludes wildlife from migrating through the property. 
Landscaping and maintenance on the project site only further reduces the suitability of the habitat for 
special-status wildlife species. Published data within the project area, including the current agency 
status information from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW’s) California Natural Diversity Data Base (CDFW 2018, 
CNDDB), were evaluated to identify special-status wildlife species known to occur in the vicinity of 
the project site. RareFind Reports (2018) from the CNDDB were reviewed for special-status species 
occurrences in the quadrangle containing the project site (Los Gatos), and the eight surrounding 
quadrangles (Castle Rock Ridge, Cupertino, Felton, Laurel, Loma Prieta, San Jose East, San Jose West, 
and Santa Teresa Hills Quadrangles). Special-status plant and wildlife species known to occur or with 
the potential to occur within the project vicinity, along with their legal status, habitat requirements, and 
potential to be impacted by the project, are included in Appendix A. Figure 7 depicts CNDDB 
Geographic Information System (GIS) occurrence data within and adjacent to the project site. Species 
documented as known or with the potential to occur within the project boundaries, based on comparing 
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geographic ranges and habitat requirements of the species and habitat conditions on the property, are 
discussed further below. All other species are assumed to be absent based on the species-specific 
rational provided in Appendix A.  
 
Special-Status Species 
 
Special-status species are those plants and animals that have been formally listed or proposed for listing 
as Endangered or Threatened, or are Candidates for such listing under the federal ESA or the California 
Endangered Species Act (CESA). Listed species are afforded legal protection under the ESA and 
CESA. Species that meet the definition of Rare or Endangered under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) Section 15380 are also considered special-status species. State species of special 
concern meet this definition and are typically provided management consideration through the CEQA 
process, although they are not legally protected under the ESA or CESA. Additionally, the CDFW also 
includes some animal species that are not assigned any of the other status designations in the CNDDB 
“Special Animals” list. The CDFW considers the taxa on this list to be those of greatest conservation 
need, regardless of their legal or protection status. 
 
Plants listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act (CNPPA) or on the California 
Native Plant Society (CNPS) lists are also treated as special-status species. In general, the CDFW 
considers plant species on List 1 (List 1A [Plants Presumed Extinct in California] and List 1B [Plants 
Rare, Threatened, or Endangered in California and Elsewhere]), or List 2 (Plants Rare, Threatened, or 
Endangered in California, But More Common Elsewhere) of the CNPS Inventory of Rare and 
Endangered Vascular Plants of California (CNPS, 2018) as qualifying for legal protection under this 
CEQA provision. In addition, species of vascular plants, bryophytes, and lichens listed as having 
special-status by the CDFW are considered special-status plant species (CDFW, 2018). 
Protected Trees 
 
According to Division C16 (Tree Preservation and Removal) of the County of Santa Clara (County) 
Ordinance Code, it is unlawful for any person to remove, damage, prune, or encroach upon, or cause 
to be removed, damaged, pruned, or encroached upon any protected tree, located on any private or 
public property in designated areas of the County without first having obtained a tree removal, pruning 
or encroachment permit issued pursuant to §C16-5 and §C16-6 of the Ordinance Code. A protected 
tree, as defined in §C16-3, shall consist of any of the following: 
 

a. Any tree having a main trunk or stem measuring 37.7 inches or greater in circumference (12 
inches or more in diameter) at a height of 4½ feet above ground level, or in the case of multi-
trunk trees a total of 75.4 inches in circumference (24 inches or more of the diameter) of all 
trunks in the following areas of the County: 

1. Parcels zoned "Hillsides" (three acres or less); 
2. Parcels within a "-d" (Design Review) combining zoning district; 
3. Parcels within the Los Gatos Hillside Specific Plan Area. 
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b. Any tree within the "-h1" Historic Preservation zoning district for New Almaden having a main 
trunk or stem measuring six inches or more in diameter (18.8 inches or greater in 
circumference) at a height of 4.5 feet above ground level, or in the case of multi-trunk trees, a 
total of 12 inches in diameter (37.7 inches in circumference) of all trunks at 4.5 feet above 
ground. For parcels having a base zoning district of "HS, Hillside" within the "-h1" combining 
zoning district, this provision supersedes C16-3(a)(1). 

c. Any heritage tree, as that term is defined in Section C16-2. 
d. Any tree required to be planted as a replacement for an unlawfully removed tree, pursuant to 

Section C16-17(e) of this division. 
e. Any tree that was required to be planted or retained by the conditions of approval for any use 

permit, building site approval, grading permit, architectural and site approval (ASA), design 
review, special permit or subdivision. 

f. On any property owned or leased by the County, any tree which measures over 37.7 inches in 
circumference (12 inches or more in diameter) measured 4.5 feet above the ground, or which 
exceeds 20 feet in height. 

g. Any tree, regardless of size, within road rights-of-way and easements of the County, whether 
within or without the unincorporated territory of the County. 

 
Site Habitats 
 
The project site is located within a low density residential area of Santa Clara County. The existing 
land use on the property is an 81,000-gallon water tank, a tank drain, a wooden stairway, wooden and 
chain-link fencing, and various landscaping trees. The canopy of the existing habitat is dominated by 
mature tree species including; eucalyptus, (Eucalyptus sp.), olive (Olea sp.), and coast live oak 
(Quercus agrifolia). Most of the understory is bare or paved ground, and erosion control netting is 
installed on all surfaces that are not paved or vegetated. Wooden and chain-link fencing separates and 
delineates the project site from the surrounding mixed oak woodland habitat. 
 
Mature eucalyptus and coast live oak trees provide suitable nesting habitat for nesting raptors and other 
protected migratory birds. A potential nest in a coast live oak outside of the fenced project perimeter 
was observed during the reconnaissance survey. Birds that could potentially nest in the habitat provided 
within the project site include but are not limited to Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii) and Swainson’s 
hawk (Buteo swainsoni). Raptors (e.g., eagles, hawks, and owls) and their nests are protected under 
both federal and state laws and regulations. The federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 
and Fish and Game Code Section 3513 prohibit killing, possessing, or trading migratory birds except 
in accordance with regulation prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. Birds of prey are protected 
in California under Fish and Game Code. Section 3503 and 3503.5 state that it is “unlawful to take, 
possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird except otherwise provided by this code or any 
regulation adopted pursuant thereto.” 
 
Due to the lack of suitable habitat, no other special-status wildlife species known to occur or with the 
potential to occur in the project vicinity (Appendix A) are expected to occur within the project site. No 
suitable habitat for special-status plant species known to occur or with the potential to occur in the 
project vicinity is present within the project site, and no special-status plant species were observed 
during the biological survey. Special-status plant species are therefore not expected to occur within the 
project site.   
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Most of the project site is developed and maintained and does not contain any sensitive natural 
communities. 
 
Impacts and Mitigation 
 
Thresholds per CEQA Checklist 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
regulations or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat 
conservation plan? 
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Explanation 
 
a) Less-than-Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Mature trees within the project site 

may provide nesting habitat for migratory birds, including raptors (birds of prey). Raptors and 
their nests are protected under the MBTA of 1918 and California Fish and Game Code Sections 
3503 and 3503.5. Nesting migratory birds and/or raptors could be disturbed during construction 
activities including the increase in noise disturbance, resulting in nest abandonment. This 
represents a potentially significant impact that can be reduced to a less-than-significant level 
with mitigation identified below. (6)  

 
Mitigation 

 
 BIO 1 If possible, construction should be scheduled between September and January 

(inclusive) to avoid the nesting season for raptors and other migratory birds. If this is 
not possible, pre-construction surveys for nesting birds shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist to identify active nests that may be disturbed during project 
implementation. The surveys shall consist of inspecting all suitable nesting habitat 
within the survey area for the presence of active nests. Projects that commence 
construction between February 1 and August 31 shall conduct pre-construction surveys 
for nesting birds within 7 days of the onset of construction. Pre-construction surveys 
will be conducted by a qualified biologist for nesting birds within the onsite trees as 
well as all trees within 250 feet of the site. If an active nest is found in or close enough 
to the construction area to be disturbed by these activities, the biologist shall designate 
a construction-free buffer zone around the nest.  Disturbance-free buffers shall be 
identified on the ground with flagging, fencing, or by other easily visible means, and 
shall be maintained until a qualified biologist has determined that the young have 
fledged and are capable of foraging independently. 

 
b) No Impact. The majority of the project site is developed and maintained, and does not contain 

any sensitive natural communities. The project, therefore, will not result in a substantial 
adverse effect to riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS. (6) 

 
c) No Impact. The project site does not contain any federally protected wetlands as defined by 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, therefore, the project would not result in impacts to 
wetland resources. (6) 

 
d) Less-than-Significant Impact. Project activities are expected to temporarily impact wildlife 

movement. Although the project site is surrounded by chain link fencing that prevents the 
majority of wildlife from accessing the site, noise disturbance associated with construction 
activities could cause species that commonly use habitats surrounding the project site to, at 
least temporarily, avoid these habitats during construction. These effects would be temporary, 
and once construction activities are complete, wildlife movement conditions would be similar 
to pre-existing conditions. (6)  
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e) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project includes the removal of five eucalyptus trees, five 
olive trees, and one oak tree within the fenced perimeter of the project site. During construction, 
the project may also result in damage, pruning, or encroachment upon other trees within the 
site. However, none of the trees in the project site are “protected” as defined by the County of 
Santa Clara Ordinance Code §C16-3. These impacts are, therefore, considered less-than-
significant. SJWC shall coordinate with the County of Santa Clara to determine what, if any, 
other measures are required to protect existing trees in accordance with County Ordinance 
Code §C16-5 and §C16-6.  (6)  

 
f) No Impact. The project site is not located within the boundaries of any Habitat Conservation 

Plans, Natural Community Conservation Plans, or other approved local, regional, or state 
habitat conservation plans. The project is located outside the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan, 
which applies to the valley areas of Santa Clara County. (6)  

 
5.  Cultural Resources 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
An archaeological study was completed for the project by Holman & Associates (May 2018), which 
included a pedestrian survey and archival search.  A search of the Northwest Information Center 
(NWIC) at Sonoma State University did not identify any recorded historic or prehistoric sites within 
the project boundaries or surrounding area that could be impacted by the project. The project site was 
field surveyed on August 15, 2018.  No evidence of archaeological or historical resources was observed 
on the project site, which is disturbed by development. 

The entire region is hilly and incised by seasonal drainages running generally northward from the 
project site. According to the archaeology study, the regions to the east (Santa Clara Valley) and west 
(coast) were attractive to prehistoric populations for millennia and contain many prehistoric Native 
American archaeological resources; however, the steep hilly project area, with fewer resources and 
less accommodating topography, was less attractive and fewer prehistoric sites have been found. The 
vicinity does contain some historical features in the form of kilns built to extract lime from the local 
limestone, but these are clustered to the south and there is no evidence that the project area was used 
or subject to impacts in the nineteenth century.  

Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
a historical resource as defined in 15064.5?  

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
an archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5?  
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Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature?  

    

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries?  

    

 
Explanation 
 
a), b) Less-than-Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The archaeological study found that 

the project site is not in an archaeologically sensitive location, with few studies or sites 
recorded in the region and no archaeological resources within one mile, nor does the location 
possess the topography or natural resources that would have attracted aboriginal habitation. 
The property has been impacted by development of the existing tank and related structures. 
Historical resources do not occur on the project site and the few studies available and historic 
maps available do not show any structures on the property at any time. The location would be 
considered to have very low potential for prehistoric archaeological resources due to the sloped 
topography. Finally, the field survey found no indications of archaeological resources of any 
type. (1, 7) 
 
Although unlikely, there is some potential that construction activities for the project could 
uncover buried archaeological resources. The following mitigation is identified to avoid 
significant impacts to any buried resources. 

 
Mitigation  
 
CUL 1 In the event archaeological deposits are discovered during project activities, all work 

in the immediate vicinity of the discovery shall be stopped immediately and the 
contractor shall notify SJWC and the SWRCB. A qualified archaeologist shall be 
retained to evaluate the find and recommend appropriate conservation measures. The 
conservation measures shall be implemented prior to commencement of activities in 
the immediate vicinity of the discovery. 

 
c) No Impact. The project will not impact any paleontological resources. (1) 
 
d) Less-than-Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Though unlikely, human remains 

could be encountered during construction activities.  SJWC will implement the following 
measure as needed to avoid any impacts to possible remains.  

 
  



 

IS/MND 28 Mireval Water Tank Replacement  
 

Mitigation  
 
CUL 2 If human remains are discovered during project activities, all activities in the vicinity 

of the find shall be suspended and the Santa Clara County coroner shall be notified. If 
the coroner determines that the remains may be those of a Native American, the coroner 
shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC). Treatment of the 
remains shall be conducted in accordance with the direction of the County Coroner 
and/or the NAHC, as appropriate. 

 
6.  Geology and Soils 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
A geotechnical investigation was completed for the proposed tank site by BAGG Engineers 
(September 6, 2017). This investigation included a research of pertinent geotechnical data, three 
exploratory borings, lab testing on the collected soil samples, and design recommendations based on 
the site’s geotechnical characteristics.  This study is contained in Appendix B. 
 
The project site is located at an elevation of about 954 feet above mean sea level.  Three soil borings 
were drilled to approximately 20 feet below ground surface (bgs). In addition, two borings will be 
advanced to about 15 feet with a portable minuteman drilling rig.  The truck borings were made on the 
upper level of the site, and minuteman borings drilled on the lower level adjacent to the existing tank 
and retaining wall 
 
The results of the geotechnical investigation indicate that borings B-1, B-2 and B-5 encountered 3½ 
feet, 1 foot, and 2 feet of fill, respectively, which in turn was underlain by Franciscan formation 
sandstone.  The fill was generally well compacted and generally consisted of moist, very stiff sandy 
lean clay with varying amounts of gravel.  The underlying sandstone was generally decomposed to a 
sandy clay matrix at shallow depths and increasingly less weathered down to depths of ranging from 5 
- 9 feet where practical refusal drilling conditions were encountered. 
 
The project site is located in the seismically active San Francisco Bay Area.  Active faults in the project 
vicinity include the San Andreas Fault, located approximately three miles southwest of the site, the 
Monte Vista Shannon Fault is located about one mile northeast of the site, and the Berrocal fault is 
located approximately 328 feet northeast of the site. 
 
Based on a review of the State of California Seismic Hazard Zones Map (Los Gatos Quadrangle, 
September 23, 2002), the site encroaches a landslide hazard zone, which warranted slope stability 
analyses.  The results of the slope stability analyses indicate that the subject slopes are expected to be 
stable under static conditions.  The seismic slope stability analysis also found that the site would remain 
stable during seismic events based on screening criteria (refer to Appendix B).  
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Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

    

 i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated 
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the 
area or based on other substantial evidence of a 
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42. 

    

 ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?      

 iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction?  

    

 iv) Landslides?      

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?      

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that would become unstable as a result of the project, 
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?  

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B 
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property?  

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater?  

    

 
Explanation 
 
ai) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project site is not located within an Alquist Priolo Special 

Studies Zone, nor is it within any of the fault rupture hazard zones designated in the Santa 
Clara County Geologic Hazard Zones (2002). See additional discussion below.  

 
aii) Less-than-Significant Impact. Due to its location in a seismically active region, the new water 

tank will be subject to strong seismic ground shaking during its design life. The geotechnical 
study identified the primary geotechnical constraint associated with the project site is the 
potential for strong ground shaking from major earthquakes.  The project proposes that the 
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existing Armco steel bin retaining wall on the and associated soil backfill remain in-place.  
New cement treated fill proposed for the previous building pad supported by the Armco wall 
will be set back about 10 feet from the top of the wall; however, the geotechnical study 
recommends that the cement treated fill be founded in a keyway extended through the old fill 
and into bedrock to help reduce potential seismically induced soil stresses on the old left-in-
place wall.   

 
Seismic impacts will be minimized with proposed implementation of the recommendations of 
the geotechnical investigation for the project (BAGG 2017, see Appendix B) and compliance 
with the requirements of the current California Building Code (CBC) and American Water 
Works Association (AWWA) Standards. While it is impossible to fully avoid damage to 
structures during major seismic events, strict adherence to good engineering design and 
construction practices reduce the risk of damage.  See also aiii) below.  (1, 8)  

 
aiii) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project site is not located in an area susceptible to 

liquefaction.  See aiv) below.  (1, 8) 
 

aiv) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project site is located in a landslide hazard zone; However, 
based on a review of the State of California Seismic Hazard Zones Map (Los Gatos 
Quadrangle, September 23, 2002), the site encroaches a landslide hazard zone, which 
warranted slope stability analyses.  Based on the slope stability analyses, the site slopes are 
expected to be stable under both static and seismic conditions with implementation of the 
recommendations of the geotechnical report.  (8) 

b) Less-than-Significant Impact. Construction of the project will require minor grading of the 
site, which could result in a temporary increase in erosion. SJWC will incorporate standard 
BMPs into the project design to prevent erosion on the project site, as follows: 

 Straw wattles shall be placed around drain inlets and a silt membrane shall be installed on 
the cover to block any silt from leaving the site. Straw bales will be installed on the 
downhill side of exposed portions of the drain system, and shall be replaced as necessary. 

 During the winter months, silt fencing shall be added to areas where water can potentially 
leave the site. 

 Temporary vegetation shall be planted for erosion control on slopes or where construction 
is not immediately planned. 

 Permanent cover shall be provided to stabilize disturbed surfaces.  
 

c) Less-than-Significant Impact. Refer to the above discussion. In addition to the geotechnical 
concerns identified above, proposed tank 2, located north of tank 1, will bear into existing fill 
soil on the west side and bedrock on the east.  The geotechnical study recommends that the old 
fill on the west side be over-excavated and backfilled with cement-treated fill material to create 
a uniform building pad for the new tank. With incorporation of the recommendations of the 
geotechnical investigation, the project would not result in impacts associated with unstable 
geologic conditions.  (8) 
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d) Less-than-Significant Impact. The geotechnical study did not identify expansive soils. The 
project will incorporate the recommendations of the geotechnical investigation (Appendix B) 
to avoid any impacts from expansive or problematic soils.  (8) 

 
e) No Impact. The proposed water tank replacement does not involve any septic or alternative 

wastewater disposal systems. (8) 
 
7.  Greenhouse Gas Emissions  
 
Environmental Setting 
 
Various gases in the earth’s atmosphere, classified as atmospheric greenhouse gases (GHGs), play a 
critical role in determining the earth’s surface temperature.  Solar radiation enters the atmosphere from 
space and a portion of the radiation is absorbed by the earth’s surface.  The earth emits this radiation 
back toward space, but the properties of the radiation change from high-frequency solar radiation to 
lower-frequency infrared radiation.  Greenhouse gases, which are transparent to solar radiation, are 
effective in absorbing infrared radiation.  As a result, this radiation that otherwise would have escaped 
back into space is retained, resulting in a warming of the atmosphere.  This phenomenon is known as 
the greenhouse effect. Among the prominent GHGs contributing to the greenhouse effect, or climate 
change, are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), ozone (O3), water vapor, nitrous oxide (N2O), and 
chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs).  Human-caused emissions of these GHGs in excess of natural ambient 
concentrations are responsible for enhancing the greenhouse effect.  
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the 
environment?  

    

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases?  

    

 
Explanation 
 
a) Less-than-Significant Impact. The tank replacement will not affect GHG emissions, since the 

project would not result in an expansion in service population compared to existing conditions. 
The project is a replacement project and will not increase or generate GHG emissions.  Due to 
the limited project size and construction duration, construction GHG emissions would be 
negligible.  (1) 

b) Less-than-Significant Impact. The tank replacement project will not conflict with any 
applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases as described above. (1) 
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8.  Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 
Environmental Setting 

Engineering/Remediation Resources Group, Inc. (ERRG) prepared a Hazardous Materials Assessment 
(HMA) for the project site that included visual inspection of the site for hazardous materials, field 
screening of areas where mercury-containing devices may have been used, and collection of soil and 
bulk material samples (March 2018).  This report is contained in Appendix C. 
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials?  

    

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment?  

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?  

    

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment 

    

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, 
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area?  

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area?  

    

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan?  
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Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving wildland fires, including 
where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or 
where residences are intermixed with wildlands?  

    

 
Explanation 
 
a) Less-than-Significant Impact. The proposed water tank will not require the routine transport, 

use, or disposal of hazardous materials. 
 

b) Less-than-Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The results of the HMA was 
conducted to identify hazardous materials at the Mireval Station that may require remediation 
or controls to protect future site users, construction workers, and the environment. The data 
collected during this HMA indicate that potentially hazardous chemicals and materials related 
to historical site operations are present at the site. Detailed results of the assessment are 
provided in Appendix C.   

 
 Arsenic was detected in 99 percent of samples, indicating that the presence of arsenic is 

ubiquitous in site soil. Arsenic concentrations in soil samples ranged from 3.29 to 16.9 
mg/kg. Arsenic concentrations in subsurface soil samples collected at 1 and 2 feet bgs from 
four locations at the site exceed the designated background concentration for arsenic (i.e., 
11 mg/kg). The exceedances in soil ranged from 12.9 to 16.9 mg/kg. Given that the 
exceedances are similar in magnitude to the background value, they do not appear to be the 
result of SJWC activities or a release. 
 

 Arsenic, cobalt, and nickel concentrations exceed their respective construction worker 
screening criteria throughout the site. These metals are regularly identified at 
concentrations that exceed construction worker screening criteria at SJWC sites. Given that 
these metals are ubiquitous in soil and do not appear to be the result of SJWC operations 
or a release, the entire site should be managed under the SJWC Facility-Wide Soil 
Management Plan.  
 

 Four onsite catch basins were not sampled during the HMA, but were found to contain 
varying amounts of sediment. Based on general site soil sample results, the sediment in the 
catch basins is not assumed to be hazardous.  
 

 Pesticide concentrations in site soil did not exceed the commercial/industrial or 
construction worker exposure environmental screening levels (ESLs). Therefore, the 
pesticides present at the site do not pose a risk to humans from direct exposure. However, 
dieldrin and heptachlor epoxide (pesticides) concentrations in soil samples collected from 
the ground surface north of the tank exceed the soil leaching to groundwater ESLs. The 
pesticides were not detected at any depth below the ground surface in these locations; 
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however, no local groundwater data exists to confirm the depth to groundwater, and 
therefore it cannot be presumed that pesticides are not likely to leach into groundwater.  

 
 Paint on the water tank exceeds the total threshold limit concentration (TTLC) for zinc and 

the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) screening criteria for polychlorinated biphenyls 
(PCBs). If the tank is demolished in the future, workers disturbing paint and coatings on 
the surfaces of the water tank may be exposed to zinc and PCBs. T 

 
 A pipe with a black, glassy coating was observed west of the tank, but could not be sampled 

during the HMA. Historically, similar coatings have contained polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons (PAHs).  
 

 Pipe gaskets throughout the site were not sampled but are assumed to contain asbestos 
based on findings from previous investigations conducted at SJWC properties.  

 
In order to remediate for the above hazards materials conditions on the project site, the 
following mitigation is identified to reduce potential impacts to a less-than-significant level. 
(1, 4, 10) 
 
Mitigation 
 
HAZ 1 SJWC shall implement the following measures prior to and during construction of the 

project:  
 

 The entire site shall be managed under the SJWC Facility-Wide Soil Management 
Plan. A site-specific soils management plan (SMP) shall be developed that 
identifies the presence and extent of metals exceeding construction worker 
exposure criteria and specifies measures to be implemented to protect site workers 
from exposure during future soil-disturbing activities. 
 

 Drill one borehole to identify the depth to groundwater, or to a maximum depth of 
25 feet, to determine if the proximity of surficial pesticide contamination is likely 
to pose a risk to groundwater beneath the site and incorporate recommendations 
into the SMP. 

 
 The existing water tank shall be demolished using 40-hour hazardous waste 

operations and emergency response-certified workers by either of the following 
two methods:  

 
1. Paint may be removed from the exterior of the tank by scraping, 

scarification, or the use of abrasives or solvents.  Following removal of the 
exterior paint and interior coating, confirmation wipe test samples (40 Code 
of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 761.123) shall confirm that 
remaining PCB concentrations are less than 100 micrograms per 100 
square centimeters on all surfaces.  Following verification of abatement by 
confirmation sampling, the metal will qualify for recycling.  
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2. The tank may be demolished with the coatings intact and disposed of as 
bulk PCB waste at an appropriate off-site facility. 

 
 A pipe with a black, glassy coating was observed west of the tank. During site 

remediation activities, site workers shall properly characterize and dispose of this 
pipe, if it is removed.  
 

 All pipe gaskets on site shall be either removed as ACM by a Certified Asbestos 
Abatement Contractor or they be inspected and classified pursuant to the 
requirements of the Asbestos Hazard and Emergency Response Act (40 CFR part 
763 Subpart E)10 to demonstrate that the pipe gasket materials do not contain 
asbestos. 

 
c) No Impact. The project site is not located within 1/4 mile of an existing or proposed school. 

(1, 2)  
 
d) No Impact. The project site is not located on a site that is included on any lists of hazardous 

materials sites (per Government Code Section 65962.5). (1, 2)  
 
e)-f) No Impact. The project site is not located within two miles of any airports and the proposed 

water tanks will not create a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area. 
(1, 2) 

 
g) No Impact. The water tank replacement project will not interfere with any evacuation plans. 

(1) 
 

h) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project lies within an area that is susceptible to wildfires.  
Operation of the project would not impact wildfire potential.  However, equipment used during 
construction within vegetated areas could increase the potential for wildfire ignition.  The 
project will comply with all Santa Clara County Fire District requirements.  Per the 
requirements of Public Resources Code 4442, SJWC will include a note on all construction 
plans that internal combustion engines will be equipped with an operational spark arrester, or 
the engine equipped for the prevention of fire (1) 

 
9.  Hydrology and Water Quality 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
The site consists of a split-level pad; the lower level is occupied by the existing water tank. The tank 
lies atop a fill slope with an existing six foot tall retaining wall.  Runoff from the tank site is currently 
directed into onsite catch basins and a drainage swale, and collected in a drainpipe that connects into 
the local drainage system. 
 
The project site does not contain any natural drainages or waterways and it lies on high ground that is 
not subject to flooding. The project site is located within the Los Gatos Creek watershed, tributary to 
the larger San Francisco Bay watershed.   
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Santa Clara County is required to comply with the National Clean Water Act regulations regarding the 
reduction of non-point source pollutants, as mandated by the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) and regulated by the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). The current 
NPDES program requires construction activities disturbing greater than one acre to obtain a NPDES 
storm water permit. Since the project proposes to disturb less than one acre of land, it is not subject to 
NPDES requirements.  
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements?  

    

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering 
of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would 
drop to a level which would not support existing land 
uses or planned uses for which permits have been 
granted)?  

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?  

    

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the 
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which 
would result in flooding on- or off-site?  

    

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed 
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff?  

    

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?      

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as 
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation 
map?  

    

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 
which would impede or redirect flood flows?  
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Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding 
as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?  

    

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?      

 
Explanation 
 
a) Less-than-Significant Impact. The proposed water tank replacement project will not violate 

any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. (1) 
 
b) No Impact. Replacing the existing water tank will not cause a net deficit in aquifer volume or 

a lowering of the local groundwater level. No wells are located in the immediate project area. 
(1) 

 
c) Less-than-Significant Impact The project site is not located near any drainages or other water 

features. The water tank and associated improvements will not substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, since the majority of the site is already developed with 
impervious surfaces. The project proposes to relocate some of the existing catch basins and 
renovate the existing drainage swale to collect runoff and direct it into the local drainage 
system. 

Site clearing and grading for the water tanks may result in a temporary increase in erosion 
affecting the quality of storm water runoff. SJWC will incorporate standard BMPs into the 
project design to prevent erosion on the project site, as follows: 

 Straw wattles shall be placed around drain inlets and a silt membrane shall be installed on 
the cover to block any silt from leaving the site. Straw bales will be installed on the 
downhill side of exposed portions of the drain system, and shall be replaced as necessary. 

 During the winter months, silt fencing shall be added to areas where water can potentially 
leave the site. 

 Temporary vegetation shall be planted for erosion control on slopes or where construction 
is not immediately planned. 

 Provide permanent cover to stabilize the disturbed surfaces.  
 
d) Less-than-Significant Impact. See above responses. 
 
e) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project will not alter the drainage scheme on the site or 

substantially increase runoff.  Since the area of net new impervious surfaces is minor, the 
increase in runoff would be negligible. Site clearing and grading for the tank improvements 
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may result in a temporary increase in erosion affecting the quality of storm water runoff.  
Impacts will be avoided by implementation of an erosion controls during construction, as 
described in c) above. (1, 4)  

 
f) Less-than-Significant Impact. See above responses. 
 
g)  No Impact. The project is a water tank replacement and no housing is proposed. 
 
h)  No Impact. The site is not located within the 100-year floodplain or any other flood zones. 
 
i)  No Impact. The project site is not located near any dam or levee structures. 
 
j)  No Impact. The project site is not located in an area subject to significant seiche, tsunami, or 

mudflow risk. 
 
10.   Land Use and Planning 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
The project site is located within an unincorporated portion of Santa Clara County surrounded by 
property within the Town of Los Gatos. By state law, building and zoning ordinances do not apply to 
the location or construction of facilities for the production, generation, storage, treatment, or 
transmission of water (California Government Code Section 53091 (d) and (e)).  However, SJWC plans 
to construct the water tank replacement project in accordance with all applicable County regulations.  
 
The Santa Clara County General Plan (1994) designates the project site and surrounding area as 
Hillside Residential.  The existing water tank has been present on the site since 1963.  
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Physically divide an established community?      

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect?  

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan 
or natural community conservation plan?  
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Explanation 
 
a) No Impact. The project will not physically divide an established community since the replacement 

water tanks will be located on the existing Mireval Station site. (1) 
 
b) Less-than-Significant Impact. Although not legally required, the SJWC will meet the Santa Clara 

County requirements. The project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general 
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating an environmental effect.  (1, 4, 9) 

 
c) No Impact. The project site is not located within any habitat conservation plan or natural 

community conservation plan areas. (1)  
 
11.   Mineral Resources 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
The project area does not contain any known or designated mineral resources. 
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state?  

    

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important 
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?  

    

 
Explanation 
 
a-b) No Impact. The project will not impact mineral resources, since none are located on or near 

the project site. (1)   
 
12.   Noise 
 
Setting 
 
The Santa Clara County’s Noise Element includes policies and implementation measures intended to 
promote minimize noise impacts at sensitive receptors in the area.  The nearest sensitive noise receptors 
in the area consist of an existing residence located about 30 feet south of the project site. Other nearby 
residences are located 100 feet or more from the project site.   
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Noise is measured in decibels (dB), and is typically characterized using the A-weighted sound level or 
dBA.  This scale gives greater weight to the frequencies to which the human ear is most sensitive.  The 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) is a measure of the cumulative noise exposure in a 
community, with a 5 dB penalty added to evening (7:00 pm - 10:00 pm) and a 10 dB addition to 
nocturnal (10:00 pm - 7:00 am) noise levels. The Day/Night Average Sound Level (DNL or Ldn) is 
essentially the same as CNEL, with the exception that the evening time period is dropped and all 
occurrences during this three-hour period are grouped into the daytime period. 
 
The 1994 Noise Element of the Santa Clara County General Plan strives to ensure an environment for 
all residents that is free from noise that jeopardizes their health and well-being. The Santa Clara County 
Municipal Code restricts construction activities to the hours of 7:00 am to 7:00 pm on weekdays and 
Saturdays, with no construction allowed on Sundays or holidays.  In addition, noise produced by 
stationary construction equipment is limited to a maximum noise level at single family residential areas 
of 60 dBA between the hours of 7:00 am and 7:00 pm on weekdays and Saturdays and 50 dBA at all 
other times. SJWC proposes mitigation for the timing of construction activity that is more conservative 
than the Santa Clara County Municipal Code of 7:30 am to 5:00 pm.  
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project result in: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in 
excess of standards established in the local general plan 
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other 
agencies?  

    

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?  

    

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project?  

    

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project?  

    

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, 
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would 
the project expose people residing or working in the 
project area to excessive noise levels?  

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise levels?  
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Explanation 
 
a) Less-than-Significant Impact with Mitigation. The project is a water tank replacement. No 

pumps or other noise-generating mechanical equipment is included in the project. The only 
noise generated on the site will occur during construction. This will temporarily elevate noise 
levels in the immediate project area from the use of construction equipment.  This is a 
significant impact that is further addressed under item d) below. (1) 

 
b)  Less-than-Significant Impact. The new water tanks do not propose additional pumps or other 

mechanical equipment that will generate permanent ground borne vibration or ground borne 
noise levels affecting nearby receptors. Some minor, temporary ground borne vibration could 
occur during construction activities. See d) below. (1) 

 
c)  No Impact. The project is a water tank replacement. No pumps or other noise-generating 

mechanical equipment is included in the project that will result in permanent increases in noise 
levels. The only noise generated on the site will occur during construction. This is addressed 
under item d) below. (1) 

 
d) Less-than-Significant Impact with Mitigation. Construction activities for replacing the 

water tank will result in short-term increases in noise. Noise impacts from construction 
activities depend on the type of construction equipment, the timing and length of activities, the 
distance between the noise generating construction activities and receptors, and shielding.  
Construction activities for the project will occur intermittently during an approximately six 
month period.  Equipment to be used may include backhoes, excavators, concrete mixers, and 
temporary generators.   
 
Estimated noise levels at 25 feet from construction activity would be about 84-92 dB. 
Maximum instantaneous noise levels would typically be about five dB higher.  Noise levels 
attenuate approximately 6 dB for every doubling of distance. Although noise from construction 
of the project will be temporary and intermittent, it would at times exceed the City’s noise level 
guideline of 60 dB DNL. Construction noise could have short-term significant impacts on 
nearby residences, the nearest of which is about 30 feet south of the site.  SJWC will implement 
the following noise abatement measures during construction to reduce impacts to a less-than-
significant level. (1)  
 

 Mitigation 
  

NSE 1 The construction contractor shall implement the following measures during 
construction: 

 
 Choose construction equipment that is of quiet design, has a high-quality muffler 

system, and is well-maintained. 
 

 Install superior intake and exhaust mufflers and engine enclosure panels wherever 
possible on gas diesel or pneumatic impact machines. 
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 Limit construction to 7:30 AM – 5:00 PM, Monday through Friday, with no 
construction on holidays. 
 

 Eliminate unnecessary idling of machines when not in use. 
 

 Locate all stationary noise-generating construction equipment, such as portable 
power generators, as far as possible from existing residences.  

 
e)  No Impact. The project is not located within an airport land use plan or near any public 

airports. 
 
f)  No Impact. The project is not located near any private airstrips. 
 
13.   Population and Housing 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
The project site is located in a low density residential community.  The nearest residential unit is 
located approximately 30 feet from the project site.  
  
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either 
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?  

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere?  

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating 
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?  

    

 
Explanation 
 
a) No Impact. The project would increase overall water storage capacity to meet current service 

requirements and standards, which are currently deficient.  The new tanks, however, are not 
intended to provide for any increases in service population. Therefore, the project will not 
induce population growth. (1, 4) 

 
b)–c) No Impact. The water tank replacement will not displace any housing or people. (1)   
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14.   Public Services 
  
Environmental Setting 
 
The proposed water tank replacement will be operated and maintained by SJWC. Police protection 
service to the site is provided by the Los Gatos – Monte Sereno Police Department.  Fire protection 
service is provided by the Santa Clara County Fire Department.  
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
Would the project result in: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

Substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance 
objectives for any of the public services: 

    

a) Fire protection?      

b) Police protection?      

c) Schools?      

d) Parks?      

e) Other public facilities?      

 
Explanation 
 
a)–e) No Impact. The project is the replacement of an existing water tank and will not otherwise 

affect public services, including fire, police, school, park, or other public facilities.  Park 
facilities are further discussed below under 15. Recreation. (1) 

 
15.    Recreation 
  
Environmental Setting 
 
The project site is not located near any recreational areas and the tank replacement project will not 
affect recreational facilities.  
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Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated?  

    

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require 
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities 
which might have an adverse physical effect on the 
environment?  

    

 
Explanation 
 
a)–b) No Impact. The proposed water tank replacement project will not increase the demand for 

recreational facilities. (1)  
 

16.  Transportation and Traffic 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
The tank site is located at the end of a driveway at Blackberry Hill Road in Los Gatos.  Blackberry Hill 
Road is a two-lane rural residential street that provides access to low density residential uses in the 
project area. 
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, taking into 
account all modes of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but 
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass 
transit? 
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Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management 
program, including but not limited to level of service 
standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated roads or 
highways? 

    

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in 
location that results in substantial safety risks?  

    

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature 
(for example, sharp curves or dangerous intersections) 
or incompatible uses (for example, farm equipment)?  

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities? 

    

 
Explanation 
 
a)-b) Less-than-Significant Impact. Outside of the construction period, the new water tanks will 

not generate additional traffic, or interfere or impact traffic operations.  The only vehicle trips 
that will be generated by the project on a permanent basis will be for maintenance or inspection 
of facilities; these are expected to be unchanged compared to current maintenance and 
inspection activities. 

 
   During construction, additional truck traffic will be introduced into the local roadway network, 

particularly Blackberry Hill Road.  Blackberry Hill Road is a residential road with low traffic 
volumes corresponding. The volume and type of traffic associated with project construction 
would temporarily increase traffic volumes on roads on the local network; however, this short-
term increase in traffic volume is not expected to degrade the level of service on any 
transportation facilities. Only three to four trucks will access the site during the construction 
period and no flagging is deemed required.  All trucking operations will be scheduled between 
7 AM and 3 PM and scheduled to avoid peak travel times to the extent possible.  (1, 4)  

 
c) No Impact. The project will not result in any changes to air traffic patterns. 
 
d) No Impact. The project will not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature or 

incompatible uses.  
 
e) No Impact. The project is will not result in inadequate emergency access.  
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f) No Impact. The project will not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding 
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety 
of such facilities.  

 
17. Tribal Cultural Resources 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
California Assembly Bill (AB) 52 created a category of environmental resources to be considered 
under CEQA for “tribal cultural resources.” Tribal cultural resources consider the value of a resource 
to Native American tribal cultural tradition, heritage, and identity in order to recognize that tribes have 
expertise concerning their tribal history and practices.  
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in 
Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, 
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, 
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a 
California Native American tribe, and that is: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a)  Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of 
historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code 
section 5020.1(k)? 

    

b)  A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be 
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision 
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In 
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of 
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency 
shall consider the significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe. 

    

 
Explanation 
 
a), b)  No Impact. No Native American tribes in the project area have requested consultation under 

AB 52. Under CEQA, it is the responsibility of the tribes to request notifications from the 
CEQA lead agencies. The archaeological study for the project included a records search and 
field survey.  The records search found that the project site is not in an archaeologically 
sensitive location, with few studies or sites recorded in the region and no archaeological 
resources within about at least one mile, nor does the location possess the topography or natural 
resources that would have attracted aboriginal habitation. The property has been impacted by 
development of the existing tank and related structures.  In addition, the location would be 
considered to have very low potential for prehistoric archaeological resources due to the sloped 
topography. Finally, the field survey found no indications of archaeological resources of any 
type. (1, 7) 
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19.  Utilities and Service Systems 
 
Environmental Setting 
 
Water supply service in the project area is provided by SJWC. The proposed water tank will be 
operated and maintained by SJWC. 
 
Environmental Impacts 
 
 
 
 
 
Would the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?  

    

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or 
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects?  

    

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water 
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects?  

    

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are 
new or expanded entitlements needed?  

    

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider which serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected 
demand in addition to the provider's existing 
commitments?  

    

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste 
disposal needs?  

    

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste?  
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Explanation 
 
a)  No Impact. The proposed water tank replacement project will not result in the exceedance of 

any wastewater treatment requirements. (1) 
 
b) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project consists of a water tank replacement.  As described 

in this Initial Study, the project will reduce all significant impacts to a less-than-significant 
level with mitigation incorporated into the project. The project does not represent a substantial 
expansion of existing water facilities and will not increase service connections.  (1)  

 
c) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project includes the renovation of the existing drainage 

swale and relocate catch basins; however, the project would not require an expansion of 
existing storm water drainage facilities.  (1)  

 
d) Less-than-Significant Impact. Construction of the project will require water for dust 

suppression during construction activities. The amount of water required for this interim 
activity period would be minor and would not require new or expanded water service 
entitlements. (1) 

 
e) No Impact. The project will not generate any wastewater. (1) 
 
f)-g)  Less-than-Significant Impact. The project is replacement of a water tank and will not 

significantly generate solid waste affecting landfills during operations.  During construction, 
demolition debris from the existing tank will be recycled to the extent feasible and the 
remaining material deposited in an appropriate disposal facility. (1) 

 
18.  Mandatory Findings of Significance 
 
 
 
 
 
Does the project: 

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No 
Impact 

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare 
or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory?  

    

b) Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects)?  
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c) Have environmental effects which will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly?  

    

 
Explanation 
 
a)-c) Less-than-Significant Impact. The project will not result in significant impacts associated 

with the CEQA mandatory findings of significance. Based on the analysis provided in this 
Initial Study, the proposed water tank replacement project will not substantially degrade or 
reduce wildlife species or habitat, impact historic resources, result in significant cumulative 
impacts, or cause adverse effects on humans. In addition, the proposed tank replacement project 
would not significantly contribute to any cumulative environmental effects.  (1 - 10) 
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