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Section 1
Introduction
The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for West Valley Sanitation District's
Quito Basin Q3 and Q4 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Project was published in November 2020.
The IS/MND was submitted to the State Clearinghouse for review by selected state agencies. The
review period was October 30 through December 7, 2020. The public review period was from
November 6 through December 7. A Notice of Document Availability and Intent to Adopt a MND
appeared in the Saratoga News on November 6, 2020.
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Section 2
Comment Letter and Responses
During the public and agency review period, one comment letter was received by WVSD. The
comment letter was as follows:
1.

Valley Water, December 4, 2020

In the letter, substantive comments are identified by number. Each comment letter is followed
by responses to the numerically identified comment. If the responses indicate a change in the
text of the IS/MND has been made, those are included in Section 3 by page number of the
IS/MND.
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Letter
1
Response

Valley Water
Kevin Thai
December 4, 2020

1-1.

The District will follow industry standards for evacuating the pipes of
wastewater prior to pipebursting activities. Contract documents will require
the contractor to establish the bypass pumping operation to prevent any new
flow from entering the pipe during the pipebursting. After the bypass has been
established, flow that is remaining in the pipe will be allowed to drain from the
pipe by gravity to the downstream pipe segment that remains in operation. At
that time, any remaining wastewater in the pipeline is considered negligible
and its potential for contaminating groundwater during the pipebursting
operation is less than significant.

1-2.

Contract documents will require the contractor to design and construct a
dewatering system if it is deemed necessary according to the contractor's
means and methods. The District can add language to the contract documents
that requires the contractor to design the system such that the volume and
duration of dewatering are minimized to the greatest extent possible. At this
time, dewatering wells are not anticipated during construction activities. If
nuisance water is encountered during excavation of the pipebursting insertion
pits, contractor will likely evacuate the shallow excavation with trash pumps
during the short duration (usually on the order of several hours) that the new
pipeline is being installed. For deeper excavations needed for the guided
boring pipe installation on Chester and Allendale, groundwater level data
gathered during preliminary design indicates that dewatering will likely not be
necessary if the project is constructed towards the end of the dry season. If
dewatering is ultimately needed, the District can provide Valley Water with
contractor-developed dewatering plans prior to initiating construction
activities.

1-3.
1-4.
1-5.

Comment noted.
See Section 3 for your recommended change.
See Section 3 for your recommended change.

1-6.

See Section 3 for your recommended change.

1-7.

See Section 3 for your recommended change.

1-8.

The discussion under Criterion D6 is with regard to wildlife movement
opportunities is consistent with the Significance Criterion 4. A detailed
discussion of potential impacts on special-status species, including California
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red-legged frog and western pond turtle referred to by the commentor, is
provided under Criterion D1. This includes an acknowledgement that there is
a remote potential for dispersal of either of these two species into the
construction zone. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2 would ensure
no inadvertent take of California red-legged frog or western pond turtle, in the
remote instance either are encountered, consistent with BMP GEN-12.
1-9.

A detailed description of activities associated with the proposed project is
provided in the Project Description of the Initial Study, and the project plans
show the location of improvements in vicinity of each of the creek crossings.
Construction access would be required to the area around existing manholes
where CIPP installation is to occur near creek channels. But careful controls
would be implemented to prevent direct disturbance to the active channel. As
discussed on page 39 under Criterion D3, no direct impacts to the active creek
channel are anticipated. But there may be an instance where complications
related to installation require disturbance within the bank or bed of Sobey
Creek or Vasona Creek may be required, in which case a temporary cofferdam
system and dewatering of the construction zone would be necessary to prevent
adverse impacts to aquatic habitat. Compliance with Control Measure D4
would ensure that appropriate authorizations are obtained from regulatory
agencies, and that any conditions imposed as part of the agency agreements
are implemented as part of the project to minimize and mitigate any potential
impact of the project on jurisdictional waters. Again, no direct impacts to active
waters are anticipated but appropriate controls called for in Mitigation
Measure BIO-1 and Control Measures D2, D3, and D4 would serve to protect
native trees and other vegetation in the vicinity of construction.

1-10.

It is anticipated that Valley Water, as a responsible agency for issuance of an
encroachment permit to WVSD, will include specific BMPs with review and
discussions with WVSD which are relevant and not duplicative to those
included in the IS/MND.

1-11.

See Section 3 for your recommended change.

1-12.

See Section 3 for your recommended changes.

1-13.

See Section 3 for your recommended changes.

1-14.

See Section 3 for your recommended changes.

1-15.

See Section 3 for your recommended changes.

1-16.

Comment noted.

Quito Basin Q3 Q4 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Project Response Document

4

Quito Basin Q3 Q4 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Project Response Document

5

Section 3
Text Revisions Based on Review Comments
Chapter 1. Introduction and Project Description
•

Page 13. Change the fourth bullet of Section 11 as follows:
• SCVWD, encroachment permit

•

Page 30. The attached Figure 7 has the correct spelling of frog.

•

Page 34. Revise Control Measure D1 and D2 as follows:

•

D1.

Comply with the encroachment permit and tree preservation requirements of the
City of Saratoga "and the Valley Water encroachment permit conditions and
BMPs contained in the Valley Water BMPs Handbook."

D2.

Provide suitable protection to all landscaped areas or tree cover in the immediate
vicinity of construction activities to prevent unnecessary damage or injury,
"including compliance with Valley Water encroachment permit conditions and
BMPs contained in the Valley Water BMPs Handbook."

Page 37. Modify the first paragraph as follows:
"The proposed Project is located entirely outside of the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan
area." The project would not conflict with "this Plan or" with any adopted ...

•

Page 60. Revise the first paragraph under the Groundwater section as follows:
The Santa Clara Valley Groundwater Basin provides "about" half "of" the County's water
supply for potable use and is divided into "two" interconnected subbasins: the Santa
Clara Subbasin "which includes the Coyote Valley Management Area, and the Llagas
Subbasin." The Project area is within the unconfined zone of the Santa Clara Subbasin.

•

Page 61. Add the Control Measure J8 as follows:
"J8. If abandoned wells with open casings are encountered during construction, they
will be properly destroyed with related work permitted by Valley Water."
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•

Page 63. Add the following text after the third full paragraph:
"Due to the long agricultural history of the Santa Clara Subbasin, and subsequent land
development, there are likely many abandoned wells in the subbasin. While some of
these abandoned wells may have been sealed prior to well permitting requirements,
many have open casings and may be discovered during project construction. If
encountered during the proposed project, pursuant to Control Measure J8 abandoned
wells must be properly destroyed, with related work permitted by Valley Water. This
would be a beneficial impact of the project on groundwater quality."

•

Page 69. Add the following text after the first sentence of the no impact discussion:
"As discussed in Chapter 1, the project features upsizing of 8,772 feet of 6-, 8- and 10inch diameter sanitary sewer mains with 8-, 10- and 15-inch HDPE using pipebursting.
Previous engineering studies for the District have documented wet weather flow
hydraulic deficiencies in these lines which have resulted in surcharges during storm
events. Upsizing will correct this problem. The project will not induce unplanned
population growth in its service area and which has established residential land use."

•

Page 79. Add the following after the first sentence of the no impact discussion:
"The collection system improvements discussed in Chapter 1 will reduce sources of
infiltration/inflow into the sewer lines during storm events and likely result in reduced
volumes of wastewater being conveyed to the San Jose regional treatment plant. This
will likely only be observed within the local system and not at the San Jose regional
plant. The primary goal is to reduce or eliminate local hydraulic restrictions."

•

Page 83. Modify the second sentence of the fourth full paragraph as follows:
Control measures include compliance with "Valley Water's encroachment permit and
required BMPs," encroachment permit and tree preservation requirements of the City of
Saratoga...
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Letter 1
Clean Water • Healthy Environment • Flood Protection

File:

32919
Vasona Creek

December 4, 2020

West Valley Sanitation District
Attention: Mr. Alan Kam
100 East Sunnyoaks Avenue
Campbell, CA 95008-6608
Subject:

Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration – Quito Basins Q3 and Q4 Sanitary Sewer
Rehabilitation Project

Dear Mr. Kam:
The Santa Clara Valley Water District (Valley Water) has reviewed the Initial Study / Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the Quito Basins Q3 and Q4 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Project. Valley Water is a
special district with jurisdiction throughout Santa Clara County. Valley Water acts as the county’s
groundwater management agency, principal water resources manager, flood protection agency and is
the steward for its watersheds, streams and creek, and underground aquifers.
Valley Water’s Water Resources Protection Ordinance require that a Valley Water encroachment
permit be obtained prior to any modification of or encroachment onto a Valley Water facility. Valley
Water is a Reasonable Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act when the project
requires permitting under the Water Resources Protection Ordinance. The proposed project will need
to acquire a Valley Water encroachment permit as a portion of the alignment is within Valley Water’s
easement.
This letter transmits comments that focus on the areas of interest and expertise of Valley Water.
Specific Comments:
Page 4: Page 4 states, “Twelve creek crossing (CC) locations are also shown on Figure 3. These sites are
potentially more sensitive than other pipeline segment due to their potential for direct impact to the
surface water courses. Pipeline bursting and CIPP will be used to replace/rehabilitate the pipeline
segments at these crossings.” Although bypass pumping will be used during pipeline replacement to
continue sewer service, how will the pipelines running under creek crossings be completely evacuated
of wastewater before pipe bursting occurs? Remaining wastewater in the line could contaminate the
shallow groundwater. Please clarify. Impacts are considered to be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required.
Santa Clara Valley Water District | 5750 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, CA 95118-3686 | (408) 265-2600 | www.valleywater.org

♺
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Mr. Alan Kam
Page 2
December 4, 2020

Letter 1

Page 11: As indicated on Page 11, dewatering is required because shallow groundwater occurs in the
project location. Valley Water recommends that the dewatering system be designed such that the
volume and duration of dewatering are minimized to the greatest extent possible. This comment also
applies to other mention n of dewatering activities, including but not limited to Control Measures G6
(Page 47) and J1 (Page 62), and elsewhere that describes the dewatering plan.

1-2

If possible, Valley Water would appreciate if the project team shared any data about the dewatering
activities, including the dewatering volumes, timing, location, etc.
Key Environmental Controls: To prevent pollutants from construction activity, including sediment, from
reaching Vasona Creek, follow the Santa Clara Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program’s
recommended Best Management Practices (BMP) for construction activities, as contained in “Blueprint
for a Clean Bay,” and the “California Stormwater Construction BMP Handbook”.

1-3

Page 13: Page 13 states, “SCVWD, possible encroachment permit.” Control measures outlined later in
the document state to “obtain encroachment permit.” Please revised for consistency.

1-4

Page 30: Correct spelling of “frong” to “frog”

1-5

Page 34: Page 34 D1 states, “Comply with the encroachment permit and tree preservation
requirements of the City of Saratoga.” What about compliance with the Valley Water encroachment
permit conditions and BMPs contained in the Valley Water Best Management Practices Handbook?
This also applies to D2 for riparian habitat at creek crossings.

1-6

Page 37: No Impacts: Criteria D6. Please state that the project is located entirely outside of the Santa
Clara Valley Habitat Plan area.

1-7

Wildlife Movement Opportunities: Criterion D4. Although no riparian vegetation would be lost, impacts
to aquatic species (i.e., California Red-Legged Frog and Western Pond Turtle) could occur as a result of
construction dewatering and the installation of cofferdams.

1-8

Page 40: Page 37 states that “no riparian vegetation would be lost. However, Page 40 a. states, “Prior
to any grading or grubbing at creek crossings” Please clarify the type of disturbance that will occur at
creek crossings. Page 40 d. states, “The qualified biologist shall oversee initial vegetation clearing and
installation of the wildlife exclusionary fencing were construction is to take place in natural areas
within 100 feet of creek channels”. Again, this sounds like riparian vegetation would be lost. Please
clarify these impacts.
Page 47 & 61: Control Measures G7, J3. states, “Obtain encroachment permit from City of Saratoga
and SCVWD, and comply with permit conditions.” It would be preferred to callout the specific best
management practices that apply to the project from the Valley Water BMP Handbook.

1-9

1-10
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Letter 1

Page 58, section J. Hydrology and Water Quality Setting: We recommend adding the following text
about abandoned wells in the appropriate section. “Due to the long agricultural history of the Santa
Clara Subbasin, and subsequent land development, there are likely many abandoned wells in the
subbasin. While some of these abandoned wells may have been sealed prior to well permitting
requirements, many have open casings and may be discovered during project construction. If
encountered during the proposed project, abandoned wells must be properly destroyed, with related
work permitted by Valley Water.”

1-11

Page 60, section on Groundwater: We suggest revising the following sentence “The Santa Clara Valley
Groundwater Basin provides half the County’s water supply for potable use and is divided into three
interconnected subbasins: the Santa Clara Valley Subbasin in north county and the Coyote and Hagas
Subbasins in south county. The Project area is within the Unconfined Zone of the Santa Clara Valley
Subbasin.”
We recommend the following replacement text (and note that the original text has a misspelling of the
Llagas Subbasin):

1-12

“The Santa Clara Valley Groundwater Basin provides about half the County’s water supply for potable
use and is divided into two interconnected subbasins: the Santa Clara Subbasin, which includes the
Coyote Valley Management Area, and the Llagas Subbasin. The Project area is within the unconfined
zone of the Santa Clara Subbasin.
Page 69: N1 – Make it clear that the upsizing of the pipelines will not induce substantial unplanned
population growth. Page 4 states, “These lines were also identified as having capacity issues. It would
be helpful to elaborate on the capacity problem to address the upsizing of the pipelines from 6, 8, and
10-inch to 8, 10, and 15-inch.

1-13

Page 79: Page 79 states, “As a wastewater collection system rehabilitation project, the proposed
project has no issues related to wastewater treatment capacity.” It may be useful to explain that
upsizing of the pipelines would not lead to an increase in wastewater flowing to the treatment plant.
Or would it? We suspect that there may be a reduction in wastewater flowing to the plant during
periods of heavy rain due to a reduction in infiltration.

1-14

Page 83: Page 83 states, “A series of control measures and mitigation measures have been identified in
the IS to address biological issues. Control measures include compliance with encroachment permit
and tree preservation requirements of the City of Saratoga…” What about the BMPs from the Valley
Water Best Management Practices Handbook that will be a condition of the encroachment permit?

1-15

General Comments:
Groundwater Quality
The proposed project should benefit groundwater quality by replacing / repairing leaking sanitary
sewer pipelines.

1-16

 

   

Mr. Alan Kam
Page 4
December 4, 2020

Letter 1

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the IS/MND. If you have any questions or need further
information, please contact me at (408) 630-3157 or kthai@valleywater.org.
Sincerely,

Kevin Thai
Assistant Engineer II
Community Projects Review Unit
cc:

U. Chatwani, Y. Arroyo, K. Struve, K. Lueneburger, C. Houston, V. De La Piedra, J. Codianne, K.
Thai, File

