South San Francisco Bay Salt Ponds
Long-Term Restoration Planning
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~ — Fish and Wildlife/Other Biological Factors
— Physical Processes
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gcialli*Phase ut J"""

J ,argJJ resppsiblefeRmanadgenent ofiponds.
IWIFGEY MEEt Tiransfier Standard established by
VQEE discharge permit.

J Hnrm*@ Ut off Salt Production

882/ years for low salinity ponds (Baumberg and most
===A VISO ponds)

e C. 3-6 years for higher salinity ponds (West Bay and
= ~ Alviso ponds in Fremont)

~ e C, 5-7 years for Napa Plant Site

¢ DFG and FWS to manage acquired salt ponds
after phase-out completed and until long-term
restoration plan is completed and implemented.
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EINGEIR abita vallies of acqmred ponds to the
fiedmlmrextent reasible
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SVAGSUITE T at the ponds are maintained in a restorable
coglelii] n durlng long-term restoration planning period
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== amtam existing levels of flood protection, existing
_— c[épths of ponds

‘e Minimize impacts to Bay (from discharge)

¢ Minimize interim management costs (by avoiding
pumping)
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~Mission: “To prepare a scientifically sound and publicly
‘supported restoration and public access plan that can begin
to be implemented within five years.”
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SPPECIES, dgUaltic speCIes
Mehaded ponds for
IEratony birds
gsseciated wetland and
~ upl landlhabitats

= S5{60d management

= wﬂdllfe oriented public

= access & recreation
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2tlands: Past and Presents
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rom Past Restorationse
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- REGOS mendations firom

Gy Js REpoert —IMix: ol Habitats

Past, Present, and Recommended Future Bayland Habitat Acreage
for the Region

300+ Other
D Bay Fill

l:l Agricultural Bayland
D Diked Wetland

[:! Salt Pond

. Tidal Marsh

N Tidal Flat
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Techpllez nvironmental S

2 ¢ of abltats 70) Maﬁ%’ﬁhance W|Id||fe Populatlons
— Tlclzl Wetlsnels
» lanaged Pojglels
— Aggdeflige IHabitats
°- 3] JFHJ Waa Restoration
= _dence off Ponds (minimal to over 10 feet)
= = Sediment supply
— _ifI:IydrologlcaI/GeomorphoIog|caI Impacts on Bay
-~ Resuspension of Pollutants in Bay
— Methylatlon of Mercury

¢ Enhancement of Managed Ponds
— Water Circulation in Ponds (flow-through vs. one-way system)
— Optimize pond depths and salinities for migratory birds
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liEshnical/Environmental

SR BeENY 2nagement - .
Selt porlel |avees grov]dé- de=felcio) floce digiectic)
IiEyrateriood management features into future habitat

o Plolle \cc:u yand Recreation

— Hr9y de ac Geess; for existing users
— rm'rg /expand recreational access
= In ;gara‘te recreation and wildlife protection

Jr’ ‘oduced Species, e.qg.
= F“"'f_ :— -~ Spartina

~ — non-native predators

e Existing Infrastructure

¢ Monitoring/Adaptive Management
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:*1 ?;.- @ California Environmental Protection Agency -
““Audubon SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGIONAL BAY PLANNING

WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
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science for a changing world
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Executive Leadership
Group

Agency Leaders of DFG, FWS, SCC
oversee long-term restoration planning.

Implementation
Team

A team will develop strategies
to fund implementation.
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Executive Council |

High level trustee and regulatory
agency representatives provide
guidance and support.

Flood
Management Team

Project Management Team will work

with staff of Flood Control Districts

and Corps to integrate flood manage-
ment and habitat restoration.

Project
Management Team

Staff of SCC, DFG, FWS conduct
day-to-day project management and
ensure coordination with stake-

holders.
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Regulatory Agencies|

Staft from regulatory agencies
handle permitting.

Nati

onal Science
Panel

Public Involvement Public Outreach

Committee Team
: Nationgl wetland restoratign experts Restoration, 1T Bicefes s Mo,
review process and science. Flood Management, with representatives from other
and Access groups, will ensure the public re-

mains informed and has frequent

TeChn_lcaI NGOs, agencies, and others meet opportunities for input.
Committee regularly to receive project updates
. . and provide input on restoration and
Scientists review scopes of work s sl 78 o gD s i
and work products.

subcommittees.
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Photo R/chmond Br/dge Harbo[‘ Sea/ Survey

MEJOIFIDECISION
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WilEthWIll De the

ovarallr storatlon

dESIgN?.
SREGWIC0r WEe maximize
M afitsS, to wildlife?
—What S the

~ appropriate mixture of
- _habltats?

— What is their
placement in the
landscape?
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OVerall Restoration Designias o
SEfsIdErations ™

SN ENHENHabItat Goals REPOrt

EeemimeEndations, still valid? e
= 25-500,000i acres off tidal marsh abitat Goals

= --15,000 acres off saline pools

i

= _LS',OOO acres of tidal flats
Gt

— 8= \Which portions of these
recommendations should this
project accomplish within the

15,000 acres?

\

g

8 Roport ot Habliat Nepommenastions Shene
Prepared by the San Francisco Bay Area '\;‘{_.
Wetlands Ecosystem Goals Project
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ShBWAdE We handle externall constraints?
— rJOOFJJJ’,L
J L)J ence
— 5 1ment availability
—*Sedlment guality
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Overall Restoration Desi
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SRR BYWACBIWErmaximize habitat functions of
genaged ponds and pond complexes?
= Mix or epths
— Mix f salinities
o .;: pcations
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__-_:r;_jf-; Water Mmanagement
— Other factors

i
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@Verall REstoration Desi
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SAROWAGEE WE minimIzZe Impacts from
MIErcuRy methylation?
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— T Management

—'§ed|ment management
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SISO o What degree e e
il rJoorJ lanagement =TT we 4
02 2 CCONT nmodated or
]n' dg ed?

= ameda Creek

= Guadalupe River

o 7 Coyote Creek
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1955 Alameda Creek Flood

Photo by: R.L. Copeland. From: Floods at Fremont, California; L.E.
Young, 1962; USGS Hydrological Atlas, HA-54
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Yajor'Decisions o

PREIASIIE 1O Wiat degreerwillappropriate
PIBIIE access and recreation opportunities be
geeommodated or integrated?

BN ey issUes:

S ceb’éable types of access and recreation

= Protection of at-risk species

== : Location of access and recreation
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SAHErEstoration Implementation and
Nenagen Jent process will be the most
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0 Hojis ral key: considerations:
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— Mix of ponds

— Flood management

— Dredge material reuse
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PejOIfDECISions,

o Haoyy W]J_l the project be phased?

0 I)Qg:\nrjrj key drivers:

rmyr:e. atlon design and implementation
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ESneER/ o Specific Decisions in each Category
BSiEh and) Wildlife

= Hn\/J ' | Processes

— Wz :r Quallty/Contamlnants

= SASSEss Data Gaps for Each Specific Decision
-—;—_«:**_; Available Data
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~ — Needed Data/Data Gaps
® Prioritize Data Gaps
e Wrap-Up
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oteps
SRVEVEIbpmEntofiGonceptualiVedel Project Objectives
SRERIINELIONI 0fF Fechnicall Commitiee

S REONO el distributed
J'L)(“OJ'J'_F ittees to be formed
NetienaliScience Panel
ESPenise Reed (chair), Sam Luoma, John Teal, Si Simenstad, Jerry
: __E _la wubel, Michael Erwin, Jorg Imberger
==3-10 Jracts/Grants

- — Data Collection

=
:_' ~— Restoration Design, Physical Modeling, Civil Design and Cost
Estimating

— EIR/S and Permitting
— Public Outreach
® General Conservancy RFQ Available

e Specific RFQs, RFPs, and interviews will be
released/conducted by Conservancy 31
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JIoCiE/S Ground Rulesume

[

_ ) on schedule
cognize that there will be follow up

Thanks for Your Participation!
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