S.F.’s East Bay plans
ignore fish, critics say

Trout in question protected by federal laws ;
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Now It's fish.

San Francisco's
long-term plans for
managing its huge

landholdings in the East Bay
won't pass muster with envi-
ronmental regulalors because
they ignore steelhead trout
with federal protections, activ-
{sts say.

The San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission’s 36,000

acres in the Alameda Creek [ wmimng for proposed |
w

watershed includes the land ater storage pils
surrounding the San Antonio
and Calaveras reservoirs. The

watershed is part of a system || Expaudnﬂ mining for proposed | —
of 11 reservoirs in the Bay | waler storage pits _
Area and the Sierra Nevada e e
mountains that San Francisco | [
uses to supply drinking water Alameda watershed — 36,000 acre feet ‘ :
to 2.4 milllon customers, :

San Francisco PUC officials HAYWARD f ;
held public hearings in Pleas- LIVERMORE / gettale
anton and San Francisco this )‘[
week to accepl comments on a SUNOL ], FLEASANTON

report that outlines the envi-
ronmental impacts of thelr
20-year plan for man the
Alameda Creek watersh

In Pleasanton on Tuesday,
Sunol residents continued to
valce their opposition to one
aspect of the plan — an ex-
pansion of gravel mining oper-
ations near the
urinecorporated town,

The San Francisco PUC
proposes an expansion of
existing rock quarries south of
Interstate 680, Even more
controversial is a plan — al-

Please see Fish, NEWS-17
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Members of the Alameda Creek Alliance work to catch a steelhead trout rapped in Alameda
Creek. The steelhead trout has become an issue in a reclamation plan for Sunol Valley. |

Fish: Mining near Sunol

Continued from NEWS-1

ready approved by Alameda
County — to allow Mission
Valley Rock Company to dig a
new mining pit morth of the
[reeway.

The new pit would take 140
acres of prime agricultural land
out of production. And it would
be dug within a quarter mile of
an elementary school and the
Willis Polk Water Temple, a his-
torfc monument built in 1910,
San Francisco is restoring and
bullding a park around the
temple al a cost of 84.8 million,
in part to appease residents,

Sunol's only elected body. the
Sunol Glen Scheool Board,
passed a resolution tn 1997 de-
nouncing the plan as a threal o
children with asthma and other
respiratory problems because of
the dust it would produce,

But those charges didn't hold
up In courts, where an activist
group's challenges of the
county’s Environmental Impact
Report for the project were re-
Jected in 1997. The group. Save
Our Sunel, has not given up its
opposition, President Patricia

Stliman told San Franelsco offi-
clals,

“We promise San Francisco a
public relations nightmare if
you proceed with this horren-
dous proposal,” Stillman said,

San Franeisco officials like
the project because it glves
them more revenue from
companies and will boost thelr
capacily to store water when
mining is completed in 2035.
Altogether, the six waler storage
pits the mining would create
would store 63,200 acre feet of
waler — enough to supply a city
the size of Pleasanton for nearly
four years.

"We could use the storage
right now,” said Joe Naras, land
resources manager for the water
supply and treatment division of
the San Franecisco PUC. "Even
with this storage, we'll still need
more.”

But first the San Francisco
PUC’s five commissioners must
certify that the Environmental
Impact Report for the Alameda
Watershed Management Plan is
complete. And that certification
must be able (o survive in courl.

Because the repori relies In
part on the EIR prepared by the
county, San Francisco officlals
are confident that further court
challenges of plans to expand
quarty operations north of [-
680 en environmental grounds
won't go far,

But the Alameda Watershed

ment Plan is about more
than fust m].ull:f From water
releases to cattle grazing, the
livelihood of the Central Coast
steelhead is likely to be the next
battleground.

“The matn failure of this plan
is it tries to ignore the steelhead
issue,” said the Alameda Creek
Alliance's Jeff Miller.

San Francisco's EIR states
there is a “low potential” (hat
the Ceniral Coast steelhead —
an ocean-go rainbow  trout
listed as threatened in 1987 —
can travel upstream lo city-
owned land.

Miller that the steel-
head's ability to reach historic
spawning grounds is blocked by
a flood-control dam where Bay
Area Rapld Transil {rain tracks
cross Alameda Creck im Fre-



maonl,

But a new report funded by Being

Alameda County and the
Coastal Conservancy is optl-
mistic that, by helping the fish
around the dam and other bar-
riers, steelhead could be re-
stored 1o the watershed.

The report also included a
genetic  study that concluded
rainbow trout already living In
tributaries of the Calaveras and
San Antonio reservoirs “appear
o be descended from native
steelhead populations isolated
behind dams or natural bar-
riers.”

Steelhead are born in fresh-
water streams, and sclentists
believe most travel to the ocean
before returning 1o their place
of birth to spawn. But recent
studies suggest some stocks of
steclhead and rainbow trout —
which spend all of their lives in
sireams or lakes — may differ
only in their behavior, not their

£S5,

The rainbow trout in the Ala-
meda Creek watershed should
be considered part of the stock
of protected Central Coast steel-

head, the report concluded.
‘well-adapted to local con-
ditions. they are probably better
suited to restoration efforts
than non-native steelhead popu-
lations ' '

That means prot (he
delicate stream beds they breed
in from the damage caused by
cattle San Francisco allows (o
graze on its lands, Miller said.

And according to Miller. the
well being of steelhead down-
stream of the watershed also is
affected by the way San Fran-
cisco controls the timing and
amount of water released from
its dams — an issue pol ad-
dressed in the Alameda Waler-
shed Management Plan,

"Obviously diverting the ma-
jority of the runofl into reser-
voirs affects fish populations,”
he said. "Those dams have cut
off the best available habitat for
steelhead and other migratory
fish.”

Naras sald San Francisco al-
ready Is working on ways to lm-
prove conditions for fish,
ineluding releasing more water
for trout in Alameda Creek

generates cash for San Francisco

below Calaveras Reservoir.

If state and federal environ-
mental regulators want specific
sleps taken to prolect steelhead,
the final Environmental Impact
Report will address those is-
sues, he said,

"One goal we had was to en-
hanee habital (for steelhead and

“other protecied species).” Naras

sald. "At the same time, our
major goal is to protect water
quality and water supply. We're
at the proverbfal balancing
point where we're frying (o bal-
ance a lot of issues and trving to
malke everyone happy.”

Captes of the draft EIR for the
Alnmeda  Wetershed  Moanage-
ment Plap are available jor ve-
view of the Fremond, Livermore,
Mitpitees  and  Plegsenton i
braries, Writlen comments will
be decepled wniil 5 pon.
Mondeay, Jon. 31 Addivess com-
mends to Hillory E. Gitedmai
andd el to the San Francisco
Planning Department, 1660 Mis-
sior. St, San Franciseo, €A
Sqro3-241s. Or fax to (415)
S58-6426.



