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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

INTRODUCTION

The City of Santa Rosa (City), as managing partner of the Santa Rosa Subregional Water
Reuse System, proposes to undertake the Seasonal Storage Project (SSP) to help carry out the
Incremental Recycled Water Program (IRWP) Master Plan (last updated in August 2007).
The SSP is the focus of this Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The City is proposing the
SSP to facilitate urban reuse and discharge, and thus assist the Subregional System in
meeting future permit restrictions and managing recycled water in a manner that is reliable
and in compliance with regulations. As prescribed in the Project’s Purpose and Need
Statement (see Chapter 1, Introduction), the seasonal storage volume under consideration at
this time is approximately 500 million gallons (MG). This additional storage would also
facilitate existing and future operation of the Subregional System in general.

This EIR evaluates five alternatives to achieve SSP objectives. In addition, as required by
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the EIR considers a No Project
alternative.

After the SSP EIR is completed and certified by the City, alternatives considered in the EIR
can be selected by the City for implementation. None of the alternatives would be able
individually to provide the total storage capacity of 500 MG, and therefore full
implementation of the SSP would require the selection of more than one alternative. Refer to
Chapter 5, Impacts of Combinations of Alternatives for possible combinations of alternatives
and their impacts.

PROJECT LOCATION

The five project alternatives are located to the west of Santa Rosa on the City-owned
properties known as Kelly Farm, Brown Farm, and Alpha Farm. Two of the five project
alternatives are located on Kelly Farm. These are designated as the Kelly Farm 1 (KF1)
alternative and the Kelly Farm 2 (KF2) alternatives. Two project alternatives are located on
Brown Farm and are designated as the Brown Farm 1 (BF1) alternative and the Brown Farm
2 (BF2) alternatives. The project alternative that is located on Alpha Farm is designated as
the Alpha Farm (AF) alternative. Figure 2-1 shows the locations of the alternatives on the
Kelly, Brown, and Alpha farms.

DEVELOPMENT OF ALTERNATIVES

To ensure that a reasonable range of alternatives is included in the SSP EIR, the City
undertook a screening process that evaluated potential alternatives for providing storage of
recycled water. The development of alternatives was initiated by the City in October 2006,
resulting in a list of preliminary alternatives that was provided to the public in the Draft
Engineering Report-Evaluation of Storage Sites published November 16, 2006.
Subsequently, a Notice of Preparation (NOP)/Initial Study for this EIR was prepared based
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on the engineering study, and an EIR scoping meeting was held in Santa Rosa on February
21, 2007. During the EIR scoping period from January 22, 2007 to February 27, 2007, the
City received comments from public agencies and from members of the public requesting
new or modified alternatives. These additional alternatives were incorporated in the list of
potential alternatives for evaluation and screening.

On April 11, 2007, the City released a Draft Screening Report. This report evaluated the list
of potential alternatives identified during the scoping process. The Draft Screening Report
addressed comments relative to alternatives made by agencies in response to the NOP and by
the public during scoping and determined which alternatives were to be included in the EIR
based of their feasibility and ability to meet Project Objectives. Based on the findings of the
Draft Screening Report and comments received from the public and agencies, the Board of
Public Utilities (BPU), on April 19, 2007, confirmed the project alternatives to be retained
and those to be eliminated from further consideration in the EIR process. A Final Screening
Report was published May 8, 2007. Subsequently, as engineering studies for the conceptual
design of the ponds proceeded, three of the pond sites were found to be infeasible. These
sites were eliminated from the EIR, leaving five alternative locations. This information was
reported to the BPU on October 4, 2007. A Revised Final Screening Report is included in
this EIR as Appendix B. Please refer to this report or Chapter 6, CEQA-required Sections,
for the reasons that alternatives have been included, or eliminated from detailed analysis, in
this EIR.

SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS
To achieve the objectives of the SSP, the Project must:

e Provide seasonal storage capacity for the Subregional Water Reuse System of
approximately 500 MG to carry out a portion of the IRWP Master Plan;

e Develop and operate the system in ways that protect public health and safety, protect
natural resources including the Russian River and its tributaries, promote use of
recycled water, meet current regulatory requirements, and provide flexibility to meet
future regulatory requirements; and

¢ Maintain a system and system components that can continue to be successfully
financed and that are economically feasible.

As indicated in Chapter 1, Introduction and Summary, the Purpose and Need Statement for
the SSP identified a need for approximately 500 MG. However, after the City adopted the
Purpose and Need Statement for the SSP, new information and events relating to the Project
have occurred that could affect the amount of, and whether, additional storage capacity will
be needed. The new information and events include:

e In August 2007 the City approved the Geysers Expansion Project. The Geysers
Expansion Project allocates additional recycled water to the Geysers in a fashion that
reshapes the seasonality of demand for stored recycled water relative to that which
was expected when the City originally approved the IRWP Master Plan in 2004 and
undertook the SSP in October 2006.
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Project Construction
Construction Schedule

Construction of project facilities at each of the alternative sites involves extensive
earthwork operations. The ease and potential success of earthwork operations is
highly dependent upon local precipitation and weather conditions. It is anticipated
that the typical construction season for implementation of project facilities would
start at the beginning of May and end around the beginning of November. It is
estimated that the project could be completed within five years of project approval.
This estimate allows 18 months to 2 years of design and permitting prior to
construction. It is estimated 18 months would be required to provide for the
necessary permitting and biological assessments. Additional site investigations
would be provided for the preliminary and final design and occur simultaneously with
the permitting. Additional information about construction tasks and scheduling can
be found in the TM 8, Project Implementation Plan provided in Volume 5 of this EIR.

Mobilization (2 months)

Mobilization of construction equipment would begin in March of the construction
year and would proceed for 2 months prior to the following tasks being started. The
mobilization of equipment at any site would be related to the weather conditions at
that time.

Drain Existing Ponds (2 months)

This task is required for Alpha Farm site where there are existing storage ponds
within the proposed AF storage pond footprint.

Demolition (2 months)

Demolition (e.g., removal of existing ponds, irrigation systems, monitoring wells) is
estimated to require 2 months in the first year.

Site Preparation (2 months)

Site preparation would be completed at the same time as demolition is taking place
during April and May.

Temporary Controls (18 to 24 months)

At the end of each construction season, sites would be prepared for inclement
weather, and appropriate erosion control measures would be installed to protect
completed work.

City of Santa Rosa 2-37 Winzler & Kelly
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Outlet Works and Spillway (6 months for each)

Materials would be ordered and construction started between May and July of the
first construction season. The structures would be completed July through August of
the following construction season as the embankments are being finalized.

Pump Stations (12 months)

This work would proceed concurrently with other construction activities and would
take about 12 months to complete.

Conveyance Piping (6 months)

Conveyance pipeline installation is of short duration because the connection point to
tie into the reuse system is located on the property, except for Alpha Farm where the
pipeline may tie in at the connection point within the Llano Road right-of-way.

Excavation (10 months)

The ease and potential success of earthwork operations is highly dependent upon
local precipitation and weather conditions. To avoid potential weather conflicts,
earthwork operations would start around the beginning of May and end around the
beginning of November. Yearly variations in precipitation may shorten or extend the
construction season. Excavation would continue through the beginning of the second
construction season beginning in May and ending in July.

Foundation Preparation (6 months)

It is estimated that the foundation preparation would take place during the first
construction season as excavation is taking place, from May through November.

Embankment (8 to 12 months)

Embankment construction is expected to begin in July of the first construction season
and continue concurrently with excavation through the following construction season
ending a month after excavation in August. Brown Farm embankment construction at
BF2 has been estimated to take longer due to the increased import of material for the
embankment. The schedule for the embankment construction at BF2 is 12 months
over two construction seasons.

Liner (4 months)
Construction for the liner system is expected to span over two construction seasons.
Riprap Erosion Protection (6 months)

Riprap erosion protection would be added to the pond as the liner system is
constructed.
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Site Restoration (2 months)

The site restoration period is after the pond is constructed and the temporarily
disturbed areas of the site are restored to their original condition.

Commissioning (12 months)

The commissioning of the pond is anticipated to occur during the first full year of
operation.

Demobilization (2 months)
Demobilization would begin as all of the aforementioned tasks are completed.
Construction Equipment and Operators

Table 2-3 lists the types and amount of construction equipment, and equipment
operators anticipated to be needed during various phases of project construction.

TABLE 2-3

Construction Equipment and Operators

Typical Scraper Cut/Fill Fleet | Number of Number of Operators

Equipment Vehicles

Dozers 4 4

Scrapers 8 8

Tractor with disc 1 1

Compactors (Sheepsfoot) 2 2

Water truck 1 1

Grader 1 1

Pickup Trucks 17 — Vehicle Operators/Laborers
1 - Foreman

Typical Excavation/Export Number of Number of Operators

Fill Fleet Vehicles

Dozer 2 2

Large Trackhoe 1 1

Haul Trucks 10 10

Grader 1 1

Pickup Trucks 14 14 — Vehicle Operators/Laborers
1 - Foreman
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TABLE 2-3
Construction Equipment and Operators
Typical Import Number of Number of Operators
(Drains/Riprap/Gravel) Emba Vehicles
nkment Fleet (not including
import haul trucks)
Front End Loader/Dozer 2 2
Trackhoe 1 1
Dump Truck (off highway) 1 1
Compactors 2 2
Water Truck 1 1
Tractor w/ Disc or Grader 1 1
Miscellaneous Fleet Number of Number of Operators
Vehicles
Dozer 1 1
Backhoe/Loader 2 2
Grader 1 1
Water Truck 1 1
Tracked Drill 2 2
Grout Pump 2 2
Rough Terrain Forklift 1 1
Flatbed Truck | 1
Water Pumps 2 2
Pickup Trucks 15 — Vehicle Operators/Laborers
2 — Surveyors
1 - Full Time Material Tester
2 — Full Time Inspector
2 - Mechanic
2 - Maintenance Staff
1 — Supt
1 - RE/CM

Water Use During Construction

For dust control and other construction-related processes that do not require potable
water, recycled water would be obtained from the existing on-site reuse pipeline. A
temporary water line may be constructed off the existing reuse pipeline to temporary
storage tanks at the storage pond site, or the permanent reuse pipeline would be
installed prior to construction of the ponds.
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Groundwater collected from dewatering activities would be discharged into existing
drainages according to the NPDES permits to be obtained for the project from the
NCRWQCB. If testing of the groundwater reveals contaminants which prevent
permitted discharge of the dewatering water, the groundwater would be collected in
tanks and hauled off site for proper disposal.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT NOT CARRIED FORWARD

In developing the alternatives considered in the EIR, an intensive screening of potential
alternatives was performed. The results of this screening are presented in the Revised Final
Screening Report, which is included as Appendix B to this EIR and summarized in Chapter 6.

MEASURES INCLUDED IN THE PROJECT

All Project alternatives would comply with the following project design measures, and each
of the measures are considered part of the Project. Each measure is described in full in
Chapter 3, Section 2.

3.2.1 Purchase Locally Grown or Inspected Plants

3.2.2 Revegetate Temporarily Disturbed Sites

3.2.3 Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

3.2.5 Standard Engineering Methods for Corrosive Soils

3.2.6 Standard Engineering Methods for Expansive Soils

3.2.9 Protect Creeks from Toxic Discharge

3.2.11 Construction Management Program

3.2.12 Mosquito Prevention Program

3.2.13 Prepare Inundation Map and Emergency Evacuation Plan

3.2.15 Standard Traffic Control Procedures

3.2.16 Dust Control Program

3.2.17 Equipment Exhaust Control Program

3.2.20 Control of Light and Glare

3.2.22 Adjust Facility Design to Avoid Impacts on Utilities

3.2.23 Flood Storage Management

3.2.24 Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP)

3.2.25 High Water Level Sensor

City of Santa Rosa 2-41 Winzler & Kelly
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EMERGENCY SCENARIOS
Pipeline Rupture

Standard engineering design in conformance with building codes would prevent rupture of
the proposed pipelines from the pump station to the on-site reuse line to transport recycled
water to and from the storage ponds, except where pipelines cross active earthquake faults.
Because none of the proposed pipelines would cross active faults, pipeline rupture is not
considered a credible event.

Storage Pond Embankment Breach

Storage pond embankments, which contain recycled water in the storage ponds, would meet
the design, construction, and operational standards of safety established by the DSOD. The
embankment design would substantially reduce the possibility of failure by the major causes
of failure, including seismic events, unstable slope conditions, or damage from corrosive or
expansive soils, so that the probability of such an event is considered extremely remote. The
risk of overtopping the embankment would be insignificant because the storage pond sites
have no upland runoff, and spillways would be sized to accommodate the Probable
Maximum Precipitation plus the maximum fill rate.

In accordance with DSOD requirements, an evaluation of the embankment hazard rating was
completed for the proposed storage ponds using the Total Class Weight (TCW) approach
referenced in the DSOD guidelines for design of small earthfill dams and embankments. The
methodology is outlined in the reference paper, “Hydrologic Analysis within California’s
Dam Safety Program” (Calzascia and Fitzpatrick 1989) and is described in the 7M 3, Site
Hydrology Evaluation provided in Volume 5 of this EIR. The TCW approach is a ranking
system that considers embankment height, impoundment capacity, qualitative estimate of the
number of people to evacuate in the event of an embankment failure, and qualitative estimate
of potential damage value. This ranking system provides a method of interpreting risk and,
therefore, determining the minimum IDF RP (inflow design flood in a specific return period)
for the spillway. TCW ranking ranges from a minimum of 2 for small remote dams to 36 for
large urban dams.

TCW data for the storage ponds was gathered by conducting a reconnaissance site visit to
each storage pond site to assess the potential downstream population that might require
evacuation and estimate (qualitatively) the amount of damage. The Sonoma County Draft
General Plan 2020 was used to determine the zoning and future downstream conditions for
each storage pond site. Detailed site topography, pond footprints, geotechnical-seismic
constraints, elevation-storage curve tables, and operations modeling were used to confirm the
final storage capacity and height of proposed embankments for each site.

The DSOD was provided the TCW data to recommend the minimum IDF RP and the size of
the spillway. Table 2-4 shows the existing and future TCW for each storage pond site and
the DSOD-recommended minimum IDF for the emergency spillway.

City of Santa Rosa 2-42 Winzler & Kelly
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TABLE 2-4
Storage Pond Total Class Weight (TCW) and Minimum Intensity Duration Frequency
Inflow Design Flood
Recommended Recommended
Project IDF RP IDF RP
Alternative Existing TCW (years) Future TCW (years)
KF1 10 1,000 14 1,000
KF2 10 1,000 14 1,000
BF1 6 1,000 10 1,000
BF2 4 1,000 7 1,000
AF1 4 1,000 7 1,000

Modern design and construction, and conservative freeboard (which would allow the pond to
safely retain the maximum storage capacity even if earthquake-induced settlement were to
occur would preempt serious earthquake damage. The DSOD requires appropriate
instrumentation and monitoring and submittal of annual reports. In addition, the DSOD
generally inspects all jurisdictional dams at least once a year as part of their normal routine
maintenance program.

Maintenance, surveillance, and preparedness for emergencies are also recognized as
important activities that ensure the safety of embankments. During operation, the ponds
would be visually inspected on a regular basis to ensure that the embankments, control
structures, access roads, and monitoring instrumentation are maintained. Impediments would
be removed from the spillway and other control structures as soon as they are observed. The
DSOD also requires that storage ponds be designed to drain down within seven days.

Storage Pond Spillway Release

In accordance with DSOD requirements, the storage pond spillway would be designed for a
minimum IDF frequency of 1,000 years. This means that, on average, the spillway would be
used every 1,000 years. The calculations used to achieve this assume that the pond is
completely full (1 below the spillway) when the Probable Maximum Precipitation (PMP)
occurs at the same time that the Subregional System is filling the pond at the maximum rate.
See TM 3, Site Hydrology Evaluation provided in Volume 5 of this EIR.
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The Subregional System operates the system to prevent use of the spillway, thereby further
reducing the frequency of such an event. Operators maintain all ponds at 2 feet freeboard
below the spillway during the winter when storms may occur, ponds would never be filled
when pond levels were high during a storm, and recycled water is moved between ponds
when necessary to balance the system and reduce levels in a particular pond. The existing
City-owned ponds do not have spillways per se, but do have overflow pipes. None of the
pipes have ever been used; no discharges from the ponds to surface waters via the overflow
pipes has ever occurred (personal communication, Randy Piazza, City of Santa Rosa storage
operations manager, January 2008).

The potential for a spillway release to occur due to over pumping would be reduced by
implementation of Project Measure 3.2.25, which requires that pond instrumentation include
a high water level sensor and alarm. The alarm would either alert City staff that the water
level is reaching pond capacity or would shut down the pump automatically.

Considering that 1) the design of the ponds would limit spillway use to once every 1,000
years on average; 2) the operation of the ponds would further reduce the frequency of
spillway use; and 3) a spillway release from the existing City-owned ponds has never
occurred, it is concluded that the very low probability of this occurrence does not warrant
identification of a spillway release as an emergency scenario requiring an evaluation in the
EIR.

CoOST OF ALTERNATIVES

An estimate of capital and operating costs for the SSP alternatives was prepared at a planning
level of detail to identify the major costs and allow a relative cost comparison between
alternatives. The estimates are provided in Table 2-5. See TM 6, Basis of Costs provided in
Volume 5 of this EIR for more details. Due to the uncertainty at this time about the final
design of any of the alternatives, the cost estimates should be considered preliminary and
subject to revision once an alternative is selected and project-level design is completed.

TABLE 2-5
Estimated Capital and Annual Operating Costs for SSP Alternatives
Capital Cost, Annual Operating Cost,
Alternative ($million) ($thousand)
Kelly Farm 1 31.9 180
Kelly Farm 2 35.0 140
Brown Farm 1 26.5 150
Brown Farm 2 329 180
Alpha Farm 31.8 160

Source: TM 6, Basis for Costs

EMPLOYMENT

No additional employees would be required to operate and maintain approximately 500 MG
of additional storage capacity.
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CUMULATIVE PROJECTS SCENARIO

Cumulative impacts are defined as “two or more individual effects which, when considered
together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts”
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15355). Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor
but collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time.

Identification of Projects with Potential for Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative projects have been identified using two methods (as defined under Section 15130
of the CEQA Guidelines): General Plan projections and the list approach.

e Cumulative Project Study Area. Because the SSP does not have direct impacts on
surface water quality, its cumulative project study area is substantially smaller than
the IRWP’s study. The SSP study area consists of the geographic area generally
encompassed by the Santa Rosa Plain.

e General Plan Projections. The Sonoma County General Plan and the Santa Rosa
General Plan and the General Plan EIRs’ projections of residential, commercial, and
industrial projects were utilized. These projections were described and analyzed in
the IRWP Program EIR.

e The List Approach. Individual cumulative projects were identified where necessary
to adequately assess impacts for a particular topic area, for example, IRWP DCP
components that may be built at the Laguna Plant. These projects are listed and
described in Appendix C, Cumulative Projects Scenario and Cumulative Projects List.

e Past, Present, or Reasonably Foreseeable Projects. The impacts of past and present
projects are evaluated in the baseline environmental data presented in the Setting
Section of the EIR. Reasonably foreseeable future projects were identified as
suggested in the CEQA Guidelines in the discussion following Section 15130: “...the
Lead Agency is required to discuss not only approved projects under construction and
approved related projects not yet under construction, but also unapproved projects
currently under environmental review...” When local agencies were contacted, the
projects in their jurisdictions that met these criteria were requested. Projects were
included on the cumulative list without limitation in regard to type of environmental
documentation available.

e Actions, Regardless of Who Undertakes Them. All municipal and regional entities
with jurisdiction over lands within the Project area were contacted, and a list of their
projects solicited. All entities contacted responded, with some entities having more
complete lists than others.

The analysis of cumulative impacts is presented in Chapter 4, Impacts and Mitigation
Measures, under each discipline. If significant cumulative impacts are identified, mitigation
is recommended. Impacts of the individual cumulative projects as they relate to the SSP
alternatives are evaluated and presented as well.
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REQUIRED PERMITS AND APPROVALS

Federal, state, regional, county, and city permits and approvals are required for
implementation of the SSP. A list of permits and approvals for which this EIR would be
utilized is provided in Table 2-6, which identifies the permits and approvals to be obtained.
TM 7, Regulation and Approvals for Storage Alternatives provided in Volume 5 of this EIR
includes additional information about permits and approvals required.

TABLE 2-6

Required Permits and Approvals

Type of Permit or

Agency Approval Regulated Activity Authority

U. S. Army Corps of Section 404 Discharge of dredged or fill | Section 404, Clean Water

Engineers (USACE) (Individual or Nation- |material into waters of the Act (CWA) (33 USC 1344)
Wide Permit) U.S., including wetlands.

U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service

Section 7 Consultation
or Santa Rosa Plain
Conservation Strategy
Mitigation

Consideration of a Section
404 permit by the USACE.

16 USC 1531 et seq: 50
CFR Part 17, Sections
17.94-17.96 ESA

National Marine
Fisheries Service
(NMES)

Section 7 Consultation

Consideration of a Section
404 permit by the USACE.

16 USC 1531 et seq: 50
CFR Part 17, Sections
17.94-17.96 Endangered
Species Act (ESA)

State Office of Historic
Preservation

Section 106 Review
and Compliance

Consideration of a Section
404 permit by the USACE.

National Historic
Preservation Act 36 CFR
800

California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans)

Encroachment Permit

Use of California rights-of-
way for traffic control
measures.

California Vehicle Code
Section6

Caltrans

Transportation Permit

Transport of heavy or

oversized loads on state roads

during construction.

California Vehicle Code
Section 35780; California
Streets and Highway Code
117, 660-711

State Water Resources General Construction | All stormwater discharges CWA
Control Board Stormwater NPDES from construction activities
Permit disturbing 1 acre or more.
State Division of Safety | Approval of plans and | Dam or reservoir construction | California Water Code

of Dams (DSOD)

specifications for the
construction or
enlargement of a dam
Or reservoir

or enlargement.

Division 3, Dams and
Reservoirs Parts 1 and 2

California Occupational
Safety and Health
Administration
(CalOSHA)

Permits for
construction, trench
excavations, and
demolition

Construction of trenches or
excavations 5 feet or deeper
and into which a person is
required to descend.

California Labor Code
Section 6500

California Department of
Fish & Game (CDFG)

Streambed Alteration
Agreement

Crossing of streams, rivers, or

lakes.

Sections 1601-1603 of the
CDFG Code
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TABLE 2-6

Required Permits and Approvals

INCREMENTAL RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM
SEASONAL STORAGE PROJECT DRAFT EIR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Type of Permit or

Agency Approval Regulated Activity Authority
CDFG Section 2081 Potential adverse effects to Sections 2081(b) and (c) of
Management state endangered or the California ESA
Agreement threatened species or species
proposed for state listing.
Incidental “take” of state-
protected species by a non-
state entity.
North Coast Regional Section 401 Water Discharge of fill materials to |CWA
Water Quality Control Quality Certification | waters of the state.
Board
North Coast Regional Waste Discharge Discharge of groundwater Porter-Cologne Water
Water Quality Control Requirements from construction dewatering | Quality Control Act
Board activities.
Sonoma County Permit | 3836 Permit Construction in flowing County Codes
and Resource waters.
Management (PRMD)
Sonoma County PRMD | Road Encroachment New transmission, water, or | County Codes
Permit gas line crossings, or
construction on or across
county roads.
Sonoma County PRMD | Grading Permit Certain grading activities if | County Codes
conducted prior to obtaining a
building permit.
Sonoma County PRMD | Transportation Permit | Transport of heavy or County Codes
oversized loads on county
roads.
Sonoma County PRMD | Well Construction or | Drilling of borings and/or County Codes

Destruction Permit;
Geotechnical Boring
Permit

wells; destruction of wells.

Sonoma County
Department of
Emergency Services

Hazardous Materials
Business Plan

Storage of 55 gallons or
greater of hazardous liquids
(i.e., diesel) or 200 standard
cubic feet (scf) of gases (i.e.,
propane).

California Health and
Safety Code; California
Code of Regulations

Sonoma County
Agricultural and Open
Space District

Amendment to Open
Space Easement
Agreement

Activities within areas subject
to Open Space easement.

Public Resources Code
section 5540

City of Santa Rosa Public

Works Department

Transportation Permit

Transport of heavy or
oversized loads on city
streets.

City Ordinances

City of Santa Rosa
March 2008

2-47

Winzler & Kelly
02059 06011



INCREMENTAL RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM
SEASONAL STORAGE PROJECT DRAFT EIR
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

TABLE 2-6
Required Permits and Approvals
Type of Permit or
Agency Approval Regulated Activity Authority
City of Santa Rosa Building Permit, Street | Construction activities within | Uniform Building Codes,
Community Improvement Permit, |the City of Santa Rosa. as adopted
Development Grading Permit

PREPARERS AND REFERENCES
Preparers

Carol Kielusiak, Winzler & Kelly
Reviewers

Patricia Collins, Winzler & Kelly
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