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FILE NO. 171215 RESOLUTIG ... NO. 

[Real Property Agreement - California Department of General Services, California Military 
Department - 100 Armory Drive - San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project - $2,000] 

3 Resolution approving and authorizing an agreement for conveyance and acceptance of 

4 · interests in real property from State of California Department of General Services 

5 acting on behalf of the State of California Military Department consisting of easements 

6 for subsurface tiebacks, access, and maintenance over real property located at 100 

7 Armory Drive, for $2,000 as part of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 

8 Water System Improvement Program-Funded Project CUW30201, Westside Recycled 

9 Water Project; and authorizing the General Manager of the San Francisco Public 

10 Utilities Commission, or Director of Property to execute documents, make certain 

11 modifications and take certain actions in furtherance of this Resolution, as defined 

12 herein. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("SFPUC") developed and 

approved Project CUW30201, Westside Recycled Water Project ("Project") under its Water 

System Improvement Program ("WSIP") for the purpose of constructing a new recycled water 

treatment facility, pump station, underground reservoir and associated pipelines that will 

produce and deliver up to two million gallons per day of recycled water for irrigation, lake fill, 

and other non-potable uses; and 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to a Deed for ninety-nine years that was recorded on August 19, 

-1953, the State of California Department of General Services ("State") representing the State 

of California Military Department, owns an estate for years in certain real property located at 

100 Armory Street in the City and County of San Francisco ("Armory Property") and has 

agreed to quitclaim certain easement interests under, over, and across the Armory Property 

("Easements") to the City and County of San Francisco ("City"), which will consist of (a) an 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
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1 approximately 4,252 square foot portion of the Armory Property to allow City to construct 

2 Project improvements, (b) an approximately 25,203 square foot portion of the Armory Property 

3 to allow .City to install and maintain subsurface tieback easements necessary for Project 

4 construction, and (c) an approximately 1,857 square foot portion of the Armory Property to 

5 allow City to perform maintenance in connection with the Project; and 

6 WHEREAS, An Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") as required by the California 

7 Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") was prepared for the Project Department, File No. 

8 2008.0091 E; and 

9 WHEREAS, On September 3, 2015, the San Francisco Planning Commission (a) 

10 certified the FEIR for the Project by Motion M-19442; (b) adopted findings under CEQA, 

11 including the adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") and a 

12 statement of overriding considerations ("CEQA Findings") by Motion No. 19443; and (c) 

13 found the Project consistent with the General Plan, and eight priority policies of Planning; 

14 Section 101.1 ("General Plan Findings") by Motion No. 19444: copies of the motions are on 

15 · file with the Clerk of the City's Board of Supervisors ("Board") under File No. 171215, which 

16 is incorporated herein by this reference; and 

17 WHEREAS, By Resolution No. 15-0187 adopted as effective on September 8, 2015, 

18 a copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board under File No. 171215, which is 

19 incorporated herein by this reference, the SFPUC (a) adopted CEQA Findings, including a 

20 statement of overriding conditions and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

21 ("MMRP") required by CEQA; (b) approved the Project and (c) authoriz~d the General 

22 Manager of the SFPUC to implement the Project; and 

23 WHEREAS, By Resolution No. 16-0049 adopted as effective as of March 8, 2016, a 

24 copy of which is_ on file with the Clerk of the Board under File No. 171215, which is 

25 incorporated herein by this reference, the SFPUC approved the proposed Agreement for 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
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1 Conveyance and Acceptance of Real Property ("Agreement") whereby SFPUC will 

2 purchase the Easements from the State; and 

3 WHEREAS, The Project files, including the FEIR, PEIR, SFPUC Resolution No. 15-

4 0187, and SFPUC Resolution No.16.:.0049 have been made available for review by the 

5 Board and the public, and those files are considered part of the record before this Board; 

6 and 

7 WHEREAS, On July 30, 2015, an independent appraiser determined the fair market 

8 value of the Easements to be $2,000; and 

9 WHEREAS, As additional consideration to the State, the SFPUC shall reimburse 

10 applicable administrative costs to the State in an amount not to exceed $15,000; and 

11 WHEREAS, A copy of the proposed Agreement is on file with the Clerk of the Board 

12 under File No. 171215, which is incorporated herein by this reference, and is considered 

13 part of the record before this Board; now, therefore, be it 

14 RESOLVED, That in accordance with the recommendations of the Public Utilities 

15 Commission and the Director of Property, the Board hereby approves the Agreement and the 

16 transaction contemplated thereby in substantially the form of such Agreement presented to 

17 the Board; and, be it 

18 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board authorizes the Director of Property and/or 

19 the General Manager of the SFPUC to enter into any additions, amendments, or other 

20 modifications to the Agreement (including, without limitation, the attached exhibits} that the 

21 Director of Property and/or the General Manager determines are in the best interest of the 

22 · City, do not materially increase the obligations or liabilities of the City, and are necessary or 

23 advisable to complete the transaction contemplated in the Agreement and effectuate the 

24 purpose and intent of this Resolution, such determination to be con~lusiyely evidenced by 

25 
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the execution and delivery by the Director of Property or the General Manager of the 

Agreement and any additions or amendments thereto; and, be it . 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Director of Property and/or the General Manager 

of the SFPUG is hereby authorized and urged, in the name and on behalf of the City and 

County, to execute the Agreement with the State in accordance with the terms and 

conditions of the Agreement, and to take any and all steps (including, but not limited to, the 

execution and delivery of any and all certificates, agreements, notices, consents, escrow 

instructions, closing documents and other instruments or documents) as the Director of 

Property and/or the General Manager of the SFPUC deems necessary or appropriate 

. pursuant to the Agreement, or to otherwise effectuate the purpose and intent ofthis 

Resolution, such determination to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery 

by the Director of Property and/or the General Manager of the SFPUC; and, be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That upon execution of the Agreement, the San Francisco 

Public Utilities Commission shall transmit to the Clerk of the Board a copy of the 

Agreement, for inclusion in File No. 171215. 
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AGREEMENT FOR CONVEYANCE AND 
ACCEPTANCE OF REAL PROPERTY 

This AGREEMENT FOR CONVEYANCE AND ACCEPTANCE OF REAL PROPERTY (this 
"Agreement"), dated for reference purposes as ·, 2017 ("Reference Date"), is made 
by and between the STATE OF CALIFORNIA, acting by and through the Director of the 
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES, with the approval of the MILITARY 
DEPARTMENT, (collectively the "State"), and the CITY · and COUNTY OF SAN 
FRANCISCO, a municipal corporation ("City")i with reference to the following: 

RECITALS 

A. In accordance with that certain Deed For Ninety-Nine Years (as defined below), 
· State owns certain. property consisting of approximately ±7 .689 acres, and related improvements, 
located at 100 Almory Drive, Srui Francisco, County of San Francisco, State of California, with 
Assessor's Parcel Number( s) 7281-004, ( collectively the "Armory Property''). 

B. On or about January 29, 1953, City granted the Armory Property to the State by 
way of a Deed For Ninety-Nine Years that was recorded in the Official Records of the City and 
County of San Francisco on August 19, 1953, in Book 6214, at Page 498 (the "Deed For 
Ninety-Nine Years"). 

C. In order for City to complete the development and construction of the Westside 
Recycled Water Project (the "Project"), City desires to purchase and accept the portion of the 

· AI·mory Property legally described in and depicted on the attached Exhibit B (the "Conveyance 
Property"), and State desires to sell and convey to City the Conveyance Property, pursuant to a 
quitclaim deed in substantially the form attached as Exhibit A (the "Quit Claim"),. 

D. In connection with City's planned development of the Conveyance Property, City 
also desires that State grant to City, and City desires to purchase and accept a pennanent 

· easement for subsurface tiebacks (the "Tieback Easement"), along with an easement for surface 
access a11d maintenance (the "Maintenance Easement"), over the portions of the Armory 
Property that are respectively legally described in, and depicted on, the attached Exhibit D and 
the attached Exhibit E. The parties contemplate that the Maintenance Basement and the Tieback 
Easement (sometimes collectively referred to in this Agreement as the "Easement") will be 
conveyed to City pursuant-to an instrument in substantially the form attached as Exhibit C. 

E. In com1ection with City's Project and the transactions contemplated herein, State 
and City have entered into a Right to Enter and Construct (the "Right to Enter and Construct") 
that authorizes City and its representatives to (1) gain access to the Conveyance Property and 
Easement property ( collectively "Property") to undertake development and construction 
activities thereon, and (2) utilize the portion of the Armory Property legally described in, and 
depicted on the attached Exhibit F (the "Staging Area") for construction staging activities. 

F. · This Agreement contemplates that the Conveya11ce Property and the Easement is 
being sold by the State pursuant to the provisions Govermnent Code section 14664 et seq., which 
among others, requires a 30-dayJoint Legislative Budget Committee notice. 

Conveyance Agreement-Po1tion of SF Annory 
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G. In connection with City's Project and the conveyances· contemplated by this 
Agreement, City shall be solely responsible for compliance with all of its obligations under the 
California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"). 

H. The State shall not be _responsible for providing, arranging, relocating, or 
constructing any utilities that may be required for City's Project. 

I. The State shall not be responsible for any costs associated with City's planned 
utilization of the Conveyance Property or the portions of the Armory Property subject to the 
Easement, including City's costs necessary to comply with CEQA, due diligence, permits, utility 
costs, taxes, insurance, professional design and engineering services, and all" other development 
expenses in connection· with City's Project and the conyeyances contemplated by this 
Agreement. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the above recitals,. all of which are expressly 
incorporated into this Agreement, an9 the mutual promises and covenants contained in this 

· Agreement, the parties agree as follows: 

AGREEMENT 

1. Purchase and Sale. State agrees to sell and convey to City, and City agrees to purchase 
from State, the Conveyance Property and the Easement on the terms and subject to the 
conditions set forth in this Agreement. For the purpose of this Agreement, the first date 
on which the mutual execution and delivery of this· Agreement is completed shall be 

· referred to as the "Effective Date." · · 

2. Purchase Price and Administrative Costs. 

a. Purchase Price. The purchase price· ("Purchase Price") for the Conveyance 
Property and the Easement shall be Two Thousand And No/lOOths DOLLARS 
($2,000.00). . 

b. Administrative Costs. As additional con1?ideration to the State; City shall 
reimburse applicable for State's administrative costs actually incurred in 
connection with its review of the proposed conveyance transactions contemplated 
by this Agreement (the ''.Administrative Costs"), in an amount not to _exceed 
Fifteen Thousand Dollars ($15,000). The Administrative Costs may include costs 
for time expended by State's employees and agents in project review/analysis, 
document preparation/coordination, confirmation of market value, and 
.engineering review. City acknowledges that State's Department of General 
Services'("DGS") assigned Transaction Review Unit's services are billed at a rate 
of $130/hour and that other hourly rates may apply if supp01t from other offices 
within the DGS is necessary. Payment of Administrative Costs will be dependent 
upon DGS providing an invoice for such costs, together with appropriate 
supporting documentation such as detailed accountings of the work hours 
expended and a description of the tasks completed in connection with. the review · 
of the proposed conveyance transactions contemplated by this Agreement. 

Conveyance Agt'ee1nent-Portion of SF Armory 
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3. Payment of Purchase Price and Administrative Costs. Before or concurrent with the 
execution and delivery by State of the Quit Claim and the Easement, City shall pay to 
State the Purchase Price and Administrative Costs i1;1 immediately available funds. 

4. Inspections and Studies/Costs. For the period of time commencing on the Effective 
Date and ending at 5:00 p.m. (PST) on the thirtieth (30th) calendar day thereafter 
("Contingency Period"), City may conduct any and all non-destructive inspections, 
investigations, tests, and studies (including, without limitation, investigations with regard 
to zoning, building codes, and other govermnental regulations, architectural inspections, 
engineering tests, economic feasibility studies and soils, seismic and geologic reports, 
environmental testing and investigations ("City Tests'') to detennine if all needed 
entitlements can be procured in an acceptable form to support City's Project) with respect 
to the Prope1ty as City may elect to make or maintain. Nothing in this Agreement shall 
authorize any subsurface testing or drilling on the Property by City or its environmental 
consultants unless· specifically approved in writing by State, which State may condition 
or deny at its sole and absolute discretion. The cost of any such inspections, tests, and/or 
studies shall be paid by City. 

5. Right to Enter; Indemnification. During the Contingency Pe1iod, City and City's 
employees, agents, contractors,· subcontractors, and consultants (collectively, "City's 
Representatives") shall have the right to enter upon the Property from City's adjacent 
property, at reasonable times during ordinary business hours, upon notice to State at least 
three (3) business days' prior to entry, to perform City Tests. When performing City 
Tests, City shall not unreasonably interfere with. the operation of the Property or the 
Armory Property, and shall co:ordinate. City Tests and related activities on the Property 
with State in advance to avoid any such interference. Following any City Tests, City 
shall promptly return any portions of the Property dam.aged or altered by City during any 
City Tests to substantially the same condition that existed prior to such City Tests. If 
City fails to promptly restore the Property in accordance with the preceding sentence, at 
State's sole and absolute discretion, State may restore the Property and all costs and 
expenses shall be paid promptly by City upon d_~mand by State: If City desires to 
conduct invasive testing at the Property, City and State shall enter into State's invasive 
testing entry license to facilitate such testing. City shall indemnify, defend, and hold 
State, including its officers, agents, and employees, and the Property harm.less from any 
and all claims, damages or liabilities (including liens) to the extent arising out of or 
resulting from the entry onto or activities upon the Property by City or· City;s 
Representatives. Prior to entry onto the Prope1ty by City or City's Representatives, City 
shall furnish State with a copy of City's or City's Representatives, as applicable, policy 
of commercial general liability insurance issued by a financially responsible insurance 
company (at least an A- VI rating in the most recent edition of Best's Insurance Guide), 
in fonn and substance acceptable to State .and having limits of no less than $1,000,000 · 
per occun-ence for bodily injury and prope1ty damage liability combined with a 
$2,000,000 annual policy aggregate·and naming State its officers, agents, and employees 
as additional insured, covering City's entry onto the Pr6perty, and City's obligations 
under this Section. · 

Conveya11ce Agreement-Po1tion of SF Armory 
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6. Condition and Inspection of Property. Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
Agreement to the contrary, State makes no representation or warranty whatsoever. 
regarding the Property or its physical condition, past use, suitability for City's intended 
use, or compliance with applicable laws (including, without limitation, laws governing 
environmental matters, zoning, and land use). The Property is sold AS-IS, WHERE-IS, 
WITH ALL FAULTS, AND THERE IS NO WARRANTY, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, 
REGARDING THE CONDITION OF THE CONVEYANCE PROPERTY AND 
EASEMENT PROPERTY .. City hereby represents and warrants that City is relying 
solely upon City's due diligence, and prior to end of the Contingency Period will have 
conducted its own independent inspection, investigation, and analysis of the Property as it 
deems necessary or appropriate in so acquiring the Property from State, including, 
without limitation, any and all matters concerning the condition, use, sale, development, 
or suitability for development of the Property. State would not sell the Prnperty to City 
without the foregoing provision and the waiver and release contained in Section 8 (State's 
Representations and w.arranties) hereof. 

7. Property Condition Waiver. Effective on the date (the "Recording Date") on which 
the recording of the Quitclaim and the Easement in City's ·Recorder's Office is 
completed, City waives its right to recover from State, and its . directors, officers, 
employees, and agents (collectively, "State's Representatives"), and hereby releases 
State and State's Representatives from, any and all damages, losses, liabilities, costs, or 
expenses whatsoever (includip.g attorneys' fees and costs) and claims therefor, whether 
direct or indirect, known or ·unknown, foi·eseen or unforeseen, which may arise · on 
account of or in any way arising out of or connected with (a) the physical condition of the 
Property, (b) the failure of the Property to comply with any applicable law or regulation, 
and (c) the environmental condition of the Property. The foregoing waiver and release 
shall exclude only. those losses, liabilities, damages, costs or expenses, and claims 
therefor, arising from or attributable to (i) a material matter actually known to State 
(excluding constructive notice) and (A) not disclosed to City and (B) not djscovered by 
City prior to the Recording Date, and (ii) any breach by State of its express 
representations or warranties under this Agreement. In connection with foregoing waiver 
and release; City expressly waives the benefits of Section 1542 of the California Civil 
Code, which provides as follows: 

"A GENERAL RELEASE DOES NOT EXTEND TO CLAIMS. 
WHICH THE CREDITOR DOES NOT KNOW OR SUSPECT TO . 
EXIST IN HIS OR HER FAVOR AT THE TIME OF EXECUTING 
THE RELEASE, WHICH IF KNOWN BY HIM OR HER MUST 
HA VE MATERIALLY AFFECTED HIS OR HER SETTLEMENT 
WITH THE DEBTOR." 

City's Initials 

8. State's Representations and Warranties. In consideration of City entering into this 
Agreement, State makes the representations and warranties set forth in this Section. For 
the purpose of this· Agreement, without creating any personal liability on behalf of such. 
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individual, usage of 11 to State's actu:al knowledge, 11 or words to such effect, shall mean 
the clU'rent actual, not imputed, lmowledge of Sam Cooper, Department of General 
Services, Real Estate Services Division, Asset Management Branch, excluding 
constructive lmowledge or duty of inquiry or investigation, existing as of the Effective 
Date. State's representations and warranties set forth· in this Section shall survive the 
Recording Date for a period of ~ix ( 6) months. 

a. State's Authority. To State's actual knowledge, as stated above in Recital A,· 
State is the sole owner of fee title to the Property. State has the legal power, right, 
and authority to enter into this Agreement and the instruments referenced herein, 
and to consummate the transactions contemplated hereby in the execution, 
delivery, and performance of this Agreement. Furthermore, the execution and· 
delivery of this Agreement has been duly authorized and no other· action by State 
is required in order to make it a valid and binding contractual obligation of State. 

b. No Prior Transfers. To State's actual lmowledge, State has not previously sold, 
transferred or conveyed the Property; or granted to any other person or entity any 
right or interest in all or any part of the Property and State has not entered into 
any executory contracts for the sale of all or any pru.t of the Property ( other than 
this Agreement), nor do there exist any rights of first refusal or options to 
purchase the Property, other than this Agreement. 

c. Legal Actions. · To State's actual knowledge, there is no pending lawsuit, 
threatened suit, action, arbitration, legal, administrative, or other proceeding, or 
governmental investigation, which affects the Property. 

· 9. City's Representations and Warranties. In consideration of State entering into this 
Agreement and as an inducement to State to sell the Conveyance Property and the 
Easement to City, City makes the following representations and warranties, each of 
which is material and is being relied upon by State (the continued truth and accuracy of 
which constitutes a condition precedent to State's obligations heretmder). For the purpose 
of this Agreement, without creating any personal liability on behalf of such individual, 
usage of 11to City's actual knowledge," or words to such effect, shall mean the current 
actual, not imputed, knowledge of Brian Morelli, San Francisco Public. Utilities 
Commission, excluding constructive knowledge or duty of inquiry or. investigation, 
existing .as of the Effective Date. City's representations and warranties set forth in this 
Section shall survive the Recording Date for a period of six ( 6) months. 

a. City's Authority. City has received all approvals required by City's Charter or 
other applicable law to enter into this Agre~ment and to consummate the 
transactions contemplated hereby, and the execution, delivery, and performance 
of this Agreement and no other action by City is requisite to the ·valid and binding 
execution, delivery, arid performance of this Agre~ment. 

b. Conflicting Documents. To City's actual knowledge, neither the execution and 
delivery of this Agreement, the Quitclaim, and the Easement, nor the occurrence 
of the obligations set forth in this Agreement, nor the consummation of. the 
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transactions contemplated in this Agreement, nor compliance with the terms of 
. this Agreement and the documents and instruments referenced herein conflict 
. with or result in the material breach of a11y terms, conditions, or provisions of, or 
constih1te a default under, any bop.d, note, or other evidence of indebtedness or 
any contract, indenture, mortgage, deed of trust, loan, pattnership agreement,· 
lease, or oth~r agreement or instrument to which City is a party. 

c. No Side Agreements or Representations. City has entered into this Agreement 
based upon its rights and intentions to independently inspect the Property. In 
connection with the "negotiation and entry into this Agreement, State has made no· 
representation or warranty regarding the condition of the Pi·operty, its past use,· or 
its suitability for City's intended use. City will be relying solely upon its own 
independent- inspection, investigation, and analysis of the Property as it deems . 
necessary or appropriate in so acquiring the Property from State, including, 
without limitation, any and all matters concerning the condition, use, sale, 
development, or suitability of the Property. 

. . 

d. No Breaches. To City's actual knowledge, this Agreement does not constitute a 
breach of the terms, conditions, restrictions, and reservations of those ·certain 
Deeds dated April 24, ,1950 and January 29, 1953 ·and recorded May 24, 1950 at 
Book 5453, Page 277 and·August 19, 1953 at Book 6214, Page 498 of Official 
Records of the County of San Francisco: 

· 10. Post-Closing Covenants Regarding Completion of Development and Reversion and 
Reconveyance. In consideration of State entering into this Agreement and as an 
inducement to State to convey the Conveyance Property and Easement to City and City to 
have the Quitclaim and Easement concurrently recorded into Official Records of the 
County of San Francisco, within ten (10) days of.receipt from State l;>y overnight courier, · 
in accordance with notice provisions herein, City and State hereby acknowledge and 
agree that the following covenants, conditions and restrictions set forth in this Section 
shall survive the date of recording -with (the "Post Closing Covenants") and ·be binding 
upon City and State as follows: 

a. Completion of Development. City's planned development and construction of 
the Conveyance Property in connection with the Project shall be completed before 
. the date ("Completion Date") that is Forty-eight ( 48) months following the 
· Recording Date. Completion of City's planned development and construction of 
the Conveyance Property in connection with the Project shall be deemed satisfied 
upon City's final acceptance of the Project improvements. Unless the Completion 
Date is extended. by mutual written agreement by City and the State, which 
extension shall not be unreasonably withheld, State shall have the power to 
terminate City's fee simple interest or otherwise in the Conveyance Property and 
reenter and take possession of the Conveyance Property if City fails to complete 
the Project on or before· the Completion Date. In the event the Conveyance 
Property is to be reconveyed by City to State in accordance with te1ms of this 
Section, City agrees to take any and all steps necessary to effechiate the transfer 
of City's interest in the Conveyance Property back .to State as provided in this 
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Agreement. City acknowledges and agrees that State's reversionary interests in 
the Conversion Property as set forth in this Section are intended by the parties to 
be, and shall be construed to be, powers of termination as defined in California 
Civil Code section 885.020. 

b. Successors and Assigns. The Post Closing Covenants shall be binding upon City 
and its successors and assigns and every successor in interest of any portion of, or 
interest in, the Conveyance Property. The Post Closing Covenants are· for the 
benefit of State personally and the right to enforce the Post Closing Covenants 
shall be grahted only to State. · 

c. Survival. The Post Closing Covenants, which represent continuing obligations 
and duties of City, shall survive Recording Date and transfer of title to City and 
shall continue to be binding on the State and City in accordance with theit tenns. 

11. Notices. All notices, demands, consents, requests, or other communications required to 
or pennitted to be given pursuant to this Agreement shall be in writing, shall be givei'i 
only in accordance with the provisions of this Section, shall be addressed to the parties in . 
the mannel' set forth below; and shall be conclusively deemed to have been properly 
delivered: (a) upon receipt when hand delivered during nonnalbusiness holU"s (provided 
that, notices which are hand delivered shall not be effective unless the sending party 
obtains a signature of a person at such address that the notice has been received); (b) 
upon receipt when sent electronic mail to the address set forth below (provided that, 
notices given by email shall notbe effective unless the sending pmty delivers the notice 
also by one other method pennitted tu1cler this Section); ( c) upon the day of delive1y if the 
notice has been deposited in an authorized receptacle of the United States Postal Service 
as first-class, registered, or certified mail, postage prepaid; with a return receipt requested 
(provided that, the sender has in its possessio11 the returt1 receipt to prove actual delivery); 
or (d) one (1) business day after the notice has been deposited with either Golden State 
Overnight, FedEx or United Parcel Service to be delivered by overnight delivery 
(provided that, the sending party receives a confi.nnation of actual delivery from the 
courier). The addresses of the parties to receive notices are as follows: 

TO STATE: 

Sam Cooper-Asset Management Branch 
Real Property Services Section 

· Department of General Services, State of California 
707 Third Street, 5th Floor MS-501 
West Sacramento,. CA 95.605 
Sam.Coope1~@DGS.CA.(lOV . . . . . . . 

WITH COPIES TO: 

CPT ALLISON HSIEH 
Bldg,_950 _Camp Parks RFTA 
DUBLIN, CA 94568 
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TO CITY: 

Alex Holtz, Esq. - Office of Legal Services 
Department of General Services - State of California 
707 Third Street, i 11 Floor . 
West Sacramento, CA 95605 
Facsimile: (916) 376-5088 

City and County of San Fl'ancisco 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94102 · 
Attention: Real Estate Division 

WITH COPIES TO: 

Office of the City Attorney 
City Hall, Room 234 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
San Francisco, CA 94012 
Attention: Richard Handel, Deputy City Attorney 

Each party shall. make an ordinary, good faith effort to ensure that it will accept or receive 
notices that are given in accordance with this Section, and that any person to be given notice 
actually receives such notice. Any notice to a party that is required to be given to ·multiple 
addresses shall only be deemed to have been delivel'ed when all of the notices to that party have 
been delivered pursuant to this Section. If any notice is refused, the notice shall be deemed to· 
have been delivered upon such refusal. Any notice delivered after 5:00 p.m. (recipient's time) or 
on a non-business day shall be deemed delivel'ed o.n the next business day. A party may change 
or supplement the addresses given above, or ·designate additional addressees, for purposes of this 
Section by delivering to the other party written notice in the manner set forth above. 

12. Assignment City shall not assign its right, title, or interest in this Agreement to any 
other party without State's prior written consent, which determination may be withheld at State's 
sole and absolute discretion. 

13. Miscellaneous. 

a. Partial Invalidity. If any term or provision of this Agreement or the application . 
thereof to any person or circumstance shall, to any extent, be invalid or 
unenforceable, the rem~der of this Agreement, or the application of such term or 
provision to persons or circumstances other than those as to which it is held 
invalid or unenforceable, shall not be affected thereby, and each such tenn and 
provision of this Agreement shall be valid and be enforced to the fullest extent 
permitted by law. 
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b. · Waivers. No waiver of any breach of any covenant or provision contained in this 
Agreement shall be deemed a waiver of any preceding or succeeding breach 
thereof, or of any other covenant or provision of this Agreement. No extension of 
time for performance of any obligation or act shall he deemed an extension of the 
time for performance of any other obligation or act except those of the waiving 
party, which shall be extended by a perioloftime equal to the period of the delay. 

c. Survival. All of City's and State's warranties, indemnities, representations, 
covenants, obligations, undertaldngs and agreements contained in this Agreement 
shall survive the Recording Date, and the execution and delivery of this 
Agreement and of any and all documents or instruments delivered in comiection 
herewith; and no warranty, indemnity, covenant, obligation, undertaking or 
agreement herein shall be deemed. to merge with the Quitclaim or the Easement. 

d. Successors and Assigns. This Agreement shall be binding upon and shall inure 
to the benefit of the grantees, transferees, successors, and permitted assigns of the 
parties to this Agreement. · 

e. Entire Agreement. This Agreement (i:ncluding all attached Recitals and 
Exhibits), is the final expression of, and contains the entire agreement between, 
the parties with respect to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all prior 
understandings with respect thereto. This Agreement may not he modified, 
changed, supplemented, superseded, canceled, or terminated, nor may any 
obligations hereunder be waived, except by written instrument signed by the party 
to be charged or by its agent duly authorized in writing or as otherwise expressly · 
permitted herein. The parties do riot intend to confer any benefit hereunder on 
any person, film, or corporation other than the parties hereto. 

f. Relationship of Parties. Nothing contained hi this Agreement shall be deemed 
or construed by the parties to create the relationship of principal and agent, a 
partnership, joint venture, or any other association between City and State. 

g. Construction/Exhibits·. · Headings at the beginning of each paragraph and 
subparagraph are solely for the convenience of the parties and are not a pait of the 
Agreement. Whenever required by the context of this Agreement, the singular 
shall · include the plural and the masculine shall include the feminine and vice 
versa. This Agreement shall not be construed as if it had been prepared by one of 
the parties, but rather as if both parties had prepared the same. Unless otherwise 
indicated, all references to paragraphs, Sections, subparagraphs and subsections 
are to this Agreement. All exhibits referred to in this Agreement are attached and 
incorporated herein by this reference. 

h. Governing Law. The parties hereto acknowledge that this Agreement has been 
negotiated and entered into in the State of California. The parties hereto expressly 
agree that this Agreement shall be governed by, interpreted under, a11d construed . 
and enforced in accordance with the laws of the State of California. 
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i. Days of Week. A "business day," as used herein, shall mean any day other than a 
Saturday, Sunday or holiday, as defined in Section 6700 of the California 
Government Code. If any date for performance nerein falls on a day other than a 
business day, the time for such performance shall be extended to 5:00 p.m. on the 
next business day. 

j. Possession of Property. Immediately following the Recol'ding Date, City shall 
be entitled to the possession of the Conveyance Property and the portions of the 
Property subject to the Easement. 

k. Counterparts and Photocopies. This Agreement may be executed in multiple 
counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original, but all of which, 
to·gether, shall constitute one and the same instrument. The exchange of copies of 
this Agreement and of signature pages by electronic mail in "po1taole document 
fo1mat" ("pelf') form or by any other electronic means shall constitute effective 
execution and delivery ofthis·document and shall have the same effect as copies 
executed and delivered with original signatures. · · 

I. Nondiscrimination. In the performance of this Agreement, State shall not 
discriminate against any employee; subcontractor, applicant for employment with 
District, or against any person seeking accommodations, advantages, facilities, 
privileges, services, or membership in all business, social, or other establishments 
or organizations, on the basis of the· fact or perception of a person's race, color, 
creed, religion, national origin, ancestry, age, height, weight, sex, . sexual 
orientation, gender identity; domestic· partner status, marital status, disability or 
Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome or HIV status (AIDS/RN status), or 
association with members of such protected classes, or in retaliation for 
opposition to discrimination against such classes. 

m. Exhibits. The following Exhibits are attached to this Agreement and 
incorporated by reference herein. 

Exhibit A: Form of Quit Claim Deed 

Exhibit B: Description and Map of Conveyance Property 

Exhibit C: Form of Easement 

Exhibit D: Description and Map of Maintenance Easement 

Exhibit E: Description and Map of Tieback Area 

Exhibit F: Map of Staging Area 

[SIGNATURES TO FOLLOW ON NEXT PAGE] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the dates set 
forth below. 

THE STATE OF CALIF0RN1A, 
Department of General Services 
Daniel C. Kim, Director 

By: ________ _ 

Michael P. Butler, Chief 
Real Property Services Section 

Approved: 

Military Department 

. By: __________ _ 
Thomas Clarke 
CW4CAARNG 
Chief, Procurement Branch 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

By:_~------­
John Updike 
Director of Property 

Approved as to Form: 

By: ________ _ 
Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 

Conveyance Agreement-Portion of SF Armory 
· City and County of San Francisco (8-27-17) 

Date: _______ _ 

Date: _______ _ 

Date: 

Date: _______ _ 

11 

37 



EXHIBIT A 

Fo1111 of Quitclaim Deed 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 

Smre·-0f Cruifornia -Officlal.Busmess 
Depnrbnenj of ~neral Serrlces· 

Document entilled to frtt rKordation 
Pnrsmmt to Gov't. Code Sec. 6103 

WHENRECORDEDl\Lfil, TO: 

Directo1· of Prop!rlY 
Real Estate Diru'io.n . 
City-:md _Comrty ofSanFrll!ldsco. 
25 Van Ness A,•cnilf, Suire 400 
-San Frnncisto, California 9-1102 

\VIIll A COPYTO: 

Stare of Cnlifm'I!ia -0.fficial.Bnsiness 
iDepartmentofGenernl.Serrlces 
707 3nl Stt-eet,11S..S91 . 
Wr.st Sacrnmmto·, CA!l560S 
Att;ention: l\.llkf Bm:Ier · 

AaE,ic,-: J,,lllamyDepminl!!lt 

.Pnano;T. · WosmdehcydedW-Projec1. 

l'ltls: Tll.12015 

FISCAL: ;nasooooooi3469S 

SmFlllilciM:oCalmly.APN:72Sl-004(poni<>ll) · ,-~~"""''"'--'~"'-" 
100_.AmioJYDriw,Sml'r.md;co · 

QU:IIO,:ID1P&EP 

The Stiite of CiilifumiD, acting by and thr~ .its ~t.of Genenil Se1Vices, \\iib-the 
. .nppro\'J!l oftle C:tlifDIDiaMilila!y Depro:tmeat, (the ''STATE:1; does hereby_relinqui&h; 11bimdon; 
·abrogate, tran,sft!r, relwe, mnise and quitclaim to the CITY .and COVNIY OF SA."l" 
FRANCISCO, a consolidated public body, coipome ami"poli:tic {!lie "Cin"'), all of the STA1E1s 
right. title mid nilerest _in and to that ootam real property sihlated in 1be City and Ccunly of S)lll 
fnmcisco, SIDie. of Cruifomia, descnoed iil Mhibit A. and &picred Oil ublbit B attached hereto 
and by !his :td'erence iocorponued herein (collecriv~. lhe "Conny:mce Property"). 

This·QuitclaimDe,ed:-is made su11jecl to those condllions;~1rictiom and reservations :in 
those Deedsr=tdedl,1Jly.24, 1950 at Book 5453 andl'igc.271 ;ind.August 19, 1953 atBool: 6214 
:njd.Page·49g Official Recoros of Qity and.Coomy ofS~Fr.mi:isco. 

Thi)i Quitclaim. Deed iii made pwruant lo 1hat certafu. Agreement for C-0m-eyan::e and 
.Accept;mceofReal.Propertyibrfue Con\'eynnce Pmpertyb,•.md belWl:enSTA1E and ClTY dated 
·for reference pmposes;only as · _, 2017, (the ~.A,,o-reemmf). All capilnlm!d terms 
used in ttiis· Qtiitclalin Deed shill hn,e !he me:milig nscnl>e.d to them in the Agi,!emeill unless 
indicated t61be:~cirilra!y herein. · 

·STA1E arid CITY ;igr~ asfollo\YS: 

[~~Ollaf·lil' .• •.m,m;y?.10.17] 
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EXHIBIT A 

I. Post-Closin~ Covenants R.e'1arding Completion of Development and Reversion tmd 
Reconvevance. rn consideration of STATE entering into the Agreement and ns an inducement to 
STATE to convey the Conveyance Property to CITY, CITY and STATE hereby acknowledge and 
agree that U1e follov1ing covenants, conditions and restrictions set forth in Uris Section shall survive 
the Close ofEscrow (the "Post Closing CoYenants") and be binding upon CITY and STATE as 
follows: 

a Completion of Development. CITY's piiumed development and constmction of 
the Conveyance Prope1ty in connection with the Project sfotll be completed 
before the date ("Completion Date") Umt is Thirty-six (36). monllis following 
the Recording Dilte. Completion of CITY' s planned development and 
construction of llie Conveyance Property in coll1lectio11 with the Project shall be 
.<ieemed satisfied upon CITY's furn! acceptance of the project:improvements. 
Unless the Completion Date is e>.iended by mutual written agreemenfbrCITY 
fil!d the STATE, which extension shall not be tutrensonably witliheld, STATE 
shall have the power to temunnte CITY's fee simple in.terest or othenvise in the 
Conveyruii:e Prope1ty and reenter and take possession of the Conveyance 
Property if CITY fails to complete tlle Project on or b~fore the Completion Date. 
In llie event the Conveyance Property isto be reconveye<l by CITY to STATE it1 
accordance wIU1 terms of this Section, CITY agrees to take any and all steps 
necessary to effecti.ilite the transfer of CITY's interest in tlle Conveyance 
Property back to STA TE as provide<l in U1e Agreement. CITY acla1owledges 
ruid agrees that STA TE's reversionary interests in the Ccmversion Propecty and 
Easement as set forth in this Section are intended by the parties to be, and slmll 
be constrned to be, powers oftemunation ns defined in California Ci\ril Code 
section 885.020. 

2. Successors and Assiims. All obligations of CITY under Uris Quitclaim Deed (and all 
ofihe te11ns, covenants nnd conditions of this Quifclaiiri Deed) shall be binding up·on 
CITY, its successors .ind assigns and every successor iidutere;t of the Conveyance 
Property or any portion thereof or any interest therein, for the benefit aild in favor of 
STATE, its successors.and assigns. 

a, This Quitclaim Deed shall not merge with any other agreement between the 
STATE ruid the CI.TY. 

[Quitclaim Decd·Portion of SF Armory 7.10.17] 
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EXHIBIT A 

SAID CONVEYANCE PROPERTY IS CONVEYED SUBJECT TO nil liens, 
encumbnmces, easements, covenru1ts1 conditions ru1d 1-esllictions of recol'd. 

IN WITNESS ,vnEREOF, STAT:S hns cm1sed this instrument to be executed as of the 
date hereinnfte1' wdtten. 

DATED: ----~2017 

STATE: 

The State ofCnlifomin, 
Department of Generol Services 
Daniel C. Kim, DirEtcto1· 

By: ________ _ 

Michnel P. Butler, Chief 
Real Property Services Section 

Approved: 

Cnlifomin Militruy Depa1tment 

Thomas Clarke 
·cw4CAARNG 
Chia( Pi·ocm·ement Bl'linch 

[Qnltclain1 Deed-Portion of SF Armory 7.10.17] 
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EXHIBITB 

Legal Description and Plat of Conveyance Property . 

Exhibit "A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION · 

Conveyance Property 

· February 13, 2015 

All that real property situate in the City and County ·of San Francisco, State of Callfomht, being a 
portion of that certain landscape easement described in that deed recorded June 20, 1990 in Reel 
FI50 Official Records Image 625, Records of the City and County of San Francisco, and being 
more particu!urly described as follows: 

BEGINNING nt the westerly corner of said landscape easement, said westerly corner being nlso 
the westerly corner of that parcel of land clesci'ibed in deed to State of California recorded August 
19, 1953 in Book 6214 of Official Records, Page 498, Records of City and County of San 
Francisco, State of California; 

thence North 19°18'44.3" Enst, 170.11 feet along the westerly line of said landscape easement; 

thence South 67°37'3 l.6" Bust, 22.90 feet; 

thence South 19°11'44.5" West, 144.92 feet; 

thence South 43°33'20.1" East, 39.18 feet; 

thence North 76°41' 15.7u West, 58.35 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Containing 4,252 square feet, more or less. 

A plat showing the above-described parcel is attached herein and made a part hereof as Exhibit 
"B". 

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in conformance with the Professional 
Land Surveyors' Act. 

-~~u~~ TJ . ...,urkee, PLS5773, Exp. 06/30/2016 

END OF DESCRIPTION 
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EXHIBITC 

Fonn of Easement 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
A,'<"ll \\~JEN RECORDED RETURN ro, 

WHEll RECORDED l-La\!L TO: 

1Dlrector of Propeny 1 
Real Estate Division 
City and County of San Frnncisco 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 

[.:au Francisco, Califomia 94102 _J 

The undmigned hereby dcclnres this iushllment to be exempt from 
Recording Fees (Govt. Code § 27383) aud Documentary Transfer Tm, (Rev. 
& Tax. Code §11922). 

AGREEIVIENT AND GR,\..'1\1 OF EASE~mNT 

SUBStJRF ACE TIEBACKS Al\1D 

l\'Lill'ffENANCE ACCESS 

SPACE ABOVE 11l!S l.lh'EfO!lRECOP.DER'S USE 

AGENCY: Milirary D~partment 

PROJECT: Westside Recycled Water Project 

Fn.E: TRI 2015 

FJSC'AL: DGS000000134695 

· San Francisco Cotmty APN: 7261-004 (portion) - 100 Annory Dlive, San Francisco 

THIS AGREElv1ENT AJ."ID GR.AN"T Of EASEMENT ("Agreement") is made and entered iuto this 
____ day of , 2017. by and between the STATE OF CALIFORNIA, acting by 
and tlu-ough its DEPAR Tiv1ENT OF GENERAL SERVICES ("DGS") on behalf of the CA.I.IF ORl'rIA 
:tvilLITARY DEPARTMENT ("CMD"), (hereinafter collectively refened to as ·'STATE") on one 
hand. and the CITY Al\'D COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, a coi1s61idated pnblic body, c011)ornte 
and politic. on tlie other hund (':CITY"). The STATE and CITY are collectively refemd to as the 
"PARTIES". Capitalized terms used in tlus·Agreement shall have the meanings ascribed to. them by the 
section in wluch such tem1 is fu'st defined. Tlus Agreement it)cludes all exhibits attached hereto. 

RECITALS 

A. STATE is the owner of certain property consisting of approximately ± 7.6S9 acres. and relmed 
hnprovements, located at 100 Armory Dlive, San Francisco. Comity of Sau Frnncisc.o, State of 
Califomfo, with Assessor's Parcel Number 7281-004 (collectively the" Servient P,ircel "). 

B. CID' is r~e owner cif ce1taiil property ancl related- improvements. located at 3 500 Great Highway. 
San Frnncisco, Cmmty of San Francisco. State of Califorriia, with Assessor's Parcel Nmnber 7281-
007 (the "Domlnnnt Pnrrcl"). 

C. In order for CITY to complete the development and construction of the \Vestside Recycled \Vater 
Project (the "Project"). STATE quitclaimed a portion of the Servient Parcel to CITY, recorded Oil 

even date herewith (the "Coilveynuce Propel"ty") and CITY h1tends to develop and constmct 
improvements Oil the Conveyance Property in connection with the Project. 

D. To cany out CITY's planned development of the Conveyance Property in collllection with the 
Project, crn· requit·es au ease1uent for subsm-face tiebacks, as well as an easement for access and 
maintenance over a portion of the Servient Pa.reel. 
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EXHIBITC 

E. ST ATE aucl CITY emered· into this Agreement for the pmpose of CITY receiving the easements for 
the puqioses ·described below iu this .Agreement in thar por1ion of the Serviem Parcel refeirecl to in 
this Agreement as the "Maintennncr Easemeur_' as more particularly described and depicted 011 

the attached Exhibits A lllHl B, along with an easement on. under. and across the "Subsurface 
Tiebnrlt Aren" as more particularly d·escdbecl and depicted 011 the attilched Exhibits C ancl D. 

AGREEMEl'<'T 

NOW THEREFORE. in consider!ltion of the above recitals. all of which ru:e expressly inco1poratecl into 
. this Agreement, and the mutual promises and covenants contained in this Agreement, the PARTIES 

agree as follo,vs: 

Pursuam to the provisions of Section 14666 of the Government Code of the State of California. 
STATE,' hereby grants unto CITY, its succl,!ssors and assigns foreve1~ a non-exchisive easement 
benefirting and appmtenant to the Dominant Parcel to use· the Subsmfnce Tieback Area to install. 
Jocare, relocate, consm1ct, reconsttuct. alter. use. maintain, inspect, repah~ and abandon in pince 
subsurface tie-backs. at such locations and elevations grenter than rwenty five (25) feet beiow any 
strncnire. necessary for CITY" s development, along with the 1vlaintenrince Easement for the pm1ioses of 

. construction srnging. sutface inspection of eanh support sm1cnires, and access to and maintenance of· 
the Conveyance Propei'ty in connection with the Project iu. upon, over, on. under, and across the 
Servieut P8l'cel (the "Pet•mittetl Uses"), to cany out the Pem1itted Uses. CITY shall make xeasonable 
efforts to nvoicl unreasonable interference with, or 1mreasonable btu·dening: of. the Se1vient Parcel or 
STA TE's use thereof. 

Tile benefits and burdens of the Ae.reement ·wfll benefit and burden the Domhrnnt Parcel and the 
Se1vie11t Parcel and nin \'vilh tlie ln;d in accordance with California _Civil code sections- 1460-14 71. 
Each covenant of either party to this Agreement to do or refrain from doing some act stmed in this 
Agreement is expressly for the benefit of the laud of the other pmiy to this Agreenient that is described 
in this Agreement. The successive owners of each of those prope11ies owned by either pm:ry ,1re bo\mcl 
by this Agreement for the benefit of the other property. Each tovenaur mus with both rhe land owned 
by or granted to the STATE ancl the lruicl owned or granted to the CITY and will benefit or be bindh)g 
on each successive owner, cl111·h1g his, her. or its ownership, of any po1iion of the land affected by this 
Agreement ruid on each person having any interest in it delived through any owner· thereof. This 
Agreement shall be recorded on even date with the Quit Claim of the Conveyance Property in the 
Official Records of t11e City and County of San Francisco. 

The Easement~ grained herein are subject to the tenns, condidons., liwirarions, and covennms, 
consisting of one (1) page on the attached Exhibit E. which shall nm with the Easements granted 
herein. and tl1e C.ITY. successors and assigns. by acceptance of these Easements, agrees to abide by. 
perform arid observe each und ail of said tenns. limitations, _conditions, and covenants set forth therein. 

The attached Exhibits A. B. C. D. :mcl E_ are hereby made a part of and iucorpomted hito illis 
Agreement. 
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EXHIBITC 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, STATE has caused its named to be affixed hereto and this 
·instrnment to be executed by its duly authotized officer. 

STATE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Department of General Se1vices 
Dani.el C. Kim, Director 

By:. ________ _ 
Michl)el P. Butler, Chief 
Real Property Services Section 

Approved: 
California Milita1y Depnrtuient 

By:. _______ -,-
Thomas Clarke 
CW4CAARNG 
Chief, Proc.urement Branch 

CITY 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
a consolidated public body, co1vorate and politic 

John Updike 
· Director of Property 

Approved as to Fonn: 

By: _______ _ 

Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 

Date: _______ _ 

Date: _______ _ 

Date: 

Date.: _______ _ 

Mail Tax Statements to the Name and Address Stated Above 
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EXHIBITC 

. . . EXHIBIT E · 
This Agreement and the Easement granted herein is subject to the following terms and conditions: 

1. This Grant is subject to existing contracts, leases, li,censes, easements, encumbrances, and 
claims that may affect said real property and the tlse of the word "Grant" herein shall not be construed as a 
covenant against the existence of any thereof. · 

2. CITY waives all claim against STATE, its officers, agents, arid employees, for loss or damage 
caused by, arising ouf of, or in any way connected with the exercise of this Easement, except those arising out 
of the sole negligence or intentional misconduct of STATE, its officers, agents, and employees, and CITY 
agrees to protect, save harmless, indemnify, and defend STATE, its officers, agents and employees from any 
and all loss, damage or liability, including, without limitation, all legal fees, expert witness or consultant fees and 
expenses related to the response to, settlement of, or defense of any claims or liability which may be suffered or 
incurred by STATE, its officers, agents, and employees caused by, arising out of, or in any way connected with 
exercise by CITY of the rights hereby granted, except to the extent of those arising out of the sole negligence or 
intentional misconduct of ST ATE, its officers, agents and employees. 

3. STATE reserves the right to use said real property in any manner, provided such use does not 
materially interfere with CITY'S rights hereunder. 

4. STATE reserves the right to require CITY, at STATE expense, to remove and relocate all 
improvements placed by CITY 1.1pon said real property, upon determination by STATE that the same interfere 
with futl1re development of State's property. In the event of such removal or relocation, CITY shall forthwith, 
upon service of written demand and written confirmation of the new easement location, deliver to ST ATE a 
Quitclaim Deed, to its right, title and interest hereunder. Should CITY fail or refuse to dellver said Quitclaim 
Deed, STATE may record, in the Recorder's Office of the County in which said real propertiJ is located, a written 
notice recitlng said failure, and such recordation shall, after ten (10) days from the date of recordation of said 
notice, be conclusive evidence of such termination against CITY. Within 180 days after STATE 's written notice 
and demand for removal and relocation of the improvements, CITY shall remove and relocate the improvements 
to a feasible location on the property of STATE, as designated by STATE, and STATE shall furnish CITY with 
an easement in such new location, on the same terms and conditions as herein stated, all without cost to CITY, 
·and CITY thereupon shall re-convey to ST A TE the easement herein granted. 

5. This Easement shall terminate in the event CITY fails for a continuous period of thirty-six (36) 
mbnths to use this Easement for the purposes herein granted. Upon such termination, CITY shall forthwith 
upon service of written demand, deliver to STATE, at 110 cost to ST ATE, a Quitclaim Deed, to its right, t\tle and 
interest hereunder. Should CITY fail or refuse to deliver said Quitclaim Deed, STATE may record, in the 
Recorder's Office of the County in which said real property is located, a written notice reciting said failure, and 
such recordation shall, after ten {10) days from the date of recordation of said notice, be conclusive evidence of 
such termination against CITY. CITY shall, upon STATE request, without cost to STATE, and within ninety (90) 
days from said STATE request, remove all property placed by or for CITY upon said·real property and restore 
said premises as nearly as possible to the same condition as they were in prior· to the execution of this 
Easemenl In the event CITY should fail to restore said premises in accordance with such request, STATE may 
do so at the risk of CITY, and all costs of such removal and restoration shall be paid by CITY upon demand. 

6. ln performing any work, including any excavation, on said real property of STATE, CITY shall 
make the same in such manner as will cause the least injury to the surface of the gro~md around such 
excavation, and shall replace the earth so removed by it and restore the sutface of the ground and .any 
improvement thereon to as near the same condition as they were immediately prior to commencement of CITY's 
activities pursuant to thi.s Easement as is practicable. · 

THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE IS INTENTJONALLY LEFT BLANK. 
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EXHIBITD 

Description and Map of Tieback Easement 

Exhibit "A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

Tieback Easement 

June 27, 2016 

AU that real property situate in the City and County of San Francisco, State of California, being a 
portion of that ce1tain Parcel described in that deed recorded August 19, 1953 in Vol. 6214 
Official Records Page 498, Records of the City and Co_unty of .San Francisco, and being more 
particularly described as follows: · 

. BEGINNING at the westerly corner of said parcel; 
thence North 19°18'44.3" East, 170.11 feet along the westerly line of said parcel to the TRUE 
FOlN'r OF BEGINNING; 
thence South 67°37'31.6" East, 22.90 feet; 
thence S0t1th 19°11'44.5" West, 144.92 feet; 
thence South 43°33'20.l" East, 39.18 feet; 
thence South 76°41' 15.7" East, 52.51 feet; 
thence North 46°26'39.9" East, 61.30 feet; 
thence North 43°33'20. l" West, 33.97 feet; 
thence North 46°26'39.9" East, 11.08 feet; 
thence North 19° 11'44.5" East, 168.85 feet; 
thence North 70°48' 15.5" West, 112.68 feet; 
thence South 19°18'44.3" West, 90.00 feet to the TRUE POINT Oll BEGINNING; 

Containing 25,203 square feet, more or less. 

A plat showing the above-described parcel is attached herein an~ made a part hereof as Exhibit 
"BH. . . 

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in conformance with the Professionnl 
Land Surveyors' Act. · -;;; . t,. ;;;i. ~ . 
~- Durkee, PLS5773, Exp. 06/30/2016 

END OF DESCRIPTION 
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line Table 
.line Bearing Distance 

1.1 S 67°37'3l.6" E 22.90' 
12 S 43"33'20.l" E 39.18' 

13 576"4l'l5.7"E 52.51' 

L4 N 46"26'39.9" E 61.30' 

LS N 43°33'20.l" W 33.97' 

L6 N 46"26'39.9" E 11.08' 
L7 N 70"48'35.S"·w 11268' 
1.8 s 19°18'44.3" w 90.00' 

Scale: 1 "=60' 
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EXHIBITE 

Description and Map of Maintenance Easement 

Eihibit "A" 
LE.GALDESCRlPTION 
Maintenance Easement 

Febru.ary t3, 2015. 

All that real property situate in tlw City and Oouoty of San Frm1cis.coi State of Califomia, being a 
portion of that certain landscape easement described Jn that deed .recorded June 20, 1990 in R.eel 
F150 Official Records Image 625, Records of the City and· County of Satl Francisco, and being 
.more pmticularly described a& follows: 
DEGiNNING ac the westerly comer of said landscape easement, si1id westerly corner being also 
the westerly corner of' that par.eel of land described in deed to State of California recorded Auguat 
19, 1953 in Book 6214 of Official Records, Page 498, Records of City and County of San 
Fnmcisoo, State of California; 
thence southeasterly along the sout\lerly line of said landscape easement South 76°41' 15.7" East, 
58.35 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 
thence North 43°33,.20.l" West, 39.18 feet; 
thence North 19°11'44.5" East, 14492 feet; 
thence South 67°3 7' 31.6" East,. 10.52 feet to the face of an existing concrete retaining wall; 
then¢e continllfng southerly along said wall the following be11crings !ind distances: · 
thence South 19°25'26,S'' West, 94.05 feet; 
thence South 69°42'41.6" East, 5J4 fl:let; 
thence South 18°22.' 14.3'' West, 27.98 feet; 
tl:ten()e South 46°3615.6,S" West, 2L08 feet; 

· thence South 43QQ6.'41.4'' East, 43,9 l. feet to the southerly line of said landscape easement; 
. thence leaving said retaining wall. North 76°41' 15.7" West, along s11.ld &ontherly Ii,ne of the 
landscape easement 10.D7 feet to the tRUE POINT OF BEGlNNlNG. 

Containing 1,857 square feet, more or less. 

A plat ~hawing the above-descl'ibed parcec[ !s attaclied herein artd made a pmt hereof as Exhibit 
"B''.. 

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in conformance with the Professional 
Land Surveyors.' Act. . 

~ t. Ow Lu- · Vn. Durkee, PLS5773, Exp. 06/30/2016 

END OF DESCRIPTION 
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RneORDINOREQUES'l'BD DY 
ANtYWHBN·l.U!COIIDllD·RETURN TOt: 

wi·IEN !lBCOll:DED MAiL TC'l: 

1Directbtof Prope1ty 1. 
Real.Estate· Division 
City· and County o.f San Francisco. 
i5:Yan Ness. .Avemi~, -Sui~Aoo 

Lsan.Franeisco, California. 94102 . _J_ 

Tho '1lnder11igo.ed J1el'eliy. decllll'.eii: thia•lbsll:umenf to. be, l.ll!.empt :6:Qm. 
Recordfo.g Fees·(Govf;.Code-§:27383)· an~.Dooumentmy-Trausfot· Tax: (Rev, 
&-TWX, Cbd6:Ul\)22), · · 

SPACE AllOVE THIS T.lNE FOll R1U::01li)DR!S· lJS1t · 

'AGREEMENr AND: GRANT OF EASE1\1EN:T AGENCY: MilitaryDepurtment 

SUBSURFACE TIEBACKS AND PRqJBC1'! Westsido R:eoyofod·Wa.to1•.Project'· 

Fu:.s:. TRJ~Ol5 '• 

MAINTENANCE ACCESS li'lSCAL: DGS000000-13469.S 

San l7ranciseo County·.APN: 728-1~004" (porlfon)- H:JO Arnio17 DrLv~, San Francisco, · .. 

THIS .A:GREEME:NT. 'AND GR.ANT OF ;EASEMENT -eAgr0enteJ,1t"): is. roade ·and entered futo ~is 
---- day of ·, 20.l 7;,.by and hetyir~eµ the S'rATB OF CALIFORNIA, acting by.=· 
and>thr01..igh its DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVIQES C~DGS") 011 behalf of the: CALIFORNIA 

, MILITARY DEPARTMENT ("CMD."); (hereiii:afti:lr eo1lec1:ively referred to· ag, r'STATE")"" on 011~ 

ii.1UJ.d; and. the CJTY AND COUI\.'.f'J;'Y OF SAN FRANCISCO, a -consolidatfld. pu°bliq body1 co1porate. 
· an.d politic, on the. other hand, (!'CITY"). ·The STATE. and CITY' ar.e collectively. reforied to a~, the 
"'? ARTIBS'".. Capitalizl:ld terms. tweet fn thls Agreement. shall. have:tl1e·meahings ascrlbed to· them by. the 
seetion in whfoh. sµch terQl is fitsf de:ti:ne4. This .Agr~1n.ent incI1:1.i;l~ t'!U ~~'bits atta,ehed hete.tp, 

RECiTALS 

· A,. STATE is- the. owne1~ of eei-tam property· consisting of ~pproximately ± 7:6:8'9 am-es, a11d ~·el~ted 
iinproveinents, lo"catf)d £!.t. 1 O(l .Atmoty. Drive, San- Fta1ioiscb, County bf° San Fi'ftnois.co, S:tate of 
.(;:!alifornia, with As~essor's Parcel 1'1:Urnber-1281 ~004 ( 00Ilectively the ti Setvient J>~rcel. "). 

B. CI:.f.Y. is the: owner" of .. ce1':taitt pi·opeity .ahd related -improvements; 1o·cated at. 3500· Gi'eat Highway;, 
San Ftancfacoi Qounty,- of s·au Franeisco,. Stfl.fo of dal{fqniia; with . .Assessor:'s~ J?twc~l N1.1qi.be11 7281~ 
001 (the 11Domi'nant:l1arcell~. ·. 

c, In order fo1· CITY to epmpl~te: th.e. deyelq:gine~t and cal).Stmption 6:f i]re W:estside. Recy.Qfed Wate1i 
Proje~t ttb.e 'T.1'.oj~ct'.ry2 STATE q:uitelimi:1.ed a:.portion of th:~ Se1'.Vient-far0el t9·. CI'l'Y~ recorded 61.1 
cvei1 de.fa her0witli (the ''Conv.e.y.a:iJ.ce Property'') a11d CITY iritC1\ds to· de-velop, and .eonstrt.Jct'. 
impro:veinents on the, Conveyap_ce P.rqp:erty in e.o:rtnection. with, the· Prefect. · 

D; To ca.1·1·y ·out CITY':s planned ·development of th.e ·conveyance. P.:toperty fo connection, with the 
Project;. cnY requires- an :ease:ml;;)nt_for .sqbs:q:rface: tiebacks, as, well Man ~fl.seme:nt fof apcess·· and .. 
. 1nai11te11a11ce (')Ver a.portion of the Setvie11t l?arcel. 

.1. 



E~ STATE: and ClTY enteted into this Agreein:ent fo1' the purpose of CITY receiving the. easements for 
the: purp9ses described below in. this:Agreement ju that portion of the $ervient Parcel refe11•ed to frr 
this Agreement as, the "l\1ajnten-ance Easement''; as 1n,9te. parti.cularly describe.d <J.ild depicted on 
the attached: Exhibits. A and B1 along witll. an easement on, under, fllld across the "Sup:surface 
Tieback Ar.ea'' as p:iote particularly desqribed and. depicted on the attached Exliibits C · and Di 

.AGREEMENT 

NOW THEREFORE, i11 consideration of tbe above recitals; all ofwhich are expresslyincot'poratedinto· 
this Agreement,. and: tne mutual pr.einises and covenants contained in this Agreement, the P0ART1ES 

. agree a!3 follows: 

Pui'suant to the, pFovisions of Section 14666 of the Gover1nnent Code: of. the State of California;, 
STATE, hereby grants: unto. ClTY, its succes:so1·s. and assigns forever, a n.011"exclllsive ease1nent 
benefittfo.g and appl1rtenant to· the Dominant Parcel to use the St1~Sl11·face Tieback. Area to instaH, 
focate,. relocate, construct, reco1istrnct, alter, use, maintafo,. inspect, r<:lpair, .and abandon in- place 
subsurfuc~ tie.-backs,_ at such foe~tiohs; and elevations greatei· tlian nv.erity five·. (25} feet below any 
strnctt1re, necessary for CITY' s' d,evelopment; along. with the·"Mainten;:ince Easement for:the purposes of 
co11structio:ii staging, snr.face. inspection· of earth supp01i: structtu'es, and aecess to and maintenance .of 
the Cortv.e.:yance Property in c01mectio11 with the Projf:ict in, upon~ over; o:ri., under, and across the 
Setvient. Parcel (the "Permitted Uses"), ·to ca1w out the p·e1mitted Uses:. ClTY sht\11 ti;J.ake reasonable 
efforts to avoid'· unreasonable interference· with, or unreasonable: burdening of; the Setvient Parcil 01' 

ST.ATE's use tlierepf; · 

The b.enefits and. burdens' of' the Agreement will benefit and burde11 the Dominant Parcel and the 
Sencient Parcel and 1'tm with. the fond iii aoc:o:t:danoe with. Califotnfa · Civil code sectfons 1460'-1471. 
Each covenant of eithel' party to fhis Agreement to db· 001' refrain from doing S01tl.~ act stated fa ti1i_s 
Agt·eemen.t fa exp.t!essly foi, thl;l benefit- of the land of the ofuer:party to this Agt:eement that-is· desc1tb0c;l 
in this Agt·eement.. The successive owners of each of those properties owned by either party -are bound 
by this Agreement for the benefit of the·. other prop.erty, . Each covenant 11.1.us with both the land owned 
by.: or granted to·tl:Ie' STATE and the land 0wnedor granted t0 the ClTY andwi1lbenefit.or·.bebindlng 
o:ti each successiv¢ owner; during. his, her, or its ownership1 of any portion of the land affected by this 

· Agi:eem.:ent and; on each person having any ill~erest in it derived thr01.1gh w.1y owner thereof. This 
Agreement. sllall he recorded on even.- date with the Quit Claim of the· Conveyance Property il}. the 
Of±lcfa1 Records of the City and: County of Sart F1·artcisco. · 

The Easements gr.anted herein are subje.ct to the terms, condition:s-i. limitations; ,an<l cove11~11ts; 
co'psistiiig of Dne ~1) pag<il on th.e attached Exhibit. E; whkh shall run with the Basements gra11ted 
1\.e1'e1n1 arid t4e CITY.,. successor~· m;t:d as~igiis, by- aceepta11c~ of thes.&. Easem\1lnts, agi;ees to abide by, 
petform and obsevve· each and· ali. of said terms, }iniitaftons-1. conditi,:Onsi and. cqv~na~ts set fb1'th thereill. 

The attached· Exhibits A,. B; C; D\. ·and ID ate· .h.eteby lnade a part of and h1e01·porated: into· this­
Agre.ement. 

2 
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IN WXTNES$. WHEREOF; STATEhas ca11sed .. its.1uuned to-b:e:affixed-.hereto·aud this·. 
insti·ument to·be:executed.1:>y-its duly authorized officer •. 

STATE 
STA 1E. OF CALIFORNIA. 
.Depattm:ent df General 8¢r:vic¢a 
Daniel C, Kim,. Directqr 

By~---------­
Mfohael.P, Butler, Chief' 
Real Property. S.ervices· Section 

Approved:: 
. Calif'or.o:iaMili(ary Department 

By:~f'~~ 
;: · Thomas- Clarice · 

-CW4CAARNG 
.Chief; Pt·oo\item.ent Bt.an:ch 

CIJ'Y: . 
· CITY .AND'CDUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
a cousoH4ated public bod:y; Cfitpo1'ate a1id politic-

By: __ --,-______ _ 
Jblui. i;pdike. 
Dfreeto1· 0.f.P.:rop~1ty· 

.By::_-:----------
Ricbard Handel 

. Dept~t,y· Ci'ty·Attorp~y 

Date:: _______ _ 

Date:_CJ...,_/_'L_:. ~o )'-',/-· _) __ 

Date: 

b.afe:·,_. -------

Mail-Tax: Statements-te.!the Name and.Address· Stated. Ab0:v.e. 
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CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE: . . 

This is to certify that t~e interest ih. real property conveyt3d by this deed dated 
----,------' from the. STATE to the City and Coun±Y' of San Francisco,. is, hereby 
accepted l;)Lirsuant to Board of Supe.rvlsors1 Resolution No. 1'8110 Series of 1'939, approved 
August 7,.1957; and:STATE c.onsentsto recordationthereof by its duly authorized officer; . ) . 

Dated: ______ _ By: 
JOHN UPDIKE 
Director of Property 
City and County of' S:an Francisco 
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CALIFORNIAALL PURPOSE NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

A notary. public· or other:· officer i;:ompletlng ·thls.c\:lr.tlflcate verifies only-the 
Identity of the i(1dlvldui:il w]:lo s1gn.ed "the .doc;m:ientto which this. certificate 
Is attached and not the truthfulness accuracy or valid1tv·of that-document. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

Cou~tyo.f .. ]:c,.(__,,~-tJ } SS: 

Oh 1n '5-epbe~r. U) n. . before me, 1urw iAc~ &.r:&~ 
Date/ 

personaJ1yappeared. __ _.T-----_f.--_o_~_s_· ~~~·· _C_(Oef'_. --~---· ________ _ 

who proved to me on·the basis:ofsatisfactory evldenoe to be· the 
per~rooM whose namesM . lsf.al:i!l: subscr:lbe<:l to _the- Within 
Instrument a1c1d acknowled9ed to me that he/s~M:ay exec\.lted 
the ·same lh h(s/l;uill'tttfefr authorized capacity(les1; and "that by 
hlsll:lei:Ahsir sfgnature(aj on the, Instrument the persori~, odha 
entity upon be.half of which the person~ acted, executed the 

FOR NOTARY· SEAt OR STAMP 

ihstri.lment. · · · 

L certify under.. PENALTY OF PERJl.JRY under .the. laws: of the 
state, of Gallfomla that thef fciregoihg . pai:c\gtaph -is. true. · antj 
correct 

W1TNE~$· my ~and: and o.fficiaf se"?f, 

_:__-b.~;,4~::__J_~-r..· ~~: ~--~--11~-;54_~-. - ·I!f;:·.u~-·~- 43800 Goethe: Road · 
''tt ·tods1ftrx~t~. Sacramento, CA 9'5826 

-~---~-----OPTIONAL . 
1'lio11g/l the-/iiformalio1f b.elo.w i.s ,rof requli'ei~y..Jaw, it'iltay.jir;ve 1u1/11ablt! to·persa11s.relyi11g on· f/ie diiaw,;ent and ao11tdpre.Ve.ntjf.·il!1duleizt: . 

. . removal 1111lreaitt1ahment of thrsferm to a11olher document; · - -

])escl'iptfon of-Attac:lleq-J)oc\lment 

Title orType 0fDocument:-~---------,---------,------------

Doou1ne11tDute: ______ ~----.Nuniber of Pages: ___ -:-----------

.Sign~r(s)-O:tp:erTµn1f'Nai:ri(}SAISov6; _______ -'--_______________ _ 

C~plicitx~ils) Ctilinjed: ~y. S~gµ~r(~) 
Sign6r'."S.Nam:e:. ____________ _ 

0 Indi:v.idil'al" 
·o Corporat'e.Off'foer.-Titl@G~): ..... --------
0 Pt1rtne1~·- D Limited' o· General. 
.0 Attorney in Fact! 
i:J T,rustee: 
tJ Gui\rdilin.ol!:Qoriseryatbr. 

·signei:'·s:N!l~l')CJ ___________ _ 

tJ Ittdiyldual: . 
D Co1,porate.Qffioer- -. 'Fitle{a):_· --,------

. trPartner-D:Lih1ited 0:·oenei'ai 
0 Attorney- _fo,FaQt · 

OT~teo 
0. Guarcfia11 oii·bon~eivll,tm: 

n,,cnfon1·AJir•01ne111~sP,An1101~ (~-06,17). 

s·s ... ···-



EXHIBITE, 
This Agr.eement and the Easement granted her.ein Is subject to the following lerrns. and conditions: 

1. This Grant is sub]!3.cf tp extstihg contracts, reases, licenses, easements;, encumbrances; and 
claims that may affect said real property "1Dd the use of the. wprd "Grant" hl:?relh shall not be construed as a 
covenant against the.-exlstence of ~ny thereof. " · . 

2; CITY-waives all claim against STATE, its. officers,. agents, and employe?s, for loss: or .dflmage 
causi,.d by, arising. out of; or lri any way cohhe.cted with the exercise of this. Eas.ement, except those arising out 
of the: ~ate· negllgence or 11'.ltentlonal mlsco11di.lct of STATE, its officers, agents, and employees, and CITY 
agrees to protect,· save harmless, lnd~mnlfy, c:1.hd defend STATE, Its officers,. agents and employees, from any. 
and all lm,s, damage or IIEJbillty; lncludfng; without lihlitatibn; a!Llegal·fees\ expert witness, or constiltantfees and 
expenses· related to-the response to, settlement of,. or defense: of any claims or liability which may be s~ffered or 
incurred.· by ST ATE, Its officers, agents, and. employeeS' caused by, EJrising out of; or In any way connected wllh 
exercise by CITY of the rights-hereby gr-ante8, except. to the extent-of those arli,!ng:out of the sole neglige_nce or 
intentional miscondi.tct of (3TATE, Its officers, agents and employees, · 

3. STATE res-erves the right to use said r.eal property ln\any manner, provided such use doe·s not 
materially interfere with. ClTY's rights- hewe1:Jnder. 

4. Subject to the last sentence of this Se.ction 4, STATE reserves the right- tcr rnqulre crr,y;i at 
STATE expens.e, to r1:1move, c1nd. oelocafe all improvements placed by- CITY ·upon· said real pr.operty,. upon 
determination by STATE that: the same: lnt!')rfei'e \1)/it.h future development of State's property. In the event .of 
such r:emovar or' relocatlol'); CITY shall forthwith, upon. s1:,r.vloe of written det11?t1d and wrltte.n · confirmatloh of- the 
new easement location, deliver tb STATE a Ouitolalm Deed, lb Its r.ii;Jht, _title 1:;1nd Interest lierel:)nder. Should 
CITY fall or refuse to· deliver said Quifc!aim Deed, ST ATE may· recor~. ln the Recorder's Office of the County In 
which.said real property Is located1 a Written notice reciting sald failure" and such recordatlcm shall,· after fen. (.1 d) 
days from the date of recordat!on of said notice, be conclusive evidence of such termination· agalnsl CITY. 
Within 180 days after. STATE· 's written notice and demand. for removal and reloGiatlon of the Improvements, 
CITY shall remo.v.e: and reJooate th€l iin.prov.em!3nts to a feasible location· on the property of STATE, as 
designated by STATE;. and STATE shall: fqmlsh CITY wit):)' an easement lh such new locatioq,. on the s?me 
terms and conditions· as hereih ·stated, all without.cost to CITY, and CITY thereupon shall re-convey to ST A;TE 
the easement herefn granted. Notwithstandlng anything else in this Agre-ement, under no circumstance wlll 

. CITY have any ob(igafipn· arisJiig un.der this Ag"reenient to remove any pbrtlon: of the subsurface.· tie.backs l¢r 

. r.elatBd appartenances) or ahy: portion of the struGture(s) that f)1ay be constructed by CITY oni under; or across 
· the ()onveyatice Property, 

5. lh performing any work1. fnmludlng any excavation, on said real propBr{yof STATE, CITY shall 
make the same In such. manner· as will cause the least Injury to the· surface of the ground arounc:t such 
excavation, ar,id shall. r.epl;;i.ce the· ear:th so removed by it. and restore· the surface: of the. ground and any 
improvernent thereon to as near the- sair1e, _condition as- they-were immediately: prior to· commencement of CITY's 
activiJ!es pursµant to this Ea(lenierit as Is practlcable. 

THE- REMAINDER OF THIS p AGE. rs INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK. 

6 
lill4cmo11t A~tccm~nC ·-S.F A1·mo1! (7.00~i.7).: 
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EXHIBIT A 

Legal Des~rlptlon of Maintenance, Easement Ar.ea . 
. ··--··- . -.-,.-.,__,._., -· -·--·-.--·--·--·-····"'"'~ -······ ··-· .... ·--..... .. --·~-+-"·. -.·-··-· .-··-----

.Exhlfllt"A" 
LEGAL DESCRJPTION 
Miih1tennnca· Bnsenier\t~ 

F.ebrctary ~3;.2015 

N.Ulint:.renl'.propel,'ty $/tuMe· lntlie·c1trn11d. CounWof.Snn:Frnnclsco; Stnte.of Callfon1in,. being a 
portion oftlint certaln· lnndsonpe:ensement desorlbed,:in lhntdeed,:recorded ... Tune'.401 !990 !11:Reel 
F1$0 Offfoln[: Reoor(ls [mngp 625; F.eGords:o~ t~e City nnd. County ofS~n· Francls90,. ri)ld 1ieliig 
mpre·pardau!~rly ·cjesorlbed ~s. follows:. · 
DEGINNING0 nt:the westerly·comer of. ~aid' lnndscnpe·ense:ment;. sn!d westerly. cdrner belng.nliio 
the·weaterly. comer of !11.~t·purce{. of lnild' described· In dee~Jo:Stnle: o,f.Chlifq!;I!lirr~QOrded Augusb 
19,. 1953· In '.!3o.ok 6~14 of Offiilial Records, :P.agc 498, Reoords, of' City nnd County ofSnn 
Franclspo,,S,tate of'Cnlifornitl;· · 
the111wsouthenstel'ly. along tlie·southerly. l(lie,of s11ld 1·urtdscnpe· easement' South, 76°1+:1.' LS, 7!' Ensi, 
5&,3ii fe(lt to the TRU:ID.POINT. 01!' DEGINN1NG; 

· tlienco:No1th 43°33'20;1~; West; 39.fB.feet;. 
tlilii1!!1\.Nbrtli 19°11' 44.51! Bnst, 144.92 feet:. 
tlil\noo i:rou:th 157o9gi3L6"·Ensl', 10.52fe~nothe fum~ or nn exll!tlng:oo!\qtete retnln\ng\yiul;' 
thiinQil om:itlhttlng·sotithedy, nlbng·i;rikl'wnll the·follow.lng bearings nud:cjlstnuoes: 
tllonco.$outh. !9°2s:2i\;~i1 West,:94,05,feet; . 
tltlimio South:69~42'41..6''.Ilnst; 5,l4feet; 
thcl\co·Stiutfl l8P22''14,3';·W.esr;.27.·.98 feet; 
tlfenile Sotltn 46.036?.,56.5'' West, 21.08 feet; 
lllen~o. SoUthA3°.0:6:4l.4.n'Ens~,.43,91 feet to tl\e s011tliel'fy linii,0f.anld titndscnpe·e'nsemi,nt; 
thcnco lea_vlng ·Srilcl .. retnfni~f wnll Nortli '.'/!J~41'lS,71' W~st; 11fong sold sciutlterJy·illne. of th.ei-
lnndsonv.e en&ement to:07· fee.Uo the.'rRUE'J.>OJN'f'OF,BEGINNm!G, · 

Contnfnlng 1,as1 squn~ foe\, more· or less, 

A.pint· showlng. !lie nbove-described: pnrocLlil.attnolied herein nud·.mnde n pntiihbpoqf'ns Eilhlblt 
''B",. . . .. 

Thls·desoriptioii wna. prepnrod liy· me or under 1itfdirccllon In ·conformance with the Professkmill' 
Lrii1d,StU~voyo~s' Ac~. · · 

~,t:uw~. ~ Durkee;.PL:S5713;.Exp, 06/~0l20t6 

END OF DESCR1E'T!ON 
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·c1ty and c·ounly· of .. San Fra,nclMo 

Public Utilities Commission 
· Recd E:slole Services 

EXHIBlr B 

Map.of Maintenance eas-ement Are'~· 

Exhibit 1·'s_H 

Plat for Malnhinan~B· Eoserpenl 

National Gu_qrd, Armo.ry 

g.: 

.................................... -......... ......... 513-.. , ...... - · 

NpllcncF .Guard /lrmory 
a21+ ort ·4oa 
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EXHIBIT"C 

Legal Des-criptlon of Su~s'urface Tieback Area 

rlxhibit"A'' 
LEOALDESCRIPTION 
·S\11is11rfoce:-Tie1inckAren. 

All thut. 1·enJ; pl'operly. situnt~-lll the. C°ify nnd Com1ty:of-"Sll1t rirnticisco; St11te .of Cniifomhr, .being.I\. 
l?.Ol'don oT thnt: cer\u\it- Pnl'ce( descl'ibed li1: thut de~d: recorded: Mgnst 19; 19!!3 lu ·vat. 62!4 
Offlo!iil-'Reoo1·da. l'ngii 498, Recoi·ds, of die City 111\d. County or Snn Franolsco, nnd being- more·, 
P,n1·ticul1ll'IY. doscrlbed· us follow~~ 

BEGIN~N(f tll the westerly,co11wr:.of sni.d prirc~ll' 
thence Not'l/1- t,9°-ia' 4!1.31' Enst, l 70,J l. fee_t nlong 1111:1: westcl'ly. line of- ~nid pnrcel to ·the 'rRUl!l 
POIN1' 0F BEGINNING': 
ihenoe So\1th 67°3'7'3 I ,6" Eiistr 22.90_.l'eet;· 
ihiinoe-Soutlt W011' 4il-.51'· W.est,. I 44i92 feet; 
theiloe'-Sbt1th 4:3°~atio, l'.' Enst, 39.JS f~et\ · 
then~-e South 76°41'-J:5·,7" Enat,:52,!r·l feet: 
tlir,ncil Ncfrth 46°20'3!>;9." En'iit; 61'·.3"0.feet;· 
thence No1·1ti 43°33'20,l-;' We.st,.33.SlTfeet: 
tlienae·-Nbrth 46°26'39.9" Enst, g,o& feet;: 
thence:.Norih Hi Ll' illj:,51' Bi1st, 1'68;85-feet: 
thence North·7(io43• 15,S" We,;f, lli68 cfeet: 
llience:Soutlt 19°18' 44-.3!' West, 9Q;OO 'firct ta-the -'l'R.UE J,>.OINT .OF BEGINNING, •, . . . -

Cot1tninh1g 25;203· sr;iunr.e foei,. inote .. 01· loss • 

./f,, pfol sliowiilg'U1e-.li~o·ye,destr.Jbed ).inn.1eJ i~ i\ttaolfod li*rein n11il: i111\di:-11 purr he1~of· 1i~ Exhibit 
1130. 

END00F DESCR1PTI0N 

g, 
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Line Table 
Line . Deming. . D.lsta11ce . 
tl 5·6:fi>.37131,5• E'· 

,. 
22.90'' 

L2 S 43o53•20,1•::~ 39;18' 
L~ S,76°41'15,711 ll: sz.sl" 
L4 N 45025•39;9\t F. '61'.30' 
LS N 4303a•20;:t''W SB,97' 
LS N 46926'39.9"'!: it.on'· 
t7 N 70q~g!15,S" W · :ll2,6a' 
rn 519°1814.4;31' W 90,00' 

Scale: 1"=601 

· City cmd Oo!mly. of Son Francisco· 

Pi;.ibHc \,JUIH'.ies. Cornrn[sslon 
Real E:s~ala Sarvfoes 

EXHIBIT D. 

Iv1ap of Subsurfape Tieback Are<\ 

E ... h. 'b't ,,,8,, X I I · 

POB· 

Plat for.· ·su(>surfooe· Tleb<1ck. Area 

Ni;tHonol Gu.ard · Arrnor.y, 

NaHoal: Guard Armory 
6214. OR, 498 
08/19 /.1953 
AP.N 7281-004 
335; 1 oo, sq. It.± 

Clly. ond, County· of' Sen, F1rotielscie 

lleback. Eosemfin\'.dv( · 06 27· 20~ 6 
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RIGHT TO ENTER AND·CONS'l'RUCT . 
INDE1\.1N1FICA1'IONAN]) LlCENSE AGREEMl~NT· 

· 'this Right to Enter-and Construct,Jnd¢innitlcatioi1, and License Agreement (this <''License"), dated for reforenc!,'l purposes 
only as of -> 2017., 1s made by and between the STATll OF CALIFORNIA, acting by and through .the 
Dfreotor-oftheDEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES (DGS), with.the·appmvat ofthe,MJLl'f:ARYDEPARTMENT, 
(collecHvely-the. 11S"Ki\.TE11), and THl~ CffY-AND COUNT":tOF SAN FRANCISCO, a.mtmkipal corporatio11 (''CITY") .. 

RECITALS; 

WHEREAS; Sl'ATE ownsiand·con{rols. qe1tairt.real':property locat~d at the San Francisco A11n101·y, 100. Armo1·y Drive, Sall 
. Fra11cisco, Ca.lifornfo..9413.2:(the "J.>ropei.iy1'); · · · 

WI:IEREAS, STA,TE:has agreed to quitclaim to CITY, a11d City has agreecl to, acoept; a.portioh ofthe.Ptoperty consistihg 
of approximately 4,~52 square feet and depjcted on the attached Exhibit A.. (the "Conveyance: Prcipert)"') in ottle1: fol" 
CITY to construct· iii).prov.ements ther<)onJn co1111ectio11· witli CITY's· Westside: R:ecyoled. Wate1: Project. (the. 'TroJe~t"}; 

WHEREAS, ~TATE has, agreed to- grant to CI'TY, and City has. agi:eed t0 accept,, two· ease.rnents· across portions· of the 
Pi'operty in. connection with City' s·.Project, one co1!1.Sistfog of approximately 25,203 square feet at1d depiyted. on. ~he attached 
Exli.i6it n (the "Tie Back.Easement") for the installation, loc.:ation;. relocatiorr, co!lsbiuctlon;.reci01Jstruction>. alteration, use; 
ma1ntenan<ie,. h1spection, · repair, tmd abandonin:g fo. place: of subsu.rfa:ce tie-backs fu connection with Project consti:uction 
and the sec.and consisting o;f approxhntttely 1,857 sqµare feet and depicted oil tlie attached Exllibit C (the "Maintenance 

· Ea.sem<mf'} for contihm:cl surface inspection of earUh support stn1ctul't;JS and .maintenance 0£ the Conveyance Iiroperey 111. 
connection wltltth~Project; · 

\>Vlll!,'R.ltAS;. p·ending fip.al1zatfo11 of the quilcfofrn from S;'tATE t9 CITY qf the Conveyance.· Property, the· gi;inting :from 
STATE.to· CITY ofthe.Tle· Back Easeme;:nt ru.1d the..lvfainte11.a11ce· Easein.enti this 'tfoense will allow CITY' (i} enter \1p011.and 

· consttuct Project improvements on.the Cbnveyanee··l?Jiope.rty,, (ii} entet! upon.and constmct.subsurface tie-backs within,the 
area of the Tie Back Easement, and. {iu') to, enter upon, and use.appr6xin'lately 2;092 sqt1a:re. feet ofthe J;roperly.: depicted on 
the-attached E:x:hiJjif'D (the·"St1lging Area"} as a-eo11s.t;r1:1ctic;q;i staging E\!'ea for J>toJect oonstrnctiQn.(the aotfous,descrlbea 
in ciliuse (l)j (:H)~ a:nd. (:i.ii) a.hove at.e,s.om,etitnes qol1cctively ref~tfodt0 as tlie "ActMty");. 

NOW, TIDillIDFORE,.it is ntu:t1.1nllya~'~ed between the STATE a.11d CITY as f611o:ws: 

1. Gl'ant of Lfoense - STATE hereby grants: to CITY; its entployees:, consultants, representatives, and contt.actors. a, 
License. Agreement for a:· no11~exclusive right. to, enter \!Un exit upon the Prpperty frqPJ. CITY's adjacent. property. as 
shown ht the· sJte,inap referenced hereiµ. asJ3xliJhit B .to conduct the Activity ~as fl:$ther described in- the-Use. aectl.011 
helqw) 01i a11.d' aboµt those pi:i1·Uon~ 'ofthe: Propel'ty de$Jgnated, on Exhibit E- as .. the areas of the· Conveyru1ce Pr0pe11t)\ 
t;he:Tie Back Easement, and the Maintenance.Easement. · 

2. · !Ifill: -Cl'l'Y-may:·enter up01i and· use tl10se.pol'tio11s of the Property des:Lg11{lted. on Exhibit Afoi· the followingi?tu'Poses: 
only: 

(fl) CITY may enter-Ui;lon. and coi1sttuctPi:0Jec;,t improvements on the Gon-v.~yimce:.Pmperty; 

(b) crrY i,n~y enter upon and: constmct Sl1b$t1l'face. tfo:0 backs withfo: the area. 0f the· Tie' Back Easeme11t; · and 
(c) CITY ma:y, enter 'Ltp.on and use the Staging Area for a stagi11g· area· for constnictio.u biy cfov.,p aetivitie~, hmludb;rg: 

plaoing.eqµip111e1it.and materfo1s:ih so1;moi:t q(ch.e PJ:pject1 · . • · . 

S'l'ATllresetves. the·right. to a1:1prav.e all activities on the-Prop.e.rey-, In part oi' !11 w.hole, If STATE. r.eCJ.uests that a part 
eii1 .alt ofnny. activity .oe .changed,: CITY sl'lan. comply. ii?1Itediatcly,-w~tl1- STAT.Ets. request. · · 

3. 'I'erm-- T.he teti:n oftliis License. shall. be.for ai:pedo.d. oftfo.ice. ~) yeru:$ cqmmenail).g, ott ____ , 2017 an~l en.clmg 
. qn · l,~020;. ot' siicih,lo11geitpedmd. i.:fagteeq ~o in writing· by. STA''.rE' and-CU'Y,! · 

4.. . Enrly Toi;minnti1m_- Ei.ther· party·may te1~trl.1:iate this Lice11s~. at at~y· tin1e. by giv.i~g· written::i1otfce,,to··tlie. otht:ll' · party· at 
least sixty· ($0} daya. pde:r:-to the ·date::w.he11 imch teim.1.fuati'o11 shalr beco1ne-e.f:l!ootive, 

P!:19Ei 1 bf"1 
SP'Arniory. ROE w.1ndal'lltnrnoaUoni (7'1°'17) 
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5. Administrative Fee· - Before- tb.e release of t1ie fulty. exceuted .clocu111e11ts; CITY shall pay to the STATE tho .Purcl;i.ase 
Pr.ice and Administrative Costs, des.cribed :iil and pli;rsul.\tit tP the Agceement-%r Conveyance and Acceptance of 
Real Ptoper.ty between, STATE and CITY and·executed and delivered co11c1.mently with this License, it1 
immediately av.?ilaThle funds. 

6. Complhmce witb Lnws - CITY shall conduct said. ActMty in compliance with. all applicable. federal, sfa,te, and 
municipal stat,;t.tes: and. ordinances, and. with all applicable regulations, orders~ and dirccti:v.es of appropriate 
gover1u11e11tal agencies (collectively; the "Laws nnd Regulations:\. as s-uch Law.s and :Regul'atfons exist at the time of 
the Activity. 

7. Indemnity_- Ql'TY' llhan hold hannless al.ld. indemnify as· ''Inde1nnitees:> STATE, its affiliates, agents and employees, 
from and against any claims, demands,: actforul, suits, judgments, losses, damages,. costs; or ixpenses· incur.red as a 
result oi personal injury,. bodily injury, or properly damage (:Collectively,. ''Lfability'1) resultitig from the· Activity of 
crrY, its employees. co11su1tants, repr.e~enti:ltives, or contractors. This Indemnity shall not· extend io any· Liability or 
any clai:r:n. to the extent arising o-µt of or resulting from th~ acts;. omissions; negligence;. or will'ft1l miseo11duct of 
"Indemnitees. "' 

$; . Notices :' All notices or other communications required or permitted hereunder. shall be in: writing with Prnj¢ct nuiubet 
TR12015B promitmitly displayed, and shall be person1:1.1ly · deli:v~teci (inthidfug by 111eans of profassfo:mff messenger 
set'Vice) ot st;;nt by ovemight courie1·, or sent'by registered. or certified mai~ posl:a.g~ p!'eptiid, returueoeipt requested to 
the addresses, set forth below. All such. notices or other. comm.unkations. shall be. dee111ed received up.011- the enrJler of: 

. (a) if personally·delivered or se11t by overnight: courier; the date of delivery to, tho address ofthe person to receive such 
notict;l; (b)·Lf mailed,as provi:dedahove, 011 the·da:te of'receipt or r{ljeclion·. 

To the CITY: 

Tothe STATE: 

Copies to: 

City and County of San Fra11qisco 
.Real Estate-Division 
25 Vap. Ness A venue,. Sime 400 

~S.anEraiioisco, CA. 94102. 
Of.fiot:l; (415) $54-9850 

CT ALLISON HSlEH 
Bldg, 950, Sixth Street 
Camp-Parks Rl~TA 
Dublin, CA 94568 

Sam Co.aper. 
Asset Manage1nei1t Branch. 
Real Prnperty Services Sectfon. 
Depar!.ment of Gei1era1 Services 
State of California 
707 Third Stl'eet, s01'T11oorMS,50l 
West Sacramento; CA 95605 
Sam,Coop.er@DGB.CA.GOV. 

THOMAS WHITE 
Faeilities.and.E'hgineer.ing 
Califomfa Military Del?artment 
9800 Goethe Road, l3c;i?C, 18' 

S-aornuiento, CA 95826 

9. Instirance · During: fl+c term of this- ti:cense;. CITY shall::m.afo.tailt the folfowing in:su1·a11oe: 

(n) Shall :furnish· a: certificate of ih$urance along w:!±11. a copy of'all ertdorsem~nta with the STATE1s Project Number 
(TRt20.15)'. ~dtc.atetl on the. face of' Sf1ia: oett.ificate and. e11dorsements,. iiisued to STATE. with. un1ounts· of 
9ommercial Geneml Liability of at least ONE MILLION f:\ND N0/:100 · DOLLARS ($1,000·1000.0.0J pel'. 
oeouw:i11ce, 11ami11g· the State ~f Califomia·i lts· officers, agents an1 e.111ploy,ees a~ additional. insit~ed. 1>1for to· 
License! executil:l11, the-·certificat~. of ilwu1'ance ~11d· enclo.rs.ements. shall b.e de1ivered tt> the Department. of·G'encrnl 
s·e1·vices, 70'.7'31~d Sttcct',·MS 5.01, West s·n-c1~merito,. CA 9560'5, · 

Said certificate of' insm•artce and eud01:seo.ie(1ts. shall. be issued by an..tnsu1•ance eo.tnpany. wifu ai rating: o:f not less. 
than A-X in Best!s !11st11·a11ce Guide. STArrE reserves. the l'ight -t0 review. and: r.easonabl)r adjust insul'anoe, 
requirements as necessary. during tb.e term.of. tbis Lfoense,. 

SP.:Arlr\<lry Roe w.lndemlolnoallone (1-1.H'I). 
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(b ). It is agreed that' STATE will.11ot be Uuble for the· p.ay1ne11t. of any· premiums. or: assessments· on the insiu·a11ce 
coverage required by this P.t1ragr.aph. The -cm±ff).co1ti:r·of ins.ut'k\t1ce shall provide: U1aJ thc> ins.urer·wm t:iPt cancer the 
insurecVs coverage without.thi~ty (30) clays priorwr1tt.e~ notice. to STATE. CITY agtees that· the insurance.herein 
gro.vkled}br shatn,e in e:ffectat a11 time.s dudng-the term of'this License, all extensions thereof, holdover pel'lods 
or-any other·occupancy of the Premises.by CITY, . .· · 

(!!}' CITY shall maintain statutory workers' compensatfon and employer'i;: liability coverage for all its employei;is who 
. will. be engaged: ht the· perfor111ance: ofthe Actlvitjesi. iucluding.~pecial cover!\ge. ext!;lnsfotis w he1·e. applicable; with 

employer's l'iability 1:fmit1rof ONE.MILLION AND NOl:1.00 DOLLARS ($1100'0;600.00); The 1,oUcy shall contain 
a waiver ofsubr.ogatfon in favor of the State:of Califomfa. 

(d) CITY ·sb.1111: fumish a, ce1'tific~te··of a1.1toni.obile liabili:iY' insura11ce·.wlth: a. limit-of 110 less than ONB MILLION AND 
N0/100 DOLLARS ($1,000,00'0.00)., for- each 1:1ccid~nt;- covedng .all owned· hfrecl. and 11on~0wned vehicles. The 
prov.i~fo:nsJn Pa:ra:graph 9(bJ above'also _apply to t~lis tnsuiJuice. · 

The. State of Califorrifa, its officers, agent~ at1d eni.ploy,ees ate to be additionnl h1Sltred1, and the oerti:ficatci is to be 
. . . ~ . . . 

delivered to the Ucpartment of Gencrnl Services; '7.07 3 Sfr.eet,.MS 501, West Snc1•atnento; CA 95605. The 
certificate is t9 be delivered to the Department of Generaf Ser.vices at'.the address 1isted·h1 Parag'n'lph 6(it) above. 

(e) If Cl'l'Y is self'.-insured 111 whole or .ii1 patt as to ariy· of the. abo:vet described: typl:ls and levels of coveraJ,~e,. CITY 
shall provide. STATE with. written acKnoWll:ldgment of this fact af the thne·.o:fthe execution of this Lease, The 
State-.may require financial h1formatfon to.j,1stify CITY'·s self-ins11red status .. .If, at.any thne ·after-the execution of. 
this Lease, CrrY abandons its. self.:insured status,. ClTY sB.aJI immediately: notify srrATE. of this fact. and shall 
comply wtlh nil of the terms and conditions of this Insunmce clnwre,pe.rtafofag to·policies of insurance in reg~rd to 
those types.and.Jevels ofii1~rance. 

Iu is agr.eed that 'STATE shall not be Hable for the payment of any pi:emi1.m,s or assessinents on· !:he req:qh;ed 
ins11rance. coverage; 

10. Sublet and Assignment of' License· - Tli:e CI'I'Y shall qot sublet or: assign its- rights under this Ll~ense -witheut 
STATE''s priorWritten.consen~ •. Aiiy assignroe11t 01·transfel".of this License by eiihe1·party shall.bes1.1bJectto the other 
purlies rights arid o:bligatio:ns heteii.1, and any assig11ee. or transferee shall con:tfnue to perform ·such· obngations· and 
shall, conespondingly, be entitled Co the benefits ofihi.s.:Li:cense pu.wuant to the ter111s.anclco11dii;loi1s hereof. 

11, Rights ofPnrties - The: rights. and: obligations set fo1ih.in thi!l: Lk:euse will be bfad.fng upon.and inure to the benefit of 
.the. CITY and· ST ATE and theit successors i1nd· assfinees. TMs License shall not- he. inte.rpteted as creatfrig any 
ease1nent. or any covenant or c0ndition tunning. wiili the· land. or: an.y. further right with respect to any related real 

· property_ other Uian. as specifically provided ·herein. The·1•Ights 0f CITY a11d. its successors· and. assigns:hereunder w.m 
be subordinate and, si1bj ect to the, rights of tl1e:holde1: of any mortgage;. deed of'trqst, or other encumbrance ag~dnst the 
property. now or hereafter grap.f.ed.or·qreate<l.by STATE:·a~~i1,1s.Hhe prop¢rty. · · 

12, Coopei:ation ~ CITY ag~ees to coord:ihate its Aqtivity with.the CMD :A:i:e~ C.001idhmt01\ (916): 369.-SlOO,, to,minhnize 
any hnp:air1mmt of access to the· Pt'operty and any inconvenfonce -to or disruption of STAT.Ifs busfoess· 01:r,the P:ropeity. 

,!' • ,.. 

1·3, Maintenance· of.Property..:.. .CITY shall mafutafo th~ P1·op~rty dur.i:trg the Activities by reuioving ~ll litter· froin the 
Property. Cll'Y shrtll be. responsible ~or le;aying. the ).lrope1ty tn as clbhti a.condition a(l it was received- 011d' will _provl de 
the. STATJ} witl1 a 24-hour telephone. nmnber(&} if it i.s nece.ssdry to, li:rfor.tn CTI'Y that the lot nas not been clea11ed,. 

· Papers and othe1, debris le.ft on the P-mpertY. must be cleared: within 24, hom·s pf 11otificatio1;1: from STATE. If the: 
. P.1•etnises· is not found. in the same· condition as it: was received by the- crrY, any and all costs associated with the: 

cle~llnUlJ shall. be1?aid. by the Cl'l'Y upo~! deman:d: ]?y. $'.fA'rE,. · 

1.4,. I1nprovements· and Mogificntjol~ - Th 1nakfug ap.y exicavatli;>:ti- and/or iilstaliation of e-quipmen.e,' temporal'y bar!'iers, 
or fencing on U'l.e Proi;,erty and/oJ.!·easement areas, ClTYshall make the saine ihsuch-com11mcially·reaso1iable-n1a11nei: 
as will cat1se the least injury to·· the sm·face of Che ground a:ipuna: sueh e~cavation- al1d/or. eonstructfon1 apd, ~hall replace 
the earth so. i:emeved: by tt. and: restore, t;1e surface ef'the groun4· and. any i,;npi;ovem1?nt thereon t.o as near the s11me· 
condition. as· tbeywere·prior.· to such excaviltfo11 as· is 1,rnoticable .. 

My· ~onstl'uotion Qt insta(la·tio.n.o:l!'such barr-iers 011 tenciri~·sha11 b;·1·~v.lewe.d:.a11d anpi~oveclmy·the. State Chiei\Eils.inee11 
and the l!)oal.iili:e d~var_tment. . ' . ' 
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15. Access to Property: - Only crrY m'ld its pr<ii,erly, qualified ·and aut'h:odr.cd agpnbsi employees, cm'lil:actors, and 
servants shall have the right ofingress· to and egress fro1iuaid Property. CITY will not cause or otherwise allow any 
roadway to be oloeked or obstruc.ted; 

STA'l1T shall huve access at all times to the site inftai;tructure for repafrs and main~enaµc~ as necessary within the 
P:rop:erty outlinecl in.Exhibit "A." 

. . 

16. ReloentlOll • The 1ocatl.bn, of the P.r.ope1'ty to be 1ised by CITY for the purpose of this License may oe changed as 
required by the STA.TE 111 the event of circumstances arising to warra11t.st1.0h a change. CITY agrees to accept another 
functionally eqitlvalent· tocation w{t;bi11 the focilfty grounds: within wltlch to· op·erate-under the.saine general provisforts 
ofthis License. 

17.. Attorneys> Fees • 111 the event of a default by eitherpmty or ln the event of any suit or act"i.o11 adsi:ng out offuis 
License, the prevailing party or· the nOll"'defaulting party will be entitled to recover. its cost and expenses, incli..1ding 
reasonable attorneys' foes in connection t]ie1·ewith. · 

18, No Joint Venture - No· agency; em.pfoyment agreement.joint: veqture;. or partnership: is· created between the parties by 
this. License and nei:ther party will be deeme_d to µe au agep.t of the other, 1iot wJ.11 either party have the right or power 
of aufuorlty to act for the other :hi any manner; or to create any' obligfl,tfon, contracts, or debts bi:nding,i.tpoxi the other 
party. · 

f9. Governing· La)_Y. - This L:i<:;ense will be govemed by and construed in aocordanpe wW1 the laws of the State. of 
California. 

10. Arriendinents•• This License may be amended, changed, or--modified only·bywdtten agreement executed by the. CITY 
and STATE. No waiver or. any provision of this License will be valid tmfoss in writing signed by the. patty charged 
there\.Vith. 

21. Se,'.ernbility - If any provision. ofth1s License is deter!Pin,ed to be illegal or unenforceab te1 this det¢r.mihation shall not . 
affect any other provisfon ofthis.Lice1)se,. and.all other provisions shall re.main fu full force and effect. 

22. Separate Counterparts nnci Photocopies -· This Agre.ement may be ex.e.e1.1ted· in,multiplo counierpm'ts, each of which 
shall be deeme_d an original, but all:of wh.ich,, h,gether, shall constitute _one and· the same iustrum~nt.. Tl.1.e_ exchange of 
copies of this Agfcernent and of signature pa:l,!eS by electro;nic mail in "portable d.o·cument font).at" ("pdf') fo1m o~ by 
any othe:r electronic means. shall c011stitute effective exectitfon a11d deliv.el'.y of this document and shall have the same 
effect as- copies executed and deliver&el with original signature&. 

23.. Sectfon Readings- All sectfo11 headings. contained herein are for·convenie11ce. oheference onl:y ,. and are not intende.d: 
to define or limit the: scope:or'. any provisio:n.s. of this License. 

24~ El1tire Agreement - 'l'his Lice1is!.': l'.ep;resents· the full, pomplete;, and cnlfro License agreement. between the parties with 
i'espeot. to the subject matter heieof. The License sh.all not be in foll force and ·effect except upon: approval and 
siguati'ire on. befaall: of the· Director ofthe,Dtlpartm.ent of General Services. · 

25; Nondiirni-iminntion, In the performance of thfa Ltcel.1$·e, STATE shall not discriminate against any employee,, 
subco11tta:qto1\, applicant for. employment with District; or ag~inst any person seeking acc.ommodations, advantages, 
facilities,. ptlvileges;· services, m~menibership in all busfoess, social,. or other establishments. or org~11izatio11s~ on the: 
biMs of the fact or perception of a person's race, color,. creed,. rellgi()111 national origfn, ancestry, a~e, height, weight,. 
sex, sexual orientntfon, gender identity; domestic ·partner status, marital status, disability or Acquired. Inunune 
Deficiency Syndrome or HIY status (AIDS/HIV status); oi· associatioi1 with members of such protected classes; ol" in 
r:etalfation for opposit~onto <liscrimh1atio11 agafnst such, classes; 

THE REMAIN.DER OF 1'IllS PAGE WAS INTENtlONAl,L Y. LEFTBLANK 
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San Francisco PUC - San.Francisco Al'mo1'Y 

RIGHT TO ENTER AND CONSTRUCT 

In the- event of'a'ny .disp\1te over th;e:perfo1manoe 01· ilitel:pretation of tills. Agreement, the, parties agi;ee· to: submit 
suq)'t.dif!pute to the· CaJifor.oia Office:of Adtni:nistrati've }learru.gs for arbitration· whfoh.shall be binding. Venue for· 
anY'proceedings: or at'bitration shalt be.in Sacramento County, Califon~ia. · 

STATE .. OE CALIFORNIA 
Department. of General .Services, 
Datli~l C; :r,qm; Dit!3Ctor ' 

By:. _________ _ 

MICH,AEL P: EVfLER, Cliief · 
Real'Prciperty Serv.iges.Sectfon 

D~te: __ ~----~~--

APP.ROVED: 
Caliloroia Military.·Department 

THOMAS CLARKE,. 
CW4CAARNG 
Chief,. Pr.ocur.ement..Bi:anch 

.Date: q/>-~/(7 

CITY AND COUN11Y OF SAN·FRANCISCO; 
. a Mimici]?'al ·corporation 

By: _________ _ 

HARLAN L, KELLY,.JR. 
General. Manager, 
'Sa11 Francisco Public Utilities.€011;unissfoli 

Date:_·----------

AllPROVED· AS.TO IrORM': 
DENNIS,J. HEiIB:ERA, City Attorney 

By:_·----------'­
R1£HARD lMNDBl'!,. Deputy City. Attol'iiey 

Date:---,...,,....,--------

-· ------------" ...... -.~--............. ,, _____ ......... ___ , .. _, .... ., .. _ ..... ,. __ .. _,,., ,, ... ___ .-... - ....... , ... ----6-6 .------.. ,-... ·--·--.,,,., .......... -..... _,~ .......... -......... ~ .. -............... .. : .. ...... -............. _ .. , .. 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING. DEPARTMENJ" 

Pranning Commission Motion No. M-19442 

Hearing Date: 
Case No.: 
Projett: 
Project Location: 
Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

September 3, 2015 
2008.0091E 
San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 
Various Locations in Western San Francisco 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
525 Golden Gate Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Timothy Johnston - (415) 575-9035 
Timothy.Johnston@sfgov.org 

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
FOR THE PROPOSED SAN FRANCISCO WESTSIDE RECYCLED WATER PROJECT. 

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") hereby 
CERTIFIES the Final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2008.0091E, San 
Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project (hereinafter, "Project"), located in San Francisco, 
based upon the following findings: 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94~03-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

1. The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department 
("Department") fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., hereinafter "CEQA"), the State CEQA · 
Guiclelines (Cal. Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 et seq., (hereinafter "CEQA 
Guidelines") and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code (hereinafter 
"Chapter 31"). 

A. The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") was 
required for the Project and provided public notice of that determination by 
publication in a newspaper of general circulation, and in accordance with CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15082, prepared and circulated a first and·then a revised Notice of 
Preparation ("NOP") to interested entities and individuals to begin the formal CEQA 
scoping process for the Project on June 5, 2008, and September 8, 2010, respectively. 
These prior NOPs resulted in scoping meetings held on June 16 and 17, 2008, and on 
September 23, 2010. Following the 2010 NOP scoping period, the SFPUC in response 
to public feedback evaluated alternative possible ·sites, resulting in a revised Project 
proposal for which the Planning Department issued a revised NOP/Initial Study 
(2014 IS) on July 16, 2014 with the scoping period ending on August 15, 2014. The 
NOP was distributed to interested parties that had received the initial NOPs, public 
agencies, additional interested parties, and landowners/occupants located in the 

www.sfplanning.org 
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Motion No. M-19442 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

Case No. 2008.0091 E 
San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 

vicinity of the Project facilities, and was posted on the Planning Department's 
website and placed in the legal classified section of the San Francisco Chronicle .. 

The San Francisco Planning Department received nine comments on the scope of the 
BIR either at the scoping meeting or in writing following the 2014 scoping meeting. 
The comment inventories for all three NOPs are included in the Scoping Report in 
Appendix A of the Draft BIR.. Appendix A also includes the 2014 IS. 

B. On March 18, 2015, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
("DEIR") and provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the 
availability of the DEIR for public review and comment for a 45-day period, and of the 
date and time of the Plaru:tlng Commission public hearing on the DEIR.; this notice was 
mailed to the Department's list of persons requesting such notice and other interested 
parties. 

C. · Notices of availability of the DEIR. and of the date and time of the public hearing were 
posted near the Project site by Department staff on March 18, 2015. The Notice of 
Availability was also made available at the main public library in San Francisco. 

D. On March. 18, 2015, copies of the DEIR. were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of 
persons requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR., to adjacent 
property owners, and to government agencies, the latter both directly and through the 
State Clearinghouse. The DEIR. was posted on the Department's website. 

E. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State 
Clearinghouse on March 18, 2015. 

2. The Planning Commission held a duly~advertised public hearing on the DEIR to accept 
written or oral comments on April 23, 2015. The public hearing transcripts are in the Project 
record. The period for acceptance of written comments ended on May 4, 2015. 

3. 'The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the 
public hearing and in writing during.the 45-day public review period for the DEIR, and 
prepared revisions to the text of the DEIR. in response to comments received or based on 
additional information that became available during the public review period. The 
Department provided additional, updated information and clarification on issues raised by 
comm.enters, as well as SFPUC and the.Planning Department, to address Project updates · 
since publication of the DEIR. This material was presented in a Responses to Comments 
document ("RTC"), published on August 19, 2015, distributed to the Commission on 
August 20, 2015, and all parties wh.o commented on the DEIR, and made available to others 
upon request ·at the Department and on the Department's website. 

4. A Final Environmental Impact Report ("FEIR") has been prepared by the Department, 
consisting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report, any consultations and comments 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Motion No. M-19442 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

Case No .. 2008.0091 E 
San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 

received during the review process, any additional information that became av?tilable, and 
the RTC document, all as required by law. 

5. Project files on the FEIR have been made available for review by the Commission and the 
public. These files, are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, 
and are part of the record before the Commission. Jonas Ionin is the custodian of the 
records: Copies ofthe DEIR and associated reference materials, as well as the RTC 
document, are also available for review at public libraries in San Francisco, as well as on the 
Department's website. 

6; The Commission, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, hereby does find that that none 
of the factors are present that would necessitate recirculation of the Final EIR under CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088.5. The Final EIR contains no information revealing (1) any new 
significant environmental impact that would result from the Project or from a new 
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented, (2) any substantial increase in the 
severity of a previously identified environmental impact, (3) any feasible Project alternative 
or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed that would 
clearly lessen the environmental .impacts of the Project, but that was rejected by the 
Project's proponents, or ( 4) that the Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically 
inadequate and conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment were 
precluded. This Commission concurs in that determination. 

The Commission finds that the Project is within the scope of the Project analyzed in the 
Final EIR. and the Final EIR fully analyzed the Project proposed for approval. No new 
impacts have been identified that were not analyzed in the Final EIR. 

7. The Commission further finds, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, that the Project 
described in the FEIR·is a component of the SFPUC's adppted Water Supply Improvement 
Program ("WSIP") for which the Planning Commission certified a Program Environmental 

. Impact Repo.rt on October 30, 2008 (Case No. 2005.0159E) and the SFPUC approved by 
Resolution No. 08-0200; as part of the WSIP, the Commission finds that the Project will 
contribute to a significant and unavoidable impact related to indirect growth-inducement 
impacts in the SFPUC service area. 

8. On September 3, 2015~ the Commission reviewed and considered the.FEIR and hereby does 
find that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was 
prepared, publicized, and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA 
Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. · 

9. The Planning Commission hereby does find that the Final Environmental Iinpact Report 
concerning File No. 2008.0091E, San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project, reflects the 
independent judgment and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, 
accurate and objective, and that the Responses to Comments document contains no 
significant revisions to the DEIR or information that would necessitate recirculation of the 
FEIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, and hereby does CERTIFY THE 
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COMPLETION of said Final Environmental Impact Report in compliance with CEQA and 
the CEQA Guidelines. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its 
regular meeting of September 3, 2015. 

AYES: 6 

NOES: 0 

ABSENT: Wu 

ADOPTED: 9/3/15 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Commission Secretary 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

P-lanning Commission Motion No. 19443· 
CALIFO.RNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA} FINDINGS 

Case.No.: 
Project Name: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 
Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 3, 2015 

2008.0091E 

San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 
P (Public} Zoning District 
OS (Open Space) Height and Bulk District 
7281/007 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Scott MacPherson 
525 Golden Gate A venue, 1Qth Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Audrey Desmuke - (415) 575-9136 
audrey.desmuke@sfgov.org 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT, 
INCLUDING FINDINGS REJECTING ALTERNATIVES A~ INFEASIBLE, ADOPTING A 
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS, AND ADOPTING A MITIGATION, 
MONITORING, AND REPORTING PROGRAM, RELATING TO THE SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC 
UTILITY'S PROPOSED PROJECT TO CONSTRUCT AND OPERATE ON THE WESTSIDE 
RECYCLED WATER PLANT PROJECT. 

PREAMBLE 

On January 17, 2008", the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("SFPUC") submitted an 
Environmental Evaluation Application to the Planning Department (''Department"), Case · No. 
2008.009IE, in connection with a project to construct and operate a recycled water facility on the west 
side of San Francisco. The San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project ("SFRW Project" or 
11Project") would consist of a recycled water treatment plant at the SFPUC's Oceanside Water Pollution 
Control Plan ("WPCP") and within a portion of the adjacent California Army National Guard site, 
underground storage and distribution facilities. The plant would have an. operational capacity to serve 
peak-day demands of up to ·s mgd ( or 2 mgd annual average) to meet the current water demand µ1 areas of 
western San Francisco ~at have substantial irrigation needs. 

On June S, 2008, and September 8, 2010, the Department issued a Notice of Preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Report ("NOP") for the Project, and, in response to comments received, revised 
the location <?f certain project elements and ·published a revised NOP on July 16, 2014. 

www.sfplanning.org 
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On March 18,2015, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report ("DEIR" or "Draft 
EIR") for the Project and provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the availability 

· of the DEIR for public review and comment. The DEIR was available for public comment until May 4, 

2015. 

The San Francisco Planning Commission ("Planning Commission" or "Commission") held a public 

hearing on the DEIR on April 23,2015, at a regularly scheduled meeting to solicit public comment 

regarding the DEIR. 

The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the public· hearing 
and in writing during the public review period for the DEIR, and prepared revisions to the text of the 

DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information that became available during 

the public review period. This material was presented in a Draft Comments and Responses ("C & R'') 
document, published on August 20, 2015, and distributed to the Planning Commi$sion and all parties who 

commented on the DEIR, and made available to others upon request at the Department. 

A Final Environmental Impact Report ("FEIR'') or "Final EIR'') was prepared by the Department, 
consisting of the Draft EIR and the C & R document. 

Project Environmental Impact Report files have been made available for review by this Commission and 
the public. These files are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, and are 
part of the record before this Commission. 

On September 17, 2015, the Commission reviewed and considered the Final EIR and found that the 

contents of the report and the procedures through which the Final EIR was prepared, publicized, and 
reviewed complied with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources Code 

section 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA"), 14 California Code of Regulations section 15000 et seq. ("CEQA 
Guidelines"), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter 31 "). 

The Planning Commission found the Final EIR was adequate, accurate and objective, reflected the 
independent analysis .and judgment of the Department and the Planning Commission, and that the 

summary of comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and approved 
the Final BIR for the Project in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31. 

The Planning Department, Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of records for the Planning Department 
materials, located in the File for Case No. 2008.0091E, at .1650 Mission Street, Forth Floor, San 
Francisco, California. 

Department staff prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") for the Project 
and these materials were made available to the public and this Commission for this Commission's review, 
consideration and action. 

On September 17, 2015, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly 

scheduled meeting on Case No. 2008.0091E to consider the approval of the Project. The Commission has 
heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and has further considered written 
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materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the SFPUC, · the Planning Department staff, and other 
interested. parties. 

MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby adopts findings under the California Environmental 
Quality Act, including rejecting alternatives as infeasible and adopting a ·statement of Overriding 
Considerations, and adopts the MMRP attached as Exhibit A b~ed on the following findings: 

FINDINGS 

Having reviewed the m~terials identified in the Preamble above, and having heard all testimony and 
arguments, this Commission fmds, concludes, and determines as follows: 

In determining to approve the San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project ("SFRW Project" or 
"Project") described in Section I, Project Description, below, the San Francisco Planning Commission 
("Planning Commission" or "Commission") makes and adopts the following findings of fact and 
decisions regarding mitigation measures and. alternatives, and adopts the statement of overriding 
considerations, based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and . under the 
California Environmental Quality-Act ("CEQA"), California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et 
seq., particularly· Sections 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA ("CEQA 
Guidelines"), 14 California ·Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq., particularly Sections 15091 
through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

This document is organized as follows: 

Section I provides a description of the Project proposed for adoption, the environmental review process 
for the.Project (San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project Environmental Impact Report, Planning 
Department Case No_., 2008.0091E, State Clearinghouse No. 2008052133) (the "Final BIR" or 11EIR11

), the 
approval actions to be taken and the location of. records; 

Section II identifies the impacts found not to be significant that do not require mitigation; 

Section III identifies potentially significant impacts that can be avoided or reduced to less-than­
significant levels through mitigation and describes the disposition of the mitigation measures; 

Section IV identifies significant impacts that cannot be avoided or reduced to less-than-significant levels 
and describes any applicable mitigation measures as well as the disposition of the mitigation measures; 

Section V evaluates the different Project alternatives and the economic, legal, social, technological and 
other considerations that support approval of the Project and the rejection of alternatives, or elements 
thereof, analyzed; and 

Section VI presents a statement. of overriding considerations setting forth specific reasons in support of 
the Commission's actions and rejection of the alternatives not incorporated into the Project. 
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The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Progra~ ("MMRP") f~r the mitigation measures that have 
been proposed for adoption is attached with these findings as Exhibit A to this Motion No. 19443. The 
MMRP is required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. Exhibit A provides 
a table setting forth each mitigation measure .listed in the Final Environmental Impact Report for the 
Project ("Final EIR") that is required to reduce or avoid a significant adverse impact. Exhibit A also 
specifies the agency responsible for implementation of each measure .and establishes monitoring actions 
and a monitoring schedule. The full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in Exhibit A. 

These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the Commission. The 
references set forth in these findings to ce~in pages or sections of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report ("Draft EIR" or "DEIR") or the Comments and Responses document ("C&R") in the Final EIR are · 
for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the evidence relied upon for 
these findings. 

I. APPROVAL OF PROJECT 

A. Project Description 

By this action, the Planning Commission adopts and implements the SFRW Project identified in the Final 
. EIR. Specifically, the Project adopted by the Planning Commission includes the following: 

• Construction of a recycled water treatment plant at the SFPUC's Oceanside Water Pollution 
Control Plan (WPCP) and within a portion of the adjacent California Army National Guard site. 
Recycled water produced at this facility would be used in Golden Gate Park for irrigation and as fill 
water for Golden Gate Park lakes; and for irrigation in the Panhandle portion of the park; Lincoln 
Park Golf Course, and various areas of the Presidio. The treatment plant would have an annual 
average production capacity of up to 2 million. gallons per day (mgd) and sized to meet peak-day 
demands of up to 5 mgd. 

• Construction of a transmission pipeline primarily along 36th Avenue that would run between the 
proposed recycled water treatment plant at the Oceanside WPCP and the existing Central Reservoir 
in Golden Gate Park. The pipeline would deliver the recycled water from the Oceanside WPCP to 
the areas of use. 

• Construction of transmission pipelines between the Central Reservoir and Lincoln Park and the 
Presidio and the adjacent Golden Gate Park Panhandle. 

• Construction of an expanded underground reservoir to provide additional storage capacity and a 
new pump station to provide increased pumping capacity at the Central Reservoir site. 

B. Project Objectives 

The three main objectives of the SFRW Project are: · 

• Diversify the SFPUC's water supply by developing recycled watet. 
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. . 
• 

Develop a new water supply in San Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant.· 

Reduce the use of potable water and groundwater for irrigation and other nonpotable uses 

. by supplying those demands with recycled water. 

In· addition, the Project is part of the SFPUC's adopted Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP") 
adopted by the SFPUC on October 30, 2008 (see Section C.l). The WSIP consists of over 70 local and 
regional facility improvement projects that would increase the ability of the SFPUC's water supply 
system to withstand major seismic events and prolonged droughts and to meet estimated water-purchase 
requests in. the service areas. With the exception of the water supply goal, the overall WSIP goals and 
objectives are based on a planning horizon through 2030. The water supply goal to meet delivery needs in 
the SFPUC service area is based on a planning horizon through 2018. The overall goals of the WSIP for 
the regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water. 

• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. 

• Increase water delivery reliabi)ity. 

• Meet customer water supply needs. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system . 

The Project would help meet WSIP level-of~service goals and system performance objectives. These 
goals include providing a total ·of 10 mgd annual average of water supply from recycled water, 
groundwater, and conservation projects to meet retail demand in San Francisco. Of this amount, the WSIP 
project description indicated that approximately 4 mgd annual average would be derived from recycled 
water projects in San Francisco. This· Project would provide up to 2 mgd of recycled water; currently 
identified customers are estimated to use 1.6 mgd. This Project would also enable impk:mentation of the 
SFPUC.'s Groundwater Supply Project, approved by the SFPUC in December, 2013. The SFPUC's 
Groundwater Supply Project calls for installation of new groundwater wells .to recover 2.5 to 3.0 mgd of 
groundwater in the first phase and conversion of existing irrigation wells in Golden Gate Park to potable 
use, providing 1.0 to 1.5 mgd of groundwater in the second phase. The second phase cannot occur until 
recycled water is available for Golden Gate Park landscaping or until another landscaping water source is 
identified. Thus the Project would also help meet the WSIP goal of providing approximately .4 mgd 
ann.ual average of water supply from groundwater. 

C. Environmental Review 

1. Wafer System Improvement Program Environmental Impact Report 
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On October 30, 2008, the SFPUC approved the Water System Improvement Program (also known as the 
"Phased WSIP") with the objective of repairing, replacing, and seismically upgrading the system's aging 
pipelines, tunnels, reservoirs, pump stations, and storage tanks (SFPUC, 2008; SFPUC Resolution No. 
08-0200). The WSIP improvements span seven counties-Tuolumne, Stanislaus, San Joaquin, Alameda, 
Santa Clara, San Mateo, and San Francisco (see SFPUC Resolution No. 08:.0200). 

To address the potential environmental effects of the WSIP, the San Francisco Planning Department 
("Planning Department") prepared a Program BIR ("PEIR"), which was certifi~d by the Planning 
Commission on October 30, 2008 (Motion No. 17734). At a project-level of detail, the PEIR evaluated 
the environmental impacts of the WSIP's water supply strategy and, at a program level of detail; it 
evaluated the environmental impacts of the WSIP's facility improvement projects. The PEIR 
contemplated that additional project-level environmental review would be conducted for the facility 
improvement projects, including the San Francisco Recycled Water Project. 

2. San Francisco Recycled Water Project Environmental Impact Report 

In accordance with Sections 15063 and 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Environmental Planning 
("EP") staff of the Planning Department, as lead agency, sent a first and then a revised Notice of 
Preparation ("NOP") to interested entities and individuals to begin the formal CEQA scoping process for 
the Project on June 5, 2008,. and September 8, 2010, respectively. Following the 2010 NOP scoping 
period, the SFPUC in response to public feedback evaluated alternative possible sites, resulting in a 
revised Project proposal for which the Planning Department issued a revised NOP/Initial Study (IS) on 
July 16, 2014 with the scoping period ending onAugust 15, 2014. The NOP was distributed to interested 
parties that had received the initial NOPs, public agencies, additional interested parties and 
landowners/occupants located in the vicinity of the Project facilities; and was' posted on the Planning 
Department's website and placed in the legal classified section of the San Francisco Chronicle .. 

The Planning Department received nine comments on the scope of.the BIR either at the scoping meeting 
or in writing following the 2014 scoping meeting. The comment inventories for all three NOPs are 
included in the Scoping Report in Appendix A of the BIR along with the IS. 

EP then prepared the !)raft EIR, which described the Project and the environmental setting, identified 
potential impacts, presented mitigation measures for impacts found to be significant or potentially 
significant, and evaluated Project alternatives. The Draft BIR analyzed the impacts associated with each 
of the key components .of the Project, and identified mitigation measures applicable to reduce impacts 
found to be significant or potentially significant for each key component. It also included an analysis of 

three alternatives to the Project. In assessing construction and operational impacts of the Project, the BIR 
considered the impacts of the Project as well as the cumulative impacts associated with the proposed 
Project in combination with other past, present, and future actions that could affect the same resources. 

Each environmental issue presented in the Draft EIR was analyzed with respect to significance criteria 
that are based on EP guidance regarding the environmental effects to be considered significant. EP 
guidance is, in turn, based on CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, with some modifications. 
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The Draft EIR was circulated for public comment from March 18, 2015 through May 4, .2015. The 
Planning Commission held a public hearing at San Francisco City Hall on April 23, 2015 to hear oral 
comments and accept written comments on the Draft BIR. During the public review period, BP received 
written comments sent through the mail, fax, or email. A court reporter was present at the public hearing, 
transcribed the public hearing verbatim, and prepared a written transcript. 

BP then prepared the C&R document, which provided written responses to each comment received on the 
D:raft BIR. The C&R document was published on August 20, 2015 and included copies of all of the . 
comments received on the Draft BIR and individual responses to those comments. The C&R provided 
additional, updated information and clarification on issues raised by commenters, as well as SFPUC and 
Planning Department staff-initiated text changes to address Project updates. The Planning Commission 
reviewed and considered the Final EIR, which includes the Draft BIR and the C&R document, and all of 
the.supporting information. The Final BIR provided augmented and updated information presented in the 
Draft BIR, on the following topics: Project description, cultural resources, transportation and circulation, 
air quality, hydrology and water quality, biological resources, and Project alternatives. This augmentation 
and update of information in the Draft BIR did not constitute new information or significance that altered 
any of the conclusions of the EIR. 

In certifying the Final BIR by Motion No. 19442, the Planning Commission determined that none of the 
factors. are present that would necessitate recirculation of the Final BIR under CBQA Guidelines Section 
15088.5. The Final EIR contains no informatic;m revealing (1) any new significant environmental impact 
that would result from the Project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented, (2) any 
substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental impact, (3) any feasible 
Project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed that 
would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the Project; but that was rejected by the Project's 
proponents, or (4) that the Draft BIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in 
nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded. · 

The Commission finds that the Project is within the scope of the Project analyzed in the Final BIR and the . . . 

Final EIR fully analyzed the Project proposed for approval. No new impacts have been identified that 
were not analyzed in th~ Final BIR . 

. D. Approval Actions 

1. San Francisco Planning Commission Actions 

On August 13, 2015, the Planning Commission certified the Final BIR. 

The Planning Commission is adopting these CEQA Findings in support of making General Plan 
consistency findings, and .issuing a Coastal Development Permit. 

2. San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Actions 

The SFPUC will take the following actions and approvals to implement the Project: 
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• Adopt CEQA findings and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

• Approve the Project, as described in these findings, and authorize the General Manager or his 

designee to obtain necessary permits, consents, agreements. Approvals include entering into an 

agreement with the San Francisco Recreation and Parks Commission ("SFRPD") for 
construction in arid use of SFRPb-managed land for recycled water facilities and pipelines. 

3. San Francisco Recreation andParks Commission 

The Recreation and Parks Commission will adopt CEQA Findings and approve an agreement with 
SFPUC for construction, operation and maintenance of recycled water facility structures and pipelines on 

park lands. 

4. San Francisco Board of Supervisors Actions 

The Planning Commission's certification of the Final EIR may be appealed to the.Board of Supervisors. 

If appealed, the Board of Supervisors will detennine whether to uphold the certification or to remand the 
Final ElR to the Planning Department for further review. 

The San Francisco Board of Supervisors will adopt CEQA Findings, approve an allocation of bond 
monies to pay for implementation of the Project, and approve the recycled water facility structures in 

Golden Gate Park. 

5. Other - Federal, State, and Local Agencies 

Implementation of the Project will involve consultation with or required approvals by other local, state, 
and federal regulatory agencies, including (but not limited to) the following: 

• Other San Francisco City entities, including·· the Department of Public Works and the San 

Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 

• California Army National Guard (lease amendment) 

• California State Water Resources Control Board (loan approval; stormwater and recycled water 
discharges) 

• California Department of Transportation (encroachment permit) 

• California Coastal Commission ( coastal permit) 

• Presidio Trust (water supply agreement) 

• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and Regional Water Quality Control Board (NPDES 
permit) 
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To the extent that the identified mitigation measures require consultation or approval by these other 
agencies, this Commission urges these agencies to assist in implementing, coordinating, or approving the 
mitigation measures, as appropriate to the particular measure: 

E. Contents and Location of Records 

The record upon which all findings and determinations related to the Project are based ("Record of 
Proceedings") includes the following: 

• The Draft BIR and all documents referenced in or relied upon by the BIR. (The references in 
these findings to the EIR or Final EIR include both the Draft EIR and the Comments and 
Responses document.) The. PEIR for the Phased WSIP Variant, which is incorporated by 
reference in the SFRW Project BIR. 

• All infqrmation (including written evidence and testimony) provided by City staff to the SFPUC 
and Planning Commission relating to the EIR, the Project, and the alternatives set. forth in the 
EIR. 

• All information (including written evidence and testimony) presented to the SFPUC and the 
Planning Commission by the environmental consultant and sub-consultants who prepared the EIR 
or that was incorporated into reports presented to the Commission. 

• All information presented at any public hearing or workshop related to the Project and the EIR. 

• The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

• All other documents available to the Commission and the public, comprising the administrative 
record pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 2l 167.6(e). 

The Commission has relied on all of the information listed above in reaching its decision on the Project, 
even if not every document was · formally presented to the Commission. · Without exception, these· 
documents fall into one of two categories. Many documents reflect prior planning or legislative decisions 
that the Commission was aware of in approving the Project. Other documents influenced the expert 
advice provided to · Planning Department staff or consultants, who then provided advice to the 
Commission. For these reasons, such documents form part of the underlying factual basis for the 

· Commission's decisions relating to the adoption of the Project. 

. The public hearing transcript, a copy of _all letters regarding the Draft EIR received d~ring the public 
review period, the administrative record, and background documentation for the Final EIR are available at 
the San Francisco Planning Department, 1(550 Mission Street, San Francisco. Jonas P. Ionin, 
Commission Secretary, is the Custodian of Records for the Planning Department Materials concerning 
approval of the Project and adoption of these findings are contained in SFPUC files, SFPUC Project No. 
CUW30I02 in the Bureau of Environmental Management, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, Califom.ia 94102. The Custodian of Records is Scott 
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MacPherson. All files have been available to the Commission and the public for review in considering 
these findings and whether to approve the Project. 

F. Findings about Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

The following Sections II, ill, and IV set forth the Commission's findings about the Final EIR.'s 
determinations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures proposed to 
. address them. These findings provide the written analysis and conclusions of the Commission regarding 
the environmental impacts of the Project and the mitigation measures included as part of the Final EIR. 

, and adopted by the Commission as part of the Project. To avoid dupli~ation and redundancy, and because 
the Commission agrees with, and hereby adopts, the conclusions in the Final EIR, these findings will not 
repeat the analysis and conclusions in the Final EIR but instead incorporate them by reference and rely 
upon them as substantial evidence supporting these findings. 

In making these findings, the Commission has considered the opinion·s of Commission staff and experts, 
other agencies, and members of the public. The Commission finds that (i) the determination of 
significance thresholds is a judgment decision . within .the discretion of the City and County of San 

. Francisco; (ii) the significance thresholds used in the EIR are supported by substantial evidence in the 
record, including the expert opinion of the EIR preparers and City staff; and (iii) the significance 
thresholds used in the EIR provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing the significance of the 
adverse environmental effects of the Project. Thus, although, as a legal matter, the Commission is not 
bound by the significance determinations in the EIR (see Public Resources Code, Section 21082.2, 
subdivision (e)), the Commission finds them persuasive and hereby adopts them as its own. 

These findings do not attempt to describe the full analysis of each environmental impact contained in the 
Final EIR. Instead, a full explanation of these environmental findings and conclusions can be found in the 
Final EIR, and these findings hereby incorporate by reference the discussion and analysis in the Final EIR 
supporting the determination regarding the project impact and mitigation measures designed to address 
those impacts. In making these findings, the Commission ratifies, adopts and incorporates in these 
findings the determinations and conclusions of the Final EIR relating to environmental impacts and 
mitigation measures, except to the extent any such determinations and conclusions are specifically and 
expressly modified by these findings. 

As set forth below, the Commission adopts and incorporates all of the mitigation measures set forth in the 
Final EIR and the attached MMRP to substantially lessen or avoid the potentially significant and 
significant impacts of the Project. The Commission intends to adopt each of the mitigation measures 
proposed in the Final EIR. Accordingly, in the event a mitigation measure recommended in the Final EIR 
has inadvertently been omitted in these findings or the MMRP, such mitigation measure is hereby 
adopted and incorporated in the findings below by reference. In addition, in the event the language 
describing a mitigation measure set forth in these findings or the MMRP fails to accurately reflect the 
mitigation measures· in the Final EIR due to a clerical error, the language of the policies and 
implementation measures as set forth in the Final EIR shall control. The impact numbers and mitigation 
measure numbers used in these findings reflect the information contained in the Final EIR. 
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• 

• 

Impact AE-2: The Project would not result in a substantial source of light or glare. · 

Impact C-AE: The Project would not have a cumulative impact on aesthetics . 

Population and Housing 

• Impact PH-1: The Project would not induce substantial population growth, either directly or 
indirectly. 

• · Impact C-PH: The Project would not have a project-specific impact on population and 
housing and, therefore, would not directly result in a significant cumulative impact on· 
population and housing. 

Cultural Resources 

• Impact CP-1: The Project .would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource as defined iff CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, including those 
resources listed in Article 10 or Article 11 of the San Francisco Planning Code. 

Transport1.1tion and Circulation 

• Impact TR-1: The Project would not result in conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program. 

• Impact TR-2: Closure of travel lanes during Project construction would temporarily reduce 
roadway capacity · and increase traffic delays on area roadways, causing temporary and 
intemiittent conflicts with all modes of travel, but the effects would be of short duration and 
limited in magnitude. 

• Impact TR-3: Project construction would cause temporary increases in traffic volumes on area 
roadways, but would not cause substantial conflicts with the performance of the circulation 
system. 

• Impact TR-4: Project construction within roadways· would not substantially limit access to 
adjacent roadways and land uses. 

• Impact TR-5: Project construction would not substantially impair access to alternative 
transportation facilities (public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities), although it could · 
temporarily deteriorate the performance of such facilities. 

• Impact TR-6: . Project operation and maintenance activities would cause some increases in 
.traffic volumes on area roadways, but would not substantially alter transportation conditions 
and would not cause conflicts with alternative travel modes, including vehicles, emergency 
vehicles, transit, pedestrians, and bicycle traffic. 
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In Sections II, III and IV below, the same findings are made for a category of environmental impacts and 
mitigation measures. Rather than repeat the identical finding dozens of times to address each and every 
significant effect and mitigation measure, the initial finding obviates the need for such repetition because 
in no instance is the Commission rejecting the conclusions of the Final BIR or the mitigation measures 
recommended in the Final EIR for the Project. 

II. LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMP ACTS THAT DO NOT REQUIRE MITIGATION 

Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant (Public 
Resources Code, Section 21002; CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15126.4, subdivision (a)(3), 15091). Based 
on the evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, the· Commission finds that the implementation of 
the Project either does not apply or wi.11 result in no impacts in the following areas: (1) Population and 
Housing: displace existing housing units or people or require new housing; (2) Transportation and 
Circulation: change air traffic patterns; (3) Noise: expose people to airplane noise or be substantially 
affected by existing noise levels; (4) Air Quality: create objectionable odors; (5) Recreation: create a need 
for new facilities; (6) Utilities and Service Systems: conflict with solid waste regulations; (7) Public 
Services: create a need for new or altered facilities; (8) Biological Resources: conflict with local policies 
protecting biological resources, such as trees, or a habitat conservation plan or other similar plan; (9) 
Geology and Soils: change existing topography or unique geologic features of the site; (10) Hydrology 
and Water Quality: expose housing to flooding hazard, impede or redirect flood flows, or expose people 
or structures to harm from flooding, seiche, tsunami or mudflow; (11) Hazardous Materials: create a 
safety hazard from aircraft or fires; ( 12) Mineral and· Energy Reso:urces: result in loss of mineral resource 
or availability of a resource recovery site; and (13) Agricultural Resources: all issues. These subjects are 
not further discussed in these findings,. 

The Commission further finds that implementation of the Project will nofresult in any significant impacts 
in the following areas and that these impact areas therefore do not require mitigation: 

Land Use 

•· Impact LU-1: The Project would not physically divide an established community. 

• Impact LU-2: The Project would not conflict with any applicable land use plans, policies, or 
regulations of any agency with jurisdiction over the Project adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. 

• Impact LU-3: The Project would not impact the existing character of the vicinity. 

• Impact C-LU: The Project would not have a cumulative impact on land use. 

Aesthetics 

• Impact AE-1: The Project would not have an adverse effect on a scenic vista, scenic 
resource, or the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. 
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• Impact C-TR: The Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
future projects, would not substantially contribute to cumulative traffic increases-on local and 
regional roads. 

Noi.Se and Vibration 

• · Impact N0-1: The Project would not result in substantial groundbome vibration or 
groundbome noise levels. 

• Impact N0-2: Project operations would. not result in the exposure of persons to, or 
generation of, noise levels in excess of standards or a substantial increase in ambient noise 
levels in the Project vicinity. 

• 

• 

Impact N0-3: Construction of the Project would not result in a substantial temporary 
increase in ambient noise levels at the closest residential receptors, and would not expose 
persons to substantial noise levels in excess of standards established in the Noise Ordinance 
(Article 29 of the Police Code). 

lmpactC-NO: The Project would not have significant cumulative noise impacts . 

Air Quality 

• Impact AQ-1: The Project would not create objectionable odors that would affect a 
substantial number of people. 

• Impact AQ-3: The Project's construction activities would generate TACs, including DPM, 
but would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. 

• Impact C-AQ: The Project could result in cumulative air quality impacts associated with 
criteria pollutant and precursor emissions and health risks, but the Project's contribution 
would not be cumulatively considerable. 

· Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

• Impact C-GG-1: The Project would. generate greenhouse gas em1ss10ns during Project 
construction and operation, but not a~ levels that would result in a significant impact on the 
environment or conflict with any policy, plan, or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions. . 

Wind and Shadow 

• Impact WS-1: The Project would not alter wind in a manner that substantially affects public 
areas. 

• Impact WS-2: The Project. would not create new shadow in a manner that could substantially · 
affect outdoor recreation facilities or other public areas. 
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• Impact C-WS: The Project would not have significant cumulative wind and shadow impacts. 

Recreation 

• Impact RE-1: The Project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional 
parks· or other recreational facilities such that ~ubstantial physical deterioration of the 
facilities. 

• . Impact C-RE: The Project would not have a significant cumulative impact on recreation. 

Utilities and Service Systems 

• Impact UT-1: The Project would not result in construction or expansion of water or 
wastewater treatment facilities, exceed wastewater treatment requirements, or . stormwater 
drainage facilities, exceed wastewater requirements, or result in a determination by the 

· wastewater treatment provider that there is insufficient capacity to serve the Project. 

• Impact UT-2: The Project would have sufficient water supply available, and would not 
require new or expanded water supply resources or entitlements: 

• Impact UT-3: The Project would be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 
accommodate the Project's solid waste disposal needs. 

• Impact UT-4: The Project would comply with all applicable statutes and regulations related 
to solid waste. 

• I_mpact UT-5: The Project's construction would not result in a substantial adverse effect 
related to disruption, relocation, or accidental damage to existing utilities. · 

. • Impact C-UT: The Project would not have a significant cumulative impact on utilities and 
service syst~ms. 

Biological Resources 

• Impact BI-2: The Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community identified. in local or regional plans, poiicies, and 
regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS. 

• Impact BI-3: The Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

• Impact BI-4: The Project would not interfere substantially with the movement of any native 
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species, or wjth established nativ~ resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. 

Geology and Soils 
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• Impact GE-1: The Project would not expose people or structures to substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, seismic groundshaking, or seismically induced ground failure. 

• Impact GE-2: The Project would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. 

• Impact GE-3: The Project is not located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 
could become unstable as a result of the Project. 

• Impact C-GE: The Project would not have a significant cumulative impact related to 
geologic hazards. 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• 

• 

Impact HY-1: Project construction would not violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements or otherwise degrade water quality. 

Impact HY-2: Project operation would not contribute runoff water that would exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems, provide substantial an additional 
sources of polluted runoff, or, with the exception of potentially violating water .quality 
standards, otherwise substantially degrade water quality. 

• Impact HY-3: The Project would not 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. 

• Impact HY-4: The Project would not alter the existing drainage pattern of the area in a manner 
that would result in substantial erosion, siltation, or flooding on or off the site. 

• Impact C-HY-1: The Project would not have a significant cumulative hydrology and water 
quality impact. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Impact HZ-1: Project construction would not result in a. significant hazard to the public or 
the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. 

• Impact HZ-2: The Project would be constructed on a site identified on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 but excavation 
activities would not expose workers and the public to adverse effects from release of 
hazardous materials. 

• Impact HZ-3: Reconfiguration of the chemical building interior would not expose workers 
and the public to hazardous building materials including asbestos-containing materials, lead-
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based paint, PCBs, bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate (DEHP), and mercury, or result in a release of 
these materials into the environment during construction. . . 

• Impact HZ-4: The Project would not result in adverse effects related to hazardous emissions 
or handling of acutely hazardous materials within Yi mile of an existing school. 

• Impact HZ-5: The Project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with. 
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. 

• Impact C-HZ-1: The Project would not have a significant cumulative impact related to 
hazardous materials. 

Mineral and Energy Resources 

• Im pact ME-1: The Project would not encourage activities· that result in the use of large 
amounts of fuel, water, or energy, or use of these resources in a wasteful manner. 

• Impact C-ME: The Project would not have significant cumulative mineral and energy 
impacts. 

ID. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT OR SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CAN. BE 
AVOIDED OR REDUCED TO A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL THROUGH 
MITIGATION AND THE DISPOSITION OF THE MITIGATION MEASURES 

CEQA requires agencies to adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a project's 
identified significant. impacts or potentialiy. significant impacts if such measures are feasible (unless 
mitigation to such levels is achieved through adoption of a project alternative). The findings in this 
Section III and in Section IV concern mitigation measures set forth in the BIR. These findings discuss 
mitigation measures as proposed in the EIR and recommended for adoption by the SFPUC, which can be 
implemented by the SFPUC as set forth in Exhibit A in the MMRP. The mitigation measures proposed 
for adoption in this section and referenced following each Project impact discussed in this Section III, are 
the same as the mitigation measures identified in the Final BIR for the Project. The full text of each 
mitigation measure listed in this section is contained in the Final EIR and· in Exhibit A, the MMRP. The 
Commission finds that for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR and elsewhere in the record, the impacts 
identified in this section would be reduced.to a less-than-significant level through impl~mentation of the 
mitigation measures identified in this section. The Commission hereby adopts these mitigation measures 

and urges the SFPUC to adopt the mitigation measures. 

Project Impacts 

· Cultural Resources 

Impact CP-2: The proposed project could cause a substantial adverse change· in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5. (Less than Significant 
with Mitigation) · 
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Based on the results of the background research, geoarchaeological assessment, and survey results, there is 

generally, throughout the CEQA Area of Potential .Effect, a low potential for uncovering archaeological 
resources during Project construction. However, it is possible that previously unrecorded and buried·(or 

otherwise obscured) archaeological deposits could be discovered during Project construction. Excavation, 
grading, and the movement of heavy construction vehicles and equipment could expose and cause impacts 

· on unknown archaeological resources, which would be a significant impact. The impact would be reduced 
to a less-than-significant level through mitigation measure M-CP-2, wh{ch requires avoidance measures or 

appropriate treatment of cultural resources if accidentally discovered. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CP-2, Accidental Discovery of Archaeological Resources 

Impact CP-3: The Project could directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleon~ological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature. (Less than Significant with Mitigation) 

Ground-disturbing activities associated with the construction of the recycled water treatment plant would 

extend about 23 feet into the Colma Formation, a geologic unit with a high paleontological sensitivity. 
Vertebrate fossils, including parts of mammoths and bison, have been found in the,Colma Formation in San 

Francisco. Given the sensitivity of the Colma Formation and the depth of excavation, the Project could · 

adversely impact paleontological resources at the water treatment plant site, a significant impact. ~he 
impact would be reduced to a. less-than~significant level through mitigation measure M-CP-3, which 

· requires the contractor to stop all ground disturbance within 50 feet if a paleontological resource is 

encountered and to implement actions to investigate the discovery and recover fossil remains by a qualified 
professional before ground-disturbing· activities can resume. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CP-3, Accidental Discovery of Paleontological Resources 

Impact CP-4: The proposed Project could accidentally disturb human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal cemeteries. (Less than Significant with·Mitigation) 

. . 

Based on the background research, geological assessment, and survey results, there is a low potential for 

Project construction to uncover human remains, except for the Project area adjacent to the Golden Gate 
Cemetery (see Impact CP-5). Although no known human burials have been identified within the Project 

site, the possibility of encountering human remains cannot be entirely discounted. Earthmoving activities 

associated with Project construction could result in direct impacts on previously undiscovered human 

remains. Therefore, the disturbance to human remains could be a significant impact. The impact would be 
reduced to a less-than-significant level through mitigation measure M-CP-4, which requires avoidance 

measures or the appropriate treatment of human remains if accidentally discovered. · 

• Mitigation Measure M-CP-4, Accidental Discovery of Human Remains 

Impact CP-5: Construction of the Project along Clement Street from 36th Avenue to 39th · 
Avenue on the south side of Lincoln Park could disturb.human remains associated with the 

. historic·period Golden Gate Cemetery. (Less than Significant with Mitigation) 
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The Project borders the boundary of Lincoln Park, the location of the historic-period Golden Gate Cemetery 
where· 19th century inhabitants of San Francisco were buried. Past projects in the area have uncovered 

human remains, which have provided a wealth of information about the overall health of these former 
inhabitants. While there is a slight potential for the Project to uncover human remains, the disturbance of 

remains would be a significant impact. The impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant .level with 

the implementation of mitigation measure M-CP-5, which requires the development of a monitoring 

program to monitor for the presence of human remains in the historic-period during construction and to 

take specific steps to comply with legal requirements and to take mitigation actions to recover historically 

important data. 

• Mitigation Measure M~CP-5, Archeological Monitoring Program 

Air Quality 

Impact AQ-2: The Project's construction activities would generate fugitive dust and criteria 
air pollutants, and could violate an air quality standard or contribute substantially to an 
existi~g or projected air quality violation. (Less t;han Significant with Mitigation) 

When the construction schedules of components of the Project overlap, NOx emissions could exceed the 
BAAQMD's 54 pounds/day significance criterion, a significant impact. Mitigation measure M-AQ-2 

would reduce the Project's combined construction-related criteria pollutant emissions below the 

significance criteria by using construction equipment with Tier 3 engines or better, reducing the-impact to 

less than significant. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2, Construction Emissions Minimization 

· Biological .Resources 

Impact BI-1: The Project would potentially have a substantial adverse effect, either directly 
or through habitat modifications, on species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special­
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS. 
(Less than Significant with Mitigation) 

The overall potential of the Project area to support speciai-status fish or plant species is considered low 
because the Project area lacks suitabl.e habitat. Several special-status animals might use habitat in certain 
parts of the Project area or vicinity for roosting, foraging, or breeding purposes, including California red­

legged frog, western pond turtle, Yuma myotis, western red bat, and hoary bat. In addition, there are a 

number of native resident and migratory bird species protected under federal and_ State legislation with the 

potential to use trees, shrubs, and other habitats as well as buildings within the Project area for nesting 
and foraging. 

Existing trees at the Oceanside WPCP facility and the California Army National Guard property, and in the 

vicinity of the Central Pump Station, could support native nesting birds. Removal and/or relocation of trees 

with active nests and construction noise and activity adjacent to such trees during bird nesting season could 

result in nest abandonment, destruction, injury or mortality of nestlings and disruption of reproductive · 
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behavior during the breeding season, including mortality of individual birds, such as red-shouldered hawk, 
red-tailed hawk, Cooper's hawk, or American kestrel, a significant impact. Implementation of mitigation 
measure M-Bl-la would reduce potential impacts on special-status birds to a less-than-significant level by 
requiring surveys of the Project site to identify nests and protection of nesting birds. 

Vegetation clearing (including tree removal) at the Oceanside WPCP and the Central Pump Station could 
result in direct mortality of special-status bats.· Direct mortality of special-status bats would be a 
significant impact. Mitigation measure BI-lb would require surveys of the Project site within two weeks 
of tree removal. With implementation of M-BI-1 b, the impact on roosting bats would be reduced to less 
than significant. 

Due to the proximity of aquatic habitats to the Lake Merced, North Lake, and Central Pump Station well 
facility sites, westym pond turtle and California red-legged frog could utilize upland habitat where the 
Project construction activities will occur. If California red-legged frog or western pond turtle are present, 
they could be injured or killed, a significant impact. Mitigation measure M-BI-lc would mitigate the. 
effect by requiring pre-construction surveys within 14 days of the construction activity. With 
implementation of mitigation measure M-Bl-lc, the impact would be less than significant. 

• Mitigation Measure M-81-1 a, Nesting Bird Protection Measures 
• Mitigation Measure M-BI-1b, Avoit!ance and Minimization Measures for Special-Status Bats 
• Mitigation Measure M-BI-lc, Avoidance and Minimization Measures for California Red-Legged 

Frog and Western Pond Turtle 

Cumulative Impacts 

Cultural Resources 

Impact C-CP: The Project could result in cumulatively considerable impacts related to · 
historical, archaeological, paleontological resources or human remains. (Less than Significant 
with Mitigation) 

Cumulative projects in the Project vicinity could adversely affect the same cultural resources affected by the 
Project and the Project could make a considerable contribution _to a cumulative cµltural resource impact, a 
significant impact. The Project's impacts, however; are site specific and implementation of site-specific 
mitigation measures M-CP-2, M-CP-3, M-CP-4 and M-CP-5 would reduce Project impacts such that the 
Project's contribution to this cumulative impact would be less than significant. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CP-2, Accidental Discovery of Archaeological Resources 
• Mitigation Measure M-CP-3, Accidental Discovery of Paleontologicai Resources 
• Mitigation Measure M-CP-4, Accidental Discovery of Human Remain 
• Mitigation Measure M-CP-5, Archeological Monitoring Program 
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Impact C-Bl-1: The Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
future projects in the vicinity, could result in significant cumulative impacts on biological 
resources. (Less than Significant with Mitigation) 

Construction of the Project has the potential to advers.ely affect special.:status species, if present, including 

California red-legged frog, western pond turtle, special-status bats, and native nesting birds. It is assumed 
that the cumulative projects including the past cumulative projects have already caused substantial 

adverse cumulative changes to bi9logical resources in San Francisco; the Project area was converted from 

its original sand dune habitat to current uses. Current and reasonably foreseeabl~ projects could have 
construction-related impacts if construction occurs at the same time as the Project. These projects include 

the Vista Grande Drainage Basin Improvement Plan, the Parkmerced Project, and the San Francisco 

Groundwater Supply Project. The Project's contribution to cumulative impacts on biological resources 
would be ·cumulatively considerable, a significant impact. However, with the implementation of Project­

level mitigation measures to reduce impacts to these spede·s, the Project's incremental contribution to 
potential cumulative impacts on biological resources would not be cumulatively considerable (less than 
significant). 

• Mitigation Measure M-B1-1a, Nesting Bird Protection Measures 
• Mitigation Measure M-BI-1b, Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Special-Status Bats 
•·· Mitigation Measure M-BI-1c, Avoidance and Minimization Measures for California Red-Legged 

frog and Western Pond Turtle · 

IV. SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED OR REDUCED TO A LESS­
THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL 

WSIP Impact 

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record of these proceedings, the Commission finds that, where 

feasible, changes or alterations have been required or incorporated into the SFRW Project to reduce the 

significant environmental impacts as identified in the Final EIR for the Project. All Project-specific 
impacts. will be reduced to a less-than-significant level with the implementation of the mitigation 

measures proposed in the Final BIR and set forth in the MMRP, attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

The Commission further finds, however, that the Project is a component of the WSIP and, therefore, will 
contribute to the significant and unavoidable impact caused by the WSIP water supply decision. For the 
WSIP impact listed below, the effect remains significant and unavoidable. The Commission detennines 

that the following significant impact on the environment, as reflected in the Final PEIR, is unavoidable, 
but under Public Resources Code Section 2108l(a) (3) and (b), and CEQA Guidelines Sections 1509l(a) 

(3), 15092(b) (2) {B), and 1-5093, the Commission detennines that the impact is acceptable due to the · 
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overriding considerations described in Section VI below. This finding- is supported by substantial 
evidence in the record of this proceeding. 

The·wsIP PEIR and the SFPUC's Resolution No. 08-0200 related to the WSIP water supply decision 
identified three significant and unavoidable impacts of the WSIP: Impact 5.4.1-2- Stream Flow: Effects 
on flow along Alameda Creek below the Alameda Creek Division Dam; Impact 5.5.5-~-Fisheries: Effects 
on fishery resources in Crystal Springs reservoir (Upper and Lower); and Impact 7-1-Indirect growth 
inducing impacts in the SFPUC service area. Mitigation measures that were proposed in the PEIR were 
adopted by this Commission for these impacts; however, the mitigation measures could not red.uce all the 
impacts to a less than significant level, and these impacts were determined to be significant and 
unavoidable. The SFPUC has already adopted the mitigation measures proposed in the PEIR. to reduce 
these impacts when it approved the WSIP in its Resolution No. 08-0200. The SFPUC also adopted a 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program as part of that approval. The findings regarding the three 
impacts and mitigation measures for these impacts set forth in Resolution No. 08-0200 are incorporated 
into these findings by this reference, as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. 

Subsequent to the certification of the PEIR, the Planning Department has conducted more detailed, site­
specific review of two of the significant and unavoidable water supply impacts identified iri the PEIR.. In 
the case of Impact 5.5.5.-1, the Project-level fisheries analysis in the Lower Crystal Springs Dam 
Improvement Project Final .BIR modifies the PEIR impact determination based on more d~tailed site­
specific data and analysis and determined that impacts on fishery resources due to inundation effects 
would be less than significant. Project-level conclusions supersede any contrary impact conclusions in the 
PEIR. The SFPUC adopted CEQA Findings with respect to the approval of the Lower Crystal Springs 
Dam Improvem.ent Project in Resolution No. 10-0175. The CEQA Findings in Resolution No. 10-0175 
related to the impacts on fishery resources due to inundation effects are incorporated into these findings 
by this reference, as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. 

In the case of Impact 5.4.1-2, the project level analysis in the Calaveras Dam Replacement project Final 
BIR modifies the PEIR. determination and concludes that the impact related to stream flow along Alameda 
Creek between the diversion dam and the ~onfluence with Calaveras Creek (PEIR Impact 5.4.1-2) will be 
less than significant based on more detailed, site-specific modeling and data. Project-level conclusions 
supersede any contrary impact conclusions in the PEIR. The SFPUC adopted CEQA Findings with 
respect to the approval of the Calaveras Dam Improvement Project ,in Resolution No. 11-0015. The 
CEQA Findings in Resolution No. 11-0015 related to the impacts on fishery resources due to inundation 
effects are incorporated into these findings by this reference, as though fully set forth in these CEQA 
Findings. 

The remaining significant and unavoidable water supply impact listed in Resolution No. 08-0200 is as 
follows, relating to Impact 7-1: 

Potentially· Significant and Unavoidable WSIP Water Supply and System Operation 
Impact 

• Growth: Indirect growth-inducement impacts in the SFPUC service area. 
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V. EVALUATION 0~ PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 

This section describes the Project as well as alternatives and the reasons for approving the Project and for 
rejecting the alternatives as infeasible. CEQA mandates that an BIR evaluate a reasonable range of 
alternatives to the Project or the Project location that generally reduce or avoid potentially significant 
impacts of the Project. CEQA requires that every EIR also evaluate a ''No Project" alternative. 
Alternatives provide a basis of comparison to the Project in terms of their significant impacts and their 
ability to meet Project objectives. This comparative analysis is used to consider reasonable, potentially 
feasible options for minimizing environmental consequences of the Project. 

A. Reasons for Approval of the Project 

The overall goals of the WSIP for the regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water and a gravity-driven system. 

• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes - deliver basic service to the three regions in.the service area 
within 24 hours and: restore facilities to meet average~day demand within 30 days after a major 
earthquake. 

• Increase delivery reliability - allow planned maintenance shutdown without customer service 
interruption and minimize risk of service interruption from unplanned outages. 

• Meet customer water supply needs through 2018-,- meet average annual water purchase requests 
during non-drought years and meet dry-year delivery needs while limiting rationing to a maximum 
20 percent systemwide; diversify water supply options during non-drought.and drought years and 
improve use of new water resources, including . the use of groundwater, recycled water, 
conservation and transfers. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system. 

The Project would help meet WSIP level-of-service goals and system performance objectives. Specific 
objectives of the Project are to: · 

• Diversify the SFPUC's water supplies by developing recycled water. 

• Develop a new water supply in San Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant. 

.• Reduce the use of potable water and groundwater for irrigation and other nonpotable uses by 
supplying those demands with recycled water. 
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not be converted to potable groundwater well facilities unless and until another source. of water for 

irrigation and lake fill can be found. 

The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the project objectives, which are to diversify the 

SFPUC's water supplies by developing recycled water, develop a new water supply in San Francisco that 

is' both reliable and drought resistant, and reduce the use of potable water and groundwater for irrigation 
and other nonpotable uses by supplying those demands with recycled water. Also, it would fail to meet 
the WSIP goals and objectives that rely directly on the contribution· of the Project to fulfill systemwide 

level of service objectiyes. If the Project is not constructed, the SFPUC's water supply portfolio would 
not include up to _2 mgd of recycled water. It would also prevent the SFPUC from implementing the 

second phase of SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project, which would produce 1.0 to 1.5 mgd of 
groundwater. This phase of the project cannot be implemented until another source of water besides 
groundwater is provided to Golden Gate Park for irrigation and lake refill. The SFPUC would be limited · 

in its ability to meet its adopted WSIP seismic delivery and water supply reliability goals1 particularly in 
the San Francisco region, because ofreduced water supply in San Francisco . 

. Under the No Project Alternative, current conditions would continue and all construction-related impacts 

would be avoided. Consequently, there would be no potential to encounter previously unrecorded and . 

buried archaeological deposits, archeological resources, human remains, or legally-significant prehistoric 
depositions within the Colma Formation at the Oceanside WPCP. No construction activities means that 
J:'4gitive dust and criteria pollutant emissions would .not occur and there would be no construction-related 

effects or disturbance to special-status species, including the California red-legged frog, western pond 

turtle, nesting birds and roosting bats. While the No Project Alternative would avoid or reduce impacts 
that would occur compared to those of the Project, the Project impacts would be fully mitigated through 
the adoption of identified mitigation measures. The only· unmitigated impact that would occur with the 

· Project is the Project's contribution to the WSIP impact of indirect impacts rel~ted to _growth. To the 
extent that the 2 mgd of water supply from the Project contributes to growth, the Project's contribution to 
the indirect impacts associated with growth would not occur with the No Project Alternative. 

The Commission rejects the No Project Alternative as infeasible because it would not meet any of the 

· project objectives, and because_ it would jeopardize the SFPUC's ability to meet the adopted WSIP goals 
and objectives as set forth in SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200. 

Alternative B: Project Design Alternative, would locate the recycled water treatment plant at the San 

Francisco Zoo overflow parking lot, a 2.3 acre site north of the Oceanside WPCP and east of the Great 

Highway. Under the Project as proposed, the site would be used for construction staging. Storage and 
pumping facilities that under the Project would be located at the Central Reservoir site in Golden Gate 

Park would instead be located with the recycled water treatment plant at the San Franc_isco Zoo overflow 

parking lot. Under this Alternative, distribution pipelines would avoid Route 35/Skyline Boulevard ~d 

streets adjacent to Sunset Boulevard and instead, distribution pipelines would run from the San Francisco 
Zoo overflow parking lot north to Wawona Street, then east to 34th Street, and north up 34th Street into 
Golden Gate Park. Construction activities would be sequenced and staggered, reducing the amount of· 

concurrent construction and extending the overall Project construction duration. Staging would not occur 
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The WSIP aims to provide a total of 10 mgd annual average of water supply from recycled water, 
groundwater, and conservation projects to meet retail demand in San Francisco. Of this amount, the WSIP 
project description indicated that approximately 4 mgd annual average would be derived from recycled 
water projects in San Francisco. This Project would provide up to 2 mgd of recycled water; currently 
identified customers are estimated to use 1.6 mgd. Also, this Project would enable implementation of the 
SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project, approved by the SFPUC in December, 2013. The SFPUC's 
Groundwater Supply Project calls for installation of new groundwater wells to recover 2.5 to 3 .0 mgd of 
groundwater in the first phase .and conversion of existing irrigation wells in Golden Gate Park to potable 
use, providing LO to 1.5 mgd of groundwater in the second phase. The second phase cannot occur until 
recycled water is available for Golden Gate Park landscaping or until another landscaping water source is 
identified. Thus the Project would also help meet the WSIP goal of providing approximately 4 mgd 
annual average of water' supply from gro'undwater. 

This increase in water supply would improve the SFPUC' s ability to deliver water to its customers in San 
Francisco during both drought and non-drought periods. The Project will help the SFPUC to diversify its 
water supply portfolio, which largely consists of imported surface water. It would add up to 2 mgd from 
recycled water to the SFPUC water supply,.and enable implementation of the second phase the SFPUC's 
Groundwater Supply Project, whkh would provide 1.0 to 1.5 mgd of groundwater to the SFPUC's 
potable water supply. The proposed Project is a fundamental component of the SFPUC's WSIP and is 
needed to fully meet WSIP goals and objectives, in particular those for seismic reliability, delivery 
reliability, and water supply reliability. 

B. Alternatives Rejected and Reasons for Rejection 

The Commission rejects the alternatives . set forth in the Final EIR and listed below because the 
Commission finds that there is substantial evidence, including evidence of economic, legal, social, 
technological; and other considerations described in this section in addition to those described in Section 
VI below under CEQA Guidelines 1509l(a)(3), that make such Alternatives infeasible. In making these 
infeasibility determinations, the Commission is aware that CEQA defines "feasibility" to mean "capable 
of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account 
economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors." The Commission is also aware that 
under CEQA case law the concept of "feasibility" encompasses (i) the question of whether a particular 
alternative promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project, and (ii) the question of whether an 
alternative is "desirable" from a policy standpoint to the·extent that desirability is based on a reasonable 
balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors. 

Under the No Project Alternative, the SFRW Project would not be constructed or operated. The proposed 
recycled water treatment, storage, and distribution facilities would not be constructed and 1.6 mgd of 
recycled water would not be produced or delivered to customers to offset potable demand. Existing 
irrigation demand at Golden Gate Park, Lincoln Park, and the Presidio, as well as lake refill would 
conti~ue to be met with existing potable sources and groundwater. The two existing irrigation wells in 
Golden Gate Park that are part of the second phase of the SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project would 
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at Harding Road and Herbst Road. Other aspects of the Project would remain unchanged and the Project 
would be able to produce the same 5 ingd peak flow amount, or 2 mgd annual average amount of recycled 
water. 

This Alternative reduces impacts on cultural resources in several ways. As a result of decreasing the area . 
of construction activities slightly by consolidating the treatment and storage facilities to one area at the 
San Francisco Zoo overflow parking lot instead of at the Oceanside WPCP and Central Reservoir· sites, 
the impacts on unknown archaeological resources and human remains would be reduced. This Alternative 
would eliminate the potential impacts to paleontological resources because it would avoid construction in 
the Colma Formation below the Oceanside WPCP site. As a result of reducing impacts on cultural 
resources, the Alternative would make less of a contribution to cumulative impacts on cultural resources. 

The daily impact ori air quality would be less under Alternative B than the Project. By construction 
sequencing and staggering construction activities, Alternative B would reduce the amount of fugitive dust 
and criteria pollutants emitted at one time, thereby reducing the potential to exceed regulatory thresholds 
based on emissions per day. However, the total amount of construction would not be reduced and the total 
amount of air pollution would be the same as for the Project. 

· Alternative B would reduce impacts on biological resources. Fewer impacts could occur to nesting birds 
because trees would not need to be removed between the Oceanside WPCP and the California National 
Guard property. Also, vegetation clearing at the Central · Reservoir site would be avoided as would 
disturbance of trees on Route 3 5/Skyline Boulevard and Sunset A venue. Pipeline construction that would 
instead occur on Wawona Street and 34th Avenue would disturb few trees. Alternative B also would 
reduce impacts on roosting bats by reducing construction near trees in the vicinity of the Oceanside 
WPCP, Lake Merced, and the Central Pump Station site where bats are thought most likely to roost. 
Finally, the elimination of construction near Lake Merced, along Route 35/Sk:yline Boulevard, and near 
Harding and Herbst Roads, and elimination of most construction around the Central Reservoir site, would 
reduce impacts on the Western Pond turtle and California red-legged frog, which may be found in upland 
habitat in these areas. The only remaining areas where these species may be found, at Metson and Lloyd 
Lakes in Golden Gate Park would have minimal construction nearby, limited to installation of pipeline 
distribution lines. As a result of reduced impacts on biological resources under Alternative B, the 
contribution to cumulative impacts to biological resources also would be reduced as compared to the 
Project. 

This Alternative also would increase certain impacts as compared to the Project and result in different 

impacts than .the Project in the areas of noise, traffic, and energy us~. Alternative B would increase 
construction and operational noise levels · in the vicinity of the San Francisco Zoo by moving the 
construction activities and facilities approximately 900 feet closer to Zoo facilities as compared to the 
Project. Increased noise could negatively impact Zoo animals. Operational noise impacts might be 
reduced through noise reduction berms. 

Shifting the location of construction of the recycled water treatment plant could increase truck traffic 
along the Great Highway and potentially require lane detours. Also, relocating distribution pipelines from 
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Route 35/Skyline Boulevard and Sunset Avenue to Wawona Street and 34th Avenue would cause an 
increase in traffic on narrower roadways, possibly increasing traffic impacts: 

Finally, locating the recycled water storage reservoir at the Zoo parking lot instead of at the Central 
Reservoir site would require additional energy to pump recycled water over longer distances and 
elevations to customers north of the Central Reservoir site. Under the Project, four 100 horsepower 
pumps ( one standby) would be installed at the Central Reservoir site in a new· pump station to pump 
recycled water from the Central Reservoir to users in Golden Gate.Park and north. There also would be 
three pumps with motors of up to 200 horsepower to pump recycled water from the treatment facility to 
the Central Reservoir site. Under Alternative B, a new pump station would be installed instead at the Zoo 
parking lot site, with three or more up to 400 horsepower pumps installed to pump recycled water to all· 
the planned distribution points. By comparison, Alternative B would require more energy to distribute the 
recycled water to the same planned distributi_on points. 

The Project Design Alternative would meet all of the Project objectives and WSIP goals and objectives, 
although completion of the Project would be delayed due to a longer construction schedule. It is also 
possible that future treatment plant operations would be restricted because of proximity to the Zoo 
facilities and concern by the Zoo of disruption to Zoo activities and disturbance of animals. 

The Commission rejects the. Project Design Alternative as infeasible. While the Project Design 
Alternative would reduce some impacts to cultural resources, biological resources, and air quality, all of 
the Project impacts that it would reduce will be reduced to less than significant levels under the Project 
with the implementation of adopted mitigation measures. The Project Design Alternative will increase 
other impacts in the areas of noise and traffic. It is possible that such effects, if significant, could be 
mitigated but may affect Project operations. Alternative B also would increase energy use by requiring the 
.pumping of recycled water over a longer distances and elevations than under the Project, resulting in 
energy waste. Thus, the Project Design Alternative does not have a clear environmental benefit over the 
Project as the Project would mitigate its impacts and it is unclear whether the increased impacts of the 
. Project Design Alternative can be fully mitigated. 

Most problematic from a feasibility perspective is the fact that the SFPUC does not have control over the 
proposed site for th.e co-located recycled water treatment plant, pump station, and water storage facilities 
at the San Francisco Zoo overflow parking lot. The parking lot is under the management of the San 
Francisco Recreation and Parks Department with the premises leased to the nonprofit San Francisco 
Zoological Society. The SFPUC would need the consent of the San Francisco Zoo and the San Francisco 
Recreation and Parks Departments to obtain use of the site. The SFPUC has been informed that the ZbO 
has plans to use the site for necessary Zoo operations, including meeting stringent animal isolation and 
testing requirements. The San Francisco Zoo and the Recreation and Parks Departments are therefore, 
unlikely to readily agree to the SFPUC taking over use of the site. 

Under the circumstances, the Commission finds that the Project Design Alternative is not feasible as the 
site is currently and in the future projected to be needed by the San Francisco Zoo for its own openitions. 
In addition, even if the San Francisco Zoo and the Recreation and Parks Departments might eventually 
agree to the SFPUC's use of the site, the SFPUC is faced with an unpredictable period of delay in 
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is both reliable and drought resistant, and reduce the use of potable water and groundwater for irrigation 
and. other nonpotable uses by supplying those demands with recycled water. However, by reducing the 

capacity of the· recycled water treatment plant, Alternative C would Q6t provide the full amount of 

recycled water supply provided under the Project so the degree to which it would meet the last of these 
objectives would be reduced somewhat. Alternative C would enable implementation of the SFPUC's 
Groundwater Supply Project, approved by the SFPUC in December, 2013, because it would provide 

recycled water to Golden Gate Park, facilitating the implementation of the second phase of the SFPUC's 
Groundwater Supply Project, which calls for conversion of existing irrigation wells in Golden Gate Park 
to potable use, providing 1.0 to 1.5 mgd of groundwater . 

. However, Alternative C would only partially meet the WSJP goals and objectives that rely directly on the 
contribution of the Project to fulfill systemwide level of service objectives. The WSJP aims to provide a 
total of 10 mgd annual average of water supply from recycled water, groundwater, and conservation 

projects to meet retail demand in San Francisco. Of this amount, the WSJP project description indicated 
that approximately 4 mgd · annual average . would be derived · from recycled water projects in San 

Francisco. The Project would provide up to 2 mgd of recycled water on an annual average basis, and 5 

mgd peak day flow, but under Alternative C this would be reduced to 1.7 mgd annual average and 3.8 

mgd peak day flow. Under the project, currently identified customers have a demand of 1.6 mgd annual 
· average and 4 rngd peak-day, but customer served would be reduced to those with a demand of 1.38 mgd 

annual average and.2.81 rngd peak day. Customers at Lincoln Park and the Presidio that could use 

recycled water would continue to use potable water sources for irrigation. 

To the extent that Alternative C fails to fully satisfy WSJP identified water supply goals and objectives as 
approved under SFPUC Resolution 08-0200, it would limit the SFPUC's ability to provide water to · 

customers during both drought and non-drought periods and may prevent the SFPUC from limiting 
rationing during drought periods to a maximum 20 percent systemwide. Customers in San Francisco 

would be most affected as water supply in the city would be reduced during peak demand periods by up 

to 1.2 mgd. As a result, th_e SFPUC may need to revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop 
additional water supply projects. 

Environmentally Superior Alternative. The Reduced Project Alternative would be the Environmentally 

Superior Alternative, 0th.er than the No Project Alternative. The Reduced Project Alternative would not 
increase any impacts and it would reduce impacts on cultural resources and biological resources. Also, it 
would reduce energy use and reduce the total amount of air pollution produced by the Project. · 

The Reduced Project Alternative would still contribute to the WSJP's significant and unavoidable indirect 

impact related to growth, but to a lesser degree than for the Project, as it would provide 0.3 mgd less of 
water supply on an annual average basis that could contribute to growth. 

The Commission rejects the Reduced Project Alternative as infeasible because it will not allow the 
SFPUC to fully meet WSJP goals and objectives. Additionally, although this alternative would generally 

meet the SFPUC's objectives for the Project, it would not satisfy the Project's third objective to the same 
degree as the Project, namely to reduce the use of potable water and groundwater for irrigation and other · 
nonpotable uses by supplying those demands with recycled water. Likewise, it would only partially meet 
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implementing the Project. Finally, the Project Design Alternative would result in minimal to no benefit to 
the environment. All Project impacts, with the exception of the WSlP-related impact to growth are 

· mitigable. On the other hand, the Project Design Alternative would cause energy waste and it would have 
the same WSlP-related impact to growth. For all of these reasons, the Commission rejects the Project 
Design Alternative as infeasible. 

Alternative C: Reduced Project Alternative 

The Reduced Project Alternative would eliminate recycled water supply to Lincoln Park and the Presidio. 
Under the Reduced Project Alte~ative, a new underground storage reservoir and pu~p station would not 
be constructed at the Central Reservoir site and distribution pipelines north of the Central Reservoir 
would be eiiminated. The size of the recycled water treatment plant and storage at the Oceanside WPCP 
would be reduced somewhat and the construction duration would be shorter. As a result of these changes 
from the Prbject, the recycled water treatment plant would have a reduced pea~-day capacity of 3.8 mgd 
instead of S mgd and an annual average capacity of 1.7 mgd instead of2.0 mgd. 

This Alternative reduces impacts on cultural resources in several ways. First, as a result of eliminating 
recycled water supply to Lincoln Park, significant potential impacts on human remains that may be 
associated with the former Golden Gate Cemetery site (e.g. Lincoln Park) would be avoided. Second, 
construction of a smaller recycled water supply treatment plant, eliminating new storage and pumping 
facilities at the Central Reservoir site, and eliminating distribution pipelines north of the Central 
Reservoir reduces the area of excavation, reducing potential exposure to unknown archeological resources 
and unknown human remains. Third, constructing a smaller recycled water treatment plant reduces 
potential impacts to paleontological resources that may pe found in the Colma Formation as less 
excavation in that area would be required. Finally, by reducing cultural resource impacts, the contribution 
to cumulative impacts on cultural ~esources also would be reduced. 

Alternative C would not reduce the daily impact on air quality, but because total construction activities 
are reduced, the total volume of air pollution emitted during construction is less under Alternative C than 
the Project. 

Alternative C would reduce impacts on biological resources. Fewer impacts could occur to nesting birds, 
California red-legged frog and western pond turtle as a result of reduced construction activities at the 
Central Reservoir site where these species could be impacted. As a result of reduced impacts on 
biological resources under Alternative C, this alternative would make less of a contribution to cumulative 
impacts to biological resources as compared to the Project. 

Alternative C also would reduce energy usage as compared to the Project because it would eliminate the 
need to pump recycled water to Lincoln Park and the Presidio from the Central Rese~oir site. Alternative 
C would also reduce the contribution to the WSlP's indirect growth inducing impact by reducing the 
amount of water that could be supplied to a growing population. 

Alternative C: Reduced Project Alternative would meet the Project objectives, which are to diversify the 
SFPUC's water supplies by developing recycled water, develop a new water supply in San Francisco that 
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the WSIP goals and objectives, which rely directly on the up to 2 mgd of local recycled water supply on 
the west side of ~an Francisco that the Project would provide to fulfill systemwide level of service 
objectives. The total average yield under normal operations for the Reduced Project Alternative would be 
1.7 mgd, causing the SFPUC to fall short qf the 2 mgd annual water supply designed for the Project and 
the WSIP identified supply need· of 4 mgd from local recycled water supply by 2018. Although the 
SFPUC originally envisioned that the 4 mgd of recycled water would supply customers on the west side 
of San Francisco and now the SFPUC expects the west side recycled water demand to be somewhat 
reduced, the SFPUC has not revised its originally WSIP goal of obtaining 4 mgd from recycled w:ater and 

. is exploring recycled water supply options on the east side of the City. Thus, if the Project were sized 
below the Project size of 2 mgd annual average, and designed not to serve Lincoln Park and the Presidio, 
some viable recycled water supply customers on the west side of San Francisco would not .be able to 
make use of recycled water and instead would need to continue to use groundwater or imported surface 
water for irrigation and other nonpotable uses. Such a situation would be contrary to the WSIP goal of 
diversifying water supply options and improving use of new water resources, such as recycled water. For 
these reasons, the Commission rejects the Reduced Yield Alternative as infeasible. 

VI. STATEM.ENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

Pursuant to CBQA Section 21081 and CBQA Guidelines Section 1509{ the Commission hereby finds, 
after consideration of the Final BIR and the evidence in the record, that each of the specific overriding 
economic, legal, social, technological and other benefits of the Project as set forth below, independently 
and collectively outweighs the significant and unavoidable impacts and is an overriding consideration 
warranting approval of the Project. Any one of the reasons for approval cited below is sufficient to justify 
approval of the Project. Thus,· even if a court were to conclude that not every reason is supported by 
substantial evidence, .the Commission will stand by its. determination that each individual reason is 
sufficient. The substantial evidence supporting the various benefits can be found in the. preceding 
findings, which are incorporated by reference into this section, and in the documents found in the Record 
of Proceedings, as defined in Section I. 

On the basis of the above findings and the substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, the 
Commission specifically finds that there are significant benefits of the Project in spite of the unavoidable 
significant impacts, and therefore makes this Statement of Overriding Considerations. The Commission 
further finds that, as part of the process of obtaining Project approval, all significant effects on the 
environment from implementation of the Project have .been eliminated or substantially lessened where 
feasible. All mitigation measures proposed in the Final BIR for the Project are adopted as part of this . 

. approval action. Furthermore, the Commission has detennined that any remaining significant effects on 
the environment found to be unavoidable are acceptable due to the following specific overriding 
economic, technical, legal, social, and other considerations. 

The Project will have the following benefits: 

• The Project will expand and diversify the SFPUC's water supply portfolio to increase ~ystem 
reliability, particularly· for retail customers in San Francisco. The Project provides an additional 2 
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ni.gd of water supply from other than imported surface water, the main water supply source in the 
SFPUC water system. 

• The Project will increase the use of local water supply sources. The. Project provides 2 mgd of 
recycled water to irrigators cm the Westside of San Francisco who are now using imported potable 
surface water or groundwater for irrigation. 

• The Project will reduce dependence on imported surface water. The Project provides 2 mgd from 
local recycled water. 

• The Project, by providing recycled water for irrigation and lake refill in Golden Gate Park will enable 
the implementation of the second phase of the SFPUC's San Francisco Groundwater Supply Project, 
which will provide 1.0 to 1.3 mgd of potable groundwater supply. 

In addition, the Project will further the WSIP's goals and objectives. As part of the approval of Resolution 
08-2000, the SFPUC adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations as to why the benefits of the 
WSIP outweighed the significant and unavoidable impacts associated with the WSIP. This Statement of 
Overriding Considerations is relevant to the significant and unavoidable impact related to growth­
inducement to which this Project contributes. The findings regarding the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations set forth in Resolution No. 08-2000 are incorporated into these findings by this reference, 
as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. In addition, for the particular reasons set forth below, 
this Project helps to implement the following benefits of the WSIP: 

• Implementation of the WSIP will reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. The WSIP includes many 
features that are designed to improve the seismic safety and reliability of the water system as a means 
of saving human life and property under a catastrophic earthquake scenario or even a disaster scenario 
not rising to the level of catastrophe. Effecting the improvements to a:,sure the water system's 
continued reliability, and developing it as part of a larger, integrated water security strategy, is critical 
to the Bay Area's economic security, competitiveness and quality of life. This Project provides a 
critical source of water - local recycled water -'- that will be available even if it is not possible for a 
period of time to obtain imported surface water from the SFPUC1s regional water system. 

• · The WSIP would meet SFPUC customer water supply needs by providing 265 mgd of retail 
and wholesale customer purchases from the SFPUC watersheds, and meet or offset the remaining 
20 mgd through conservation, recycled water, and groundwater in the retail and wholesale service 
areas through 2018. Ten mgd of this would be met, as proposed under the WSIP, through 
conservation, recycled water, and groundwater projects in San Francisco, and 10 mgd would be 
met through local conservation, recycled water and groundwater in the wholesale service area. 
Of the 10 mgd that woul~ come from projects in San Francisco, the WSIP identifies 4 mgd from 
local recycled water. This Project would provide up to 2 mgd of this critical 4 mgd of local recycled 
water.· In addition, by providing recycled water to Golden Gate Park, this Project will enable 
implementation of the second phase of the· SFPUC's San Francisco Groundwater Supply Project, 
which will provide 1.0 to 1.3 mgd of potable groundwater for San Francisco residents, water that is 
currently used for irrigation and lake refill in Golden Gate Park 
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• The WSIP will substantially improve use of new water sources and drought management, including 
use of groundwater, recycled water, conservation, and transfers. A critical part of the WSIP is to 
provide water from new sources other than from imported surface water from the Hetch Hetchy 
Valley or watersheds in Alameda County and the Peninsula. This Project is important to meeting the 
WSIP goal of providing local recycled water in San Francisco. 

• The WSIP projects are designed to meet applicable federal and state water quality requirements. This 
Project, which will produce recycled water by treating sanitary sewage with 
microfiltration/ultrafiltration, reverse osmosis, and ultraviolet light disinfection, will provide 
recycled water that meets or exceeds the California Department of Public Health requirements for. 
disinfected tertiary recycled water. 

• The WSIP will diversify water supply options during non-drought and drought periods. The Project 
supports _this WSIP objective by providing up to 2 mgd of local recycled water during both drought 
and non-drought periods. 

Having considered these benefits, including .the benefits discussed in Section I above, the Commission 
finds that the benefits of the Project and the Project's furtherance of the WSIP goals and objectives 
outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, and that the adverse environmental effects are 
therefore acceptable. 

DECISION 

That based upon the Record, the submissions of the SFPUC, the Department and SFPUC staff, and other 
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other 
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby ADOPTS findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, including rejecting altematiyes as infeasible, adopting a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations, and ADOPTS a Mitigation Monitoring .and Reporting Program, attached as 
Exhibit A. 

I herby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Mqtion on September 3, 2015. 

Connp.ission Secretary 

AYES: Fong, Wu, Antonini, Hillis,Johnson, Moore, Richards 

NAYS: 

ABSENT: 

ADOPTED: September 3, 2015 
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Planning Commission Resolution No.19444 

Case No.: 
Project: 
Zoning: 

Block/lot: 
Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL 

HEARING DATE SEPTEMBER 31 2015 

2015-007190GPR 
San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 
·p (Public) Zoning District 

OS (Open Space) Height and Bulk District 

?281/007 
SF Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Scott MacPherson 
525 Golden Gate Avenue 

. San Francisco, CA 94102 
Audrey Desmuke - (415) 575-9136 
audrey:desmuke@sfgov.org 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
GA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

ADOPTING FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH. THE GENERAL PLAN AND WITH THE 
PRIORITY POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1 FOR THE PROPOSED WESTSIDE 
RECYCLED WATER PLANT PROJEC:::T AND FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT. 

WHEREAS, Section 4.105 of the City Charter and 2A.53 of Administrative Code require General 
Plan referrals to the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") for certain matters, 
including determination as to whether the lease or sale of public; property, the vacation, sale or 
change in the use of any public way, transportation route, ground, open space, building, or 
structure owned by the City and County, would be in-conformity with the General Plan prior to 
consideration by the Board of Supervisors. 

On January 17, 2008, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("Project Sponsor") 
submitted an Environmental Evaluation Application to the Planning Department 
("Department"), Case No .. 2008.0091E, in connection with a: project to provide an average of up 
to 4 million gallons per day ("mgd") of groundwater from the Westside Groundwater Basin to 
augment San Francisco's municipal water supply. The San Francisco Westside Recycled Water 
Plant Project, meant to diversify the SFPUC's water supply by developing recycled water, 
develop a new water supply in San Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant and 
reduce the use of potable water and groundwater for irrigation, and other nonpotable uses by 
supplying those demands with recycled water; is located at the SFPUC's Oceanside Water· 

www.sfplanning.org 

107 

t 
' l 
! 

l . i 

i 



Resolution No.19444 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

CASE NO. 2015-007190GPR 

San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 

Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) and withln a portion of the adjacent California Army National 
Guard .site ("SFRW Project" or "Project"). 

On June 5, 2008, and September 8, 2010, the Department issued a Notice of Preparation of an 
EnvironD1ental Impact Report ("NOP") for the Project, and, in response to comments received, 
revised the location of certain project elements and published a revised NOP on July 16, 2014. 

On March 18, 2015, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report ("DEIR" 
or "Draft EIR") for the Project and provided· public notice in a newspaper of general circulation 
of the availability of the DEIR for public review and comment. The DEIR was available for 
public comment from March 18, 2015 through May 4; 2015. 

The San Francisco Planning Commission held a public hearing on the DEIR on April 23, 2015 at · 
a regularly scheduled meeting to solicit public comment regarding the DE!R. 

The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the 
public hearing and in writing during the public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions 
to the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information 
that became available during the public review period. This material was presented in a Draft 

· Comments and Responses ("C & R") document, published on August 20, 2015, distributed to 
the ];!arming Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to 
others upon request at the Department. 

A Final Environmental Impact Report ("FEIR" or "Final EIR") was prepared by the Department, 
consisting of the Draft EIR and the C&R document. 

Project Environmental Impact Report files have been made available for review by this 
Commission. and the public. These files are available for public review at the Planning 
Department at 1650 Mission Street, and are part of the record before this Co~ission. 

On September 3, 2015, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the Final EIR and 
found that the contents of the report and the procedmes through which the Final EIR was 
prepared, publicized, and reviewed complied with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(California Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA"), 14 California Code of 
Regulations sections 15000 et seq. ("CEQA Guidelines"), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco 
Administrative Code ("Chapter 31"). 

Th~ Commission found the Final EIR was adequate, accurate and objective, reflected the 
independent analysis and judgment of the Department and the Commission, and that the 
summary of comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and 
approved the Final EIR for the Project in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and 
Chapter 31. 

· The Planning Department, Jonas P. Ionin, is the cm~todian of records, located in the File for Case 
No. 2008.0091E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California. 
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San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

Department staff prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program {"MMRP") for the 
Project and these materials were made available to the public and this Commission for this 
Commission's review, consideration and action. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

By this action, the Planning Commission adopts and implements the SFRW Project identified in 
the Final EIR. Specifically, the Project adopted by the Planning Commission includes the 
following: 

• Construction of a recycled water ·treatment plant at the SFPUC's Oceanside Water 
Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) and within a portion of the adjacent California Army 
National Guard site. Recycled water produced at this facility would be used in Golden 
Gate Park for irrigation and as fill water for Golden Gate Park lakes; and for irrigation in 
the Panhandle portion of the park; Lincoln Park Golf Course, and various areas of the 
Presidio. The treatment plant would have an annual average production capacity of up to 
2 million gallons per. day (mgd) and sized to meet peak-day demands of up to 5 mgd. 

• Construction of a transmission pipeline primarily along 36th A venue that would run 
between the proposed recycled water treatment plant at the Oceanside WPCP and the 
existing Central Reservoir in Golden Gate Park. The pipeline would. deliver the recycled 
water from the Oceanside WPCP to the areas of use. 

• Construction of transmission pipelines between the Central Reservoir and Lincoln Park 
and the Presidio and the adjacent Golden Gate Park Panhandle. · 

• Construction of an expanded underground reservoir to pro;ide additional storage 
capacity and a new pump station to provide increased pumping capacity at the Central 
Reservoir site. ' · 

PROJECT OBJECTIVES 

The three main objectives of the SFRW Project are: 

• Diversify the SFPUC' s water supply by developing recycled water. 

• Develop a new water supply in San Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant. 

· • Reduce the use of ·potable water and groundwater for irrigation and other nonpotable 
uses by supplying those demands with recycled water. 

In addition, the Project is part of the SFPUC's adopted Water System Improvement Program 
("WSIP") adopted by the SFPUC on October 30, 2008 (see Section C.1). The WSIP cons:ists of over 
70 local and regional facility improvement projects that would increase the ability of the 
SFPUC's water supply system to withstand'major seismic events and prolonged droµghts and 
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San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 

to meet estimated water-purchase requests in the service areas. With the exception of the water 
supply goal, the overall WSIP goals and objectives are based· on a pla:r:ming horizon through 
2030. The water supply goal to meet delivery needs in the SFPUC service area is based on a 
planning horizon through 2018. The overall goals of the WSIP for the regional water system are 
to: 

• Maintain high-quality water. 

· • Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. 

• Increase water delivery reliability. 

• Meet customer water supply needs. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system. 

The Project would help meet WSIP level-of-service goals and system performance objectives. 
These goals include providing a total of 10 mgd annual average of water supply from recycled 
water, groundwater, and conservation projects to meet retail demand in San Francisco. Of this 
amount, the WSIP project description indicated that approximately 4 mgd annual average 
would be derived from recycled water projects in San Francisco. This Project would provide up 
to 2 mgd of recycled water; currently identified customers· are estimated to use 1.6 mgd. This 
Project would also enable implementation of· the SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project, 
approved by the SFPUC in December, 2013. The SFPUC' s Groundwater Supply Project calls for 
installation of new groundwater wells to recover 2.5 to 3.0 mgd of groundwater in the first 
phase and conversion of existing irrigation wells in Golden Gate Park to potable use, providing 
1.0 to 1.5 mgd of groundwater in the second phase. The second phase cannot occur until 
recycled water is available for Golden Gate Park landscaping or until another landscaping 
water source is identified. Thus the Project would also help meet the WSIP goal of providing 

. approximately 4 mgd annual average of water supply from groundwater. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

On September 3, 2015, the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commision") conducted a public 
hearing on the Final Environmental Impact· Report (EIR) for the Project. The Commission 
reviewed· and considered the EIR and found the contents of said report and the procedures 
through which the EIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA"), the CEQA 
Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. section 15000 et seq.), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco 
Adminstrative Code. 

· On September 3, 2015, the Commission certified . the Final EIR 1:,y Motion No. 19442. 
Additionally, the Commission adopted approval findings, including findings rejecting 
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alternatives, and making a statement of overriding considerations, and adopted a mitigation 
monitoring and reporting program ("MMRP") pursuant to CEQA by Motion No. 19443, which 
findings and MMRP are incorporated by this reference as though fully set forth in this Motion. 

GENERAL PLAN COMPLIANCE AND BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The proposal addresses the following relevant objectives and policies of the General Plan: 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE 5 

ASSURE A PERMANENT AND ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF FRESH WATER TO MEET THE 
PRESENT AND FUTURE NEEDS OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

The City and County of San Francisco owns and operates one .of the most extensive water and 
power systems in the world. At present, the supply of fresh water generated by the Hetch 
Hetchy/Water Department system is more than adequate. Current projections indicate that 
the present system will meet San Francisco's needs until the year 2020. Over the years, the 
consumption of fresh water in the city has risen substantially: over 100 percent between 1940 
and 1971. This increase in watet consumption is primarily due to commercial expansion and 
has occurred despite a decline in San Francisco's resident population since 1950. 

Retch Hetchy and the SFPUC should continue their excellent planning program to assure that 
the water supply will adequately meet foreseeable consumption demands. To this end, the 
City should be prepared to undertake the necessary improvements and add tq the Retch 
Hetchy/SFPUC system in order to guarantee the permanent supply. Furthermore, San 
Francisco should continually review its commitments for the sale of water to suburban areas 
in planning how to meet future demand. 

POLICYS.1 

Maintain an adequate water distribution system within San Francisco. 

The project implements this policy. The proposed project would diversify and increase the reliability of 
San Francisco's water supply. It would provide an average of up to 4 million gallons per day of 
groundwater to augment San Francisco's municipal water supply. 

PROPOSITION M FINDINGS - PLANNING CODE SECTION 101,1 

The San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Plant Project is consistent with Planning Code 
Section 101.l(b) Priority Policies as follows: 
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1. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future 
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced. 
The Project would preserve_ current neighb.orhood-serving retail uses and enhance future­
opportunities for residential employment in or ownership of such businesses. The Project would 
diversify and increase the reliability of San Francisco's water supply. A reliable and drought­
tolerant water supply is essential for the preservation and enhancement of the neighborhood- · 
serving retail uses. 

2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in 
order to pres~rve_the cultural and economic diversity 9£ our neighborhood. The Project 
would conserve neighborhood character. The Oceanside WPCP and Golden Gate Park Central 
Reservoir locations are not located in any residential or commercial neighborhoods and would 
not affect housing or neighborhood character. The remainder of the Project would consist of 
underground pipelines. 

3. · That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced. The Project 
. wouid preserve the City's supply of affordable housing by diversifying and increasing the. 
reliability of the City's water supply. The Project would not affect the development of affordable 
housing as the Project sites would not be located on residentially zoned parcels. · 

4. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or · 
neighborhood parking. The Project would not increase commuter traffic and therefore would 
not impede Municipal Railway (MUNI) transit service or overburden the streets or 

. neighborhood parking. Operation of the recycled water treatment plant would require 
approximately four full-time employees, while the operation and maintenance of other Project 
facilities would utilize existing SFPUC employees. As such, commuter traffic would not 
increase notably that would impe_de MUNI services or the streets. 

5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service 
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development( and that future 
opportunities for residential employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced. 
The Project would not affect the existing economic base_ in this area. Project would protect the 
diversity of retail and service uses already existing in the City by diversifying and increasing 
the reliabilihJ of the water supply. · 

6. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and 
loss of life in an earthquake. The Project would diversify and increase the reliability of San 

· Franc:isco's water supply, which would improve the City's preparedness for an earthquake . . 
Moreover, the Project would be designed and constructed to comply with applicable San 
Francisco Municipal Code standards to ensure public safety in the event of an earthquake. 
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7. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved. The Project would not affect 
designated landmarks or buildings. Golden Gate Park is a registered Historic District; however, 
the proposed Project would not affect any landmarks or historic buildings within Golden Gate 
Park, or affect any contributors to the historic district. The Central Reservoir location in 
Golden Gate Park does not contain any historical landmarks or buildings, and the adjacent 
yard area is currently used as a wood waste storage and composting facility. Distribution 
piplines are located within existing rights-of-way, and construction of pipeline would not alter 
the historical circulation system of Golden Gate Park. The Oceanside WPCP was completed in· 
1994 and is not considered a historic structure. 

8. · That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected 
from development. The Project would involve construction of underground pipelines under 
various roadway and a new pump station in the Central Reserv?ir location within Golden Gate 
Park. Siting a pumping station at the Golden Gate Park Central Reservoir location would not 
reduce Golden Gate Park recreation use areas as this site is not used for recreation. Similarly, 
new pipelines within Golden Gate Park would not reduce any recreation use areas. 

The Project would not affect the parks' access to vistas and sunlight. New pipelines would be 
underground. Within Golden Gate Park, the rz.ew pumping station would be approximately 20 
feet tall. This would not affect any significant vistas and no new shade would be created, as the 
new pumping station would be in an area surrounded by trees that are higher than 20 feet tall. 

The Project would provide an irrigation supply for both Golden Gate and Lincoln Parks and 
ornamental lake supply for Golden Gate Park, which would contribute to the upkeep of existing 
recreation areas for both parks. For the reasons stated above, the Project would not affect public 
parks and apen spaces. 

The Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to 
consider the proposed findings of General Plan conformity on September 3, 2015. 

On September 3, 2015, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly 
scheduled meeting to consider the General Plan Referral application, Case No. 2008.0091R. The 
Commission heard and considered public testimony presented at the hearing and has further 
considered written and oral testimony provided by Department staff and other interested 
parties. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission hereby adopts the CEQA Findings . 

set forth in No. 19443 and finds the proposed SFRW Project, as described above, to be 
consistent with the General Plan of the City and County of San Francisco, including, but not 
limited to the Environmental Protection Element, 'and is consistent with the eight Priority 
Policies in City Planning Code Section 101.1 for reasons set forth in this motion. 
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I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was adopted by the Commission at its meeting on 
September 3, 2015. · 

Jonas P. Ionin 

Commission Secretary 

AYES: Fong, Wu, Antonini, Hillis, Johnson, Moore, Richards 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 

ADOPTED: September 3, 2015 · 

/ 

I:\ Citywide\ General Plan\ General Plan Referrals \2015 \2015-007190GPR_350_Great_Hwy.:..Motion.docx 
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

City and County of San Francisco 

RESOLUTION NO. 15-0187 

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff developed a 
project description under the Water System Improvement Program (WSW) for 1neeting water 
supply demands, otherwise known as Project No. CUW30201°, San Francisco Westside Recycled 
Water Project, in the City and County of San Francisco, California; and 

WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to construct a new recycled water treatment 
facility, pump station, underground reservoir and associated pipelines and that would produce 
and deliver up to 2 million gallons per day of recycled water for irrigation, lake fill, and other 
non-potable uses, to diversify the SFPUC's water supply pottfolio and increase the use of local 
water supply sources; and 

WHEREAS, A Final Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) was prepared for the 
WSIP and certified by the Planning Commission on October 30, 2008 by Motion No. 17734; and 

WHEREAS, Thereafter, the SFPUC approved the WSIP and adopted findings and a 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) as required by California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) on October 30, 2008 by Resolution No. 08-200; and 

WHEREAS, The PEIR has been made available for review by the SFPUC and the public, 
and is part of the record before this Commission; and · 

WHEREAS, The Planning Department prepared an BIR for the Project that is tiered from 
the PEIR, as authorized by and in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and · 

WHER:EAS, On September 3, 2015, the San Francisco Planning Commission reviewed 
and considered ·the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Project in Planning 
Department File No. 2008.009 lE, consisting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
and the Resp·onses to Comments document, and found that the contents of said report and the 
procedures through which the FEIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied with the 
provisions of the CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San ·Francisco 
Administrative Code, and found further that the FEIR reflects the independent judgment and 
analysis of the· City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and objective, and that 
the Responses to Comments document contains no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and 
certified the completion of said FEIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines in Jts 
Motion No. M-19442; and · 

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission, also on September 3, 2015, adopted CEQA. 
Findings, including a statement of overriding considerations and an MMRP by Motion No. M-
19443. The Planning Department found the Project consistent with the General Plan on 
September 3, 2015; and 

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained in 
the FEIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public, 
relevant public agencies, SFPUC and other experts .and the administrative files for the Project 
and the EIR; and 
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WHEREAS, The Project and FEIR files have been made available for review by the 
SFPUC and the public, and those files are part of the record before this Commission; and · 

WHEREAS, The Planning Department, Timothy Johnston, is the custodian of records, 
located in File No. 2008.009 lE, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California; 
and 

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, ai; required by CEQA, (CEQA 
Findings) and a proposed MMRP, which material was made available to the public and the 
Commission for the Commission's review, consideration and action; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, That this Commission has reviewed and considered the FEIR, finds that the 
FEIR is adequate for its use as the decision-making body for the actions taken herein, and hereby 
adopts the CEQA Findings, including the Statement of Overriding Considerations, attached 
hereto as Attachment A and incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference 
thereto, and adopts the· MMRP attached to this Resolution as Attachment B and incorporated 
herefo as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the General Manager, or his designee, is authorized to 
apply for, accept and ex.ecute required approvals from State agencies, including but not limited 
to, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, California Department of Transportation, 
and California Coastal Commission, and any other regulatory approvals as required. To the 
extent that the te1ms and conditions of the necessary approvals will require SFPUC to indemnify 
other parties, those indemnity obligations are subject to review and approval by the San 
Francisco Risk Manager. The General'. Manager is authorized to agree to such terms and 
conditions that are within the lawful authority of the agency to impose, in the public interest, 
and, in the judgment of the General Manager, in consultation with the City Attorney, are 
reasonable and appropriate for the scope and duration of the required approval, as necessary for 
the Project; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby approves Project No. 
CUW30201, San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project, and authorizes staff to proceed 
with actions necessary to implement the Project; provided, that staff returns to the Commission 
to seek: approval of necessary agreements with the Recreation and Park Department, Presidio 
Trust, California Army National Guard, and San Francisco Zoological Society; authorization for 
State Revolving Fund and State Water Recycling Fund financing; Board of Supervisor's 
approval, where required; and award of construction contracts. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Public Utilities 
Commission at its meeting of September 8, 2015. 

Secretary, Public Utilities Commission 
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Attachment A . 

San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 

California Environmental Quality Act Findings: 
Findings of Fact, Evaluation of Mitigation Measures and 

Alternatives, and Statement of Overriding Considerations 

·· San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 

In determining to approve the San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project ("SFRW .Project" 

or "Project") described in Section I, Project Description, below, the San Francisco Public Utilities 

Commission ("SFPUC") makes and adopts the following findings of fact and decisions regarding 

mitigation measures and altematives, and adopts the statement of ~verriding considerations, 

based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and under the Califomia 

Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., 

particularly Sections 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA ("CEQA 

Guidelines"), 14 California Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq., particularly Sections 

1509 l through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

This document is organized as follows: 

Section I provides a description of the Project proposed for adoption, the environmental 

review process for the Project (San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project Environmental 

Impact Report, Planning Department Case No., 2008.009 lE, State Clearinghouse No. 

2008052133) (the "Final EIR" or "EIR"), the approval actions to be taken and the location of 

records; 

Section II identifies the impacts found not to be significant that do not require mitigation; 

Section III identifies potentially significant impacts that can be avoided or reduced to 

less-than-significant levels through mitigation and describes the disposition of the mitigation 

measures; 

Section IV identifies significant impacts that cannot be avoided or reduced to less-than­

significant levels and describes any applicable mitigation measures as well as the disposition of 

the mitigation measure.s; 

Section ·v evaluates the different Project alternatives and the economic, legal, s9cial, 
technological and other considerations that suppo1t approval of the Project· and the rejection of 

alternatives, or elements thereof, analyzed; and 



Section VI presents a statement of overriding considerations setting forth specific 
reasons in support of the Commission's actions and.rejection of the alternatives not incorporated 
into the Project. 

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") for the mitigation measures that 
have been proposed for adoption is attached with these findings as Attachment B to Resolution 
No. 15-0187. The MMRP is required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 
15091. Attachment B provides a table setting forth each mitigation measure listed in the Final 
Environmental Impact Report for the Project ("Final EIR") that is required to reduce or avoid a 
significant adverse impact. Attachment B also specifies the agency responsible fqr 

. implementation of each measure and establishes monitoring actions and a monitoring schedule. 
The full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in Attachment B. 

These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the Commission. 
The references set forth in these findings to certain pages or sections of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report ("Draft EIR" or "DEIR'.') or the Comments and Responses document ("C&R") in 
the Final EIR are for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the 
evidence relied upon for these findings. 

I. Approval of the Project 

A. Project Description 

By this action, the SFPUC adopts and implements the SFRW Project identified in the Final EIR . 
. Specifically, the Project adopted by the SFPUC includes the following: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Constrnction of a recycled water" treatment plant at the SFPUC's Oceanside Water 
Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) and within a portion of the adjacent California Army . 
National Guard site. Recycled water produced at this facility would he used in Golden Gate 
Park for inigation and as fill water for Golden Gate Park lakes; and for inigation in the 
Panhandle portion of the park; Lincoln Park Golf Course, and various areas of the Presidio. 
The treatment plant would have an annual average production capacity of up to 2 million 
gallons per day (mgd) and sized to meet peak-day demands of up to 5 mgd. 

Construction of a transmission pipeline primarily along 36th Avenue that would run 
· between the proposed recycled water treatment plant at the Oceanside WPCP and the 
existing Central Reservoir in Golden Gate Park. The pipeline would deliver the recycled 
water from the Oceanside WPCP to the areas of use. · 

<;onstruction of transmission pipelines between the Central Reservoir and Lincoln Park and 
the Presidio and the adjacent Golden Gate Park Panhandle. 

Co11struction of an expanded underground reservoir to provide additional storage capacity 
and a new pump station to provide increased pumpin~ capacity at the Central Reservoir 
site. 
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B. Project Objectives 

The three main objectives of the SFRW Project are: 

• Diversify the SFPUC' s water supply by developing recycled water. 

• Develop a new water supply in San Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant. 

• Reduce the use of potable water and groundwater for inigation and other rionpotable uses 
by supplying those demands with recycled water. 

In addition, the Project is part of the SFPUC's adopted Water System Improvement Program 
("WSIP") adopted by this Commission on October 30, 2008 (see Section C.1). The WSIP consists 
of over 70 local and regional facility improvement projects that would increase the ability of the 
SFPUC's water supply system to withstand major seismic events and prolonged droughts and to 
meet estimated water-purchase requests in the· service areas. With the exception of the water 
supply goal, the overall WSIP goals and objectives are based on a planning horizon through 2030. 
The water supply goal to meet delivery needs in the SFPUC service area is based on a planning 
horizon through 2018. The overall goals of the WSIP for the regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water. 

• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. 

• Increase water delivery reliability: 

• Meet customer water supply needs. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost-effective, fuHy operational system. 

The Project would help meet WSIJ:> level-of-service goals and system performance objectives. 
These goals include providing a total of 10 mgd annual average of water supply from recycled 
water, groundwater, and conservation projects to meet retail demand in San Francisco. Of this 
amount, the WSIP project description indicated that approximately 4 mgd annual average would 
be derived from recycled water projects in San Francisco. This Project would provide up to 2 
mgd of recycled water; currently identified customers are estimated to .use 1.6 mgd. This Project 
would also enable implementation of the SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project, approved by the 
SFPUC in December, 2013. The SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project calls for installation of 
new groundwater wells to recover 2.5 to 3.0 mgd of.groundwater in the first phase and conversion 
of existing irrigation wells in Golden Gate Park to potable use, providing LO to LS mgd of 
groundwater in the second phase. The second phase cannot occur until recycled water is available 
for Golden Gate Park landscaping or until another landscaping water source is identified. Thus 
the Project would also help meet the WSIP goal of providing approximately 4 mgd annual 
average of water supply from groundwater. 
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C. Environmental Review 

1. Water System Improvement Program Environmental Impact Report 

On October 30, 2008, the SFPUC approved the Water System Improvement Program (also 
known as the "Phased WSIP") with the objective of repairing, replacing, and seismically 
upgrading the system's aging pipelines, tunnels, reservoirs, pump stations, and storage tanks 
(SFPUC, 2008; SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200). The WSIP improvements span seven 
counties-Tuolumne, Stanislaus, San Joaquin, Alameda, Santa Clara, San Mateo, and 
San Francisco (see SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200). 

To address the potential environmental effects of the WSIP, the San Francisco· Planning 
Department prepared a Program EIR ("PEIR"), which was certified by the San Francisco 
Planning Commission on October 30, 2008 (Motion No. 17734). At a project-level of detail, the 
PEIR evaluated the envil'onmental impacts of the WSIP's water supply strategy and, at a program 
level of detail, it evaluated the environmental impacts of the WSIP's facility improvement 
projects. The PEIR contemplated that additional project-level environmental review would be 
conducted for the facility improvement projects, including the San Francisco Recycled Water 
Project. 

2. San Francisco Westside Recycled Water .Project Environmental I1npact Report 

In accordance with Sections 15063 and 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Environmental 
Planning ("EP") staff of the San Francisco Planning Department, as lead agency, sent a first and 
then a revised Notice of Preparation ("NOP") to interested entities and individuals to begin the 
formal CEQA scoping process for the Project on June 5, 2008, and September 8, 2010, 
respectively. Following the 2010 NOP scoping period, the SFPUC in response to public feedback 

·evaluated.alternative possible sites, resulting in a revised Project proposal for which the Planning 
Department issued a revised NOP/Initial Study (IS) on July 16, 2014 with the scoping period 
ending on August 15, 2014. The NOP was distributed to interested parties that had received the 
initial NOPs, public agencies, additional interested parties and landowners/occupants located in 
the vicinity of the Project facilities, and was posted on the Planning Department's website and 
placed in the legal classified section of the San Francisco Chronicle. 

The San Francisco Planning Department received nine comments on the scope of the EIR either 
at the scoping meeting or in· writing · following the 2014 scoping meeting. The comment 
inventories for all three NOPs are included in the Scoping Report in Appendix. A of the EIR along 
with the IS. 

EP then prepared the Draft EIR, which described the Project and the environmental setting, 
identified p·otential impacts, presented mitigation measure.s for impacts found to be significant or 
potentially significant, and evaluated Project alternatives. The Draft EIR analyzed the impacts 
associated ~ith each of the key components of the Project, and identified mitigation measures 
applicable to reduce impacts found to be significant or potentially significant for each key 
component. It also included an analysis of three altematives to the Project. In assessing 
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construction and operational impacts of the Project, the EIR considered the impacts of the Project 
as well as the cumulative impacts associated with the proposed Project in combination with other 
past, present, and future actions that could affect the same resources. 

Each environmental issue presented in the Draft EIR was analyzed with respect to significance 
criteria that are based on EP guidance regarding the environmental effects to be considered 
significant. EP guidance is, in turn, based on CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, with some 
modifications. 

The Draft EIR was circulated for public comment from March 18, 2015 through May 4, 20 l5. A 
public hearing on the Draft EIR to accept written or oral comments was held at the San Francisco 
Planning Commission meeting at San Francisco City Hall on: April 23, 2015. During the public 
review period, EP received written comments sent through the mail, fax, or einail. A court 
reporter was present at the public hearing, transcribed the public hearing verbatim, and prepared a 
written transcript. 

EP then prepared the C&R document, which provided written responses to each comment 
received on the Draft EIR. The C&R document was published on August 19, 2015 and included 
copies of all of the comments received on the Draft EIR and individual responses to those 
comments. The C&R provided additional, upd_ated information and clarification on issues raised 
by commenters, as well as SFPUC and Planning Department staff-initiated text changes to 
address Project updates. The Planning Commission reviewed and considered the Final EIR, 
which includes the Draft EIR and the C&R document, and all of the supporting information. The 
Final EIR provided augmented and updated information presented in the Draft EIR, on the 
following topics: Project description, cultural resources, transportation and circulation, air_ quality, 
hydrology and water quality, biological resources, and Project alternatives. This augmentation 
and update of infonnation in the Draft EIR did not constitute new information or significance that 
altered any of the conclusions of the EIR. 

In certifying the Final EIR. the Planning Commission determined that none of the factors are 
present that would necessitate recirculation of the Final EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088.5. The Final EIR contains no information revealing (1) any new significant environmental 
impact that would result from the Project. or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be 
implemented, (2) any substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental 
impact, (3) any feasible Project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from 
others previously analyze.cl that would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the Project, but 
that was rejected by the Project's proponents, or (4) that the Draft EIR was so fundamentally and 

basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment were 
precluded. This Commission concurs in that determination. 

The Commission finds that the Project is within the scope of the Project analyzed in the Final. EIR 
and the Final EIR fully analyzed the Project proposed for approval. No new impacts have been 
identified that were not analyz.ed in the Final EIR. 
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D. Approval Actions 

1. Sim Francisco Planning Commission Actions 

On August 13, 2015, the Planning Commission cettified the Final EIR. 

The Planning Commission also adopts CEQA Findings, makes General Plan consist.ency 

findings, and issues a Coastal Development Permit. 

2. San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Actions 

The SFPUC is taking the following actions and approvals to implement the Project: 

• Adopts these CEQA findings and the attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program.· 

• Approves the Project, as described in these findings, and authorizes the General Manager 
or his designee to obtain necessary permits, consents, agreements and approvals as set forth in the 
Commission's Resolution No. 15-0187 approving the Project to which this Attachment A is 
attached. Approvals include entering into an agreement with the San Francisco Recreation and 
Parks Commission ("SFRPD") for construction in: and use of SFRPD-managed land for recycled 
water facilities and pipelines. 

3. San Francisco Recreation and Parks Commission 

The Recreation and Park<; Commission adopts CEQA Findings and approves an agreement with 
SFPUC for construction, operation and maintenance of recycled water facility stmctures and 
pipelines on park lands. 

4. San Francisco Board of Supervisors Actions 

The Planning Commission's ce1tification of the Final EIR may be appealed to the Board of 
Supervisors. If appealed, the Board of Supervisors will determine whether to uphold the 
certification or to remand the Final BIR to the Planning Department for further review. 

The San Francisco Board of Supervisors adopts CEQA Findings, approves an allocation of bond 
monies to pay for implementation of the Project, and approves the recycled water facility 
structures in Golden Gate Park. 

5. Other - Fe.deral, State, and Local Agencies 

Implementation of the Project will involv.e consultation with or required approvals by other local, 
state, and federal regulatory agencies, including (but not limited to) the following: 

• Other San Francisco City entities, including the Department of Public Works, and the San 
Francisco. Municipal Transportation Agency 
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• California Anny National Guard (lease amendment) 

• California State Water Resources Control Board (loan approval; stormwater and recycled 

water discharges) 

• . California Department ofTransportaticm (encroachment permit) 

• California Coastal Commission (coastal permit) 

•· Presidio Trust (water supply agreement) 

• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(NPDES permit) 

To the extent that the identified mitigation measures require consultation or approval by these 
.other agencies, this Commission urges -these agencies to assist in implementing, coordinating, or 

. approving the mitigation measures, as appropriate to the particular measure. 

E. Contents and Location of Records 

The record upon which all findings and determinations related to the Project are based ("Record 
of Proceedings'') includes the following: 

• The Draft EIR and all documents referenced in or relied upon by the EIR. (The references 
in these findings to the EIR or Final EIR include both the Draft EIR and the Comments and 
Responses document.) 

• The PEIR for the Phased WSIP Variant, which is incorporated by reference in the SFRW 

Project EIR. 

• All information (including written eviden_ce and testimony) provided by City staff to the 
SFPUC and Planning Conunission relating to the EIR, the Project, and the alternatives set forth in 

the EIR. 

• All information (including written evidence and testimony) presented to the SFPUC and 

the Planning Commission by _the environmental consultant and sub-consultants who prepared the 
EIR or that was incorporated into reports presented to the SFPUC. 

• All information presented at any public hearing or workshop related to the Project and the 

EIR. 

• The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

• All other documents available to the SFPUC and the public, comprising the 
administrative record pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21167.6(e) . 

..,..,' 
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The SFPUC has relied on all of the information listed· above in reaching its decision on the 

Project, even if not every document was formally presented to the SFPUC. Without exception, 
these documents fall into one of two categories. Many documents reflect prior planning or 

legislative decisions that the SFPUC was aware of in approving the Project. Other documents 

influenced the expert advice provided to Planning Depmtment staff or consultants, who then 

provided advice to the SFPUC. For these reasons, such documents form part of the underlying 

factual basis for the SFPUC' s decisions relating to the adoption of the Project. 

The public hearing transcript, a copy of all letters regarding the Draft EIR received during the 

public review period, the administrative record, and background documentation for the Final BIR 
are available at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco. 

Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary, is the Custodian of Records for the Planning Department 

.Materials concerning approval of the Project and adoption of these findings are contained in 
SFPUC files, SFPUC r·roject No. CUW30102 in the Bureau of Environmental Management, San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission, 525 Colden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, California 

94102. The Custodian of Records is Scott MacPherson. All files have been available to the 
SFPUC and the public for review in considering these findings and whether to approve the 

Project 

F. Findings about Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

The following Sections II, HI, and IV set forth the SFPUC's findings about the Final EIR's 
detenninations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures 
proposed to address them. These findings provide the written analysis and conclusions of the 

SFPUC regarding the environmental impacts of the Project and the mitigation measures included 
as part of the Final EIR and adopted by the SFPUC as patt of the Project. To avoid duplication 

and redundancy, ·and because the SFPUC agrees with, and hereby adopts, the conclusions in the 
Final EIR, these findings will not repeat the analysis and conclusions in the Final EIR but instead 

incorporate them by reference and rely upon them as substantial evidence supporting these 
findings. 

· In making these findings, the SFPUC has considered the opinions of SFPUC staff and expert<;, 
other agencies, and members of the public. The SFPUC finds that (i) the determination of 
significance thresholds is a judgment decision within the discretion of the City and County of San 
Francisco; (ii) the significance thresholds used in the EIR are supported by substantial evidence in 
the record, including the expert opinion of the EIR preparers and City staff; and (iii) the 
significance thresholds used in the BIR provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing 

the ~ignificance of the adverse environmental effects of the Project. Thus, although, as ·a legal 
· matter, the ·SFPUC is not bound by the significance determinations in the BIR (see Public 

Resources Code, Section 21082.2, subdivision (e)), the SFPUC finds them persuasive and hereby 
adopts them as its own. 

These findings do not attempt to describe the full analysis of each environmental impact 
contained in the· Final EIR. Instead, a full explanation of these environmental findings and 

conclusions can be found in the .final EIR, and these findings hereby incorporate by reference the 
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discussion and analysis in the Final EIR supporting the determination regarding the project 
impact and mitigation measures designed to address those impacts. In making these findings, the 
SFPUC ratifies, adopts and incorporates in these findings the determinations and conclusions of 
the Final EIR relating to environmental impacts and mitigation measures, except to the extent any 
such determinations and conclusions are specifically and expressly modified by these findings. 

As set forth below, the SFPUC adopts and incorporates all of the mitigation measures set forth in 
the Final EIR and the attached MMRP to substantially lessen or avoid the potentially significant 
and significant impacts of the Project. The SFPUC intends to adopt each of the mitigation 
measures proposed in the Final ElR. Accordingly, in the event a mitigation measure 
recommended in the Final EIR has inadvertently been omitted in these findings or the MMRP, 
such mitigation measure is hereby adopted and incorporated in the findings below by reference. 
In addition, in the event the language describing a mitigation measure set forth in these findings 
or the :tvl.11RP fails .to accurately reflect the mitigation measures in the Final EIR due to a clerical 
error, the language of the policies and implementation measures as set fo1th in the Final EIR shall 
control. The impact numbers and mitigation measure numbers used in these findings reflect the 
information contained in the Final EIR. 

[n Sections II, HI and IV below, the same findings are made for a category of environmental 
impacts and mitigation measures. Rather than repeat the identical finding dozens of times to 
address each and every significant effect and mitigation measure, the initial finding obviates the 
need for such repetition because in no instance is the SFPUC rejecting the conclusions of the 
Final EIR or the mitigation measures recommended in the Final EIR for the Project. 

II. Impacts Found Not To Be Significant and Thus Do Not Require 
· Mitigation 

Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant 
(Public Resources Code, Section 21002; CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15126.4, subdivision (a)(3), 
15091). Based on the evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, the SFPUC finds that the 
implementation of the Project either does not apply or will result in no impacts in the following 
areas: (1) Population and Housing: displace existing housing units or people or require new 
housing; (2) Transportation and Circulation: change air traffic patterns; (3) Noise: expose people 
to airplane noise or be substantially affected by existing noise levels; (4) Air Quality: create 
objectionable odors; (5) Recreation: create a need for new facilities; (6) Utilities and Service 
Systems: conflict with solid waste regulations; (7) Public Services: create a need for new. or 
altered facilities; (8) Biological Resources: conflict with local policies protecting biological 
resources,. such as trees, or a habitat conservation plan or other similar plan; (9) Geology ·and 
Soils: change existing topography or Linique geologic features of the site; ( I 0) Hydrology and 
Water Quality: expose housing to flooding haz.ard,. impede or redirect flood flows, ·or expose 
people or structures to harm from flooding, seiche, tsunami or mudflow; (11) .flazardous 
Materials: create a safety hazard from aircraft or fires; ( I 2) Mineral and Energy Resources: result. 
in loss of mineral resource or availability of a resource recovery site; and (13) Agricultttral 

. Resources: al I issues. These subjects are not further discussed in these .findings. 
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The SFPUC further finds that implementation of the Project wiH not result in any significant 

·impacts in the following areas and that these impact areas therefore do not require mitigation: 

Land.Use 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Impact LU-1: The Project would not physically divide an e:;;tablished community . 

Impact LU-2: The Project would not conflict with any applicable land use plans. 

policies, or regulations of any agency with jurisdiction over the Project adopted for 
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. , 

Impact LU-3: The Project would not impact the existing character of the vicinity . 

Impact C-LU: The Project would not have a cumulative impact on land use . 

Aesthetics 

• Impact AE-1: The Project would not have an adverse effect on a scenic vista, scenic 

resource, or the existing visual character or quality of the site and its. surroundings. 

• Impact AE-2: The Project would not result in a substantial source of light or glare . 

• Impact C-AE: The Project would not have a cumulative impact on aesthetics. 

Population and Housing 

• Impact PH-1: The Project would not induce substantial population growth, either 

directly or indirectly. 

• Impact C-PH: The Project would not have a project-specific impact on population 
and housing and, therefore, would· not directly result in a significant cumulative 

impact on population and housing. 

Cultural Resources 

• Impact .CP-1: The Project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, 
including those resources listed in Article 10 or Article 11 of the San Francisco 
Planning Code. 

Transportation and Circulation 

• Impact TR-1: The Project would not result in conflict with an applicable congestion 
managemerit program. 

• _ Impact TR-2.: Closure of travel lanes during Project constrnction would temporarily 
reduce roadway capacity and increase traffic delays on ar~a roadways, causing 
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temporary and hitennittent conflicts with all modes of travel, but the effects would be 
of short duration and limited in magnitude. 

• Impact TR-3: Project constrnction would cause temporary increases in traffic volumes 
on area roadways, but would not cause substantial conflicts with the perfonnance of the 
circulation system. 

• Impact TR-4: Project construction within roadways would not substantially limit . 
access to adjacent roadways and land uses. 

• Impact TR-5: Project construction would not sub?tantially impair access to alternative 
transportation facilities (public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities), although it 
could temporarily deteriorate the performance of such facilities. 

• Impact TR-6: Project operation and maintenance activities would cause some 
increases in traffic. volumes on area roadways, but would not substantially alter · 
transportation conditions and would not cause conflicts with alternative travel modes, 
including vehicles, emergency vehicles, transit, pedestrians, and bicycle traffic. 

• Impact C-TR: The Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future projects, would not substantially contribute to cumulative traffic 
i.ncreases on local. and regional roads. 

Noise and Vibration 

• Impact N0-1: The Project would not result in substantial grouildborne vibration or 
groundbome noise levels. 

• Impact N0-2: Project operations would not result in the exposure of persons to, or 
generation of, noise levels in excess of standards or a ·substantial increase in ambient 
noise levels in the Project vicinity. 

• Impact NOw3: Construction of the Project would not result in a substantial 
temporary increase in ambient noise levels at the closest residential receptors, and 
would not expose persons to substantial noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the Noise Ordinance (Article 29 of the Police Code). 

• Impact C-NO: The Project would not have significant cumulative noise impacts. 

Air Quality 

• Impact AQ-1: The Project would not create objectionable odors that would affect a 
substantial number of people. 
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• Impact AQ-3: The Project's construction activities would generate TACs, including 
DPM, but would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations. 

• Impact C·AQ: The Project could result in cumulative air quality impacts associated 
with criteria pollutant and precursor emissions and health risks, but the Project's 
contribution would not be cumulatively considerable. 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

• Impact C-GG-1: The Project would generate greenhouse gas en11ss1ons during 
Project construction and operation, but not at levels that would result in a significant 
impact on the environment or conflict with arty policy, plan, or regulation adopted for 
the purpose of reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 

Wind and Shadow 

• Impact WS-1: The Project would not alter wind in a manner that substantially 
. ;· affects public areas. 

• Impact WS-2: The Project would not create ne'.V shadow in a manner that could 
substantially affect outdoor recreation facilities or other public areas. 

• Impact C-WS: The Project would not have significant cumulative wind and shadow 
impacts. 

Recreation 

• Impact RE-1: The Project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facilities. 

• Impact .C-RE! The Project would not have a significant cumulative impact on 
·recreation. 

Utilities and Service Systems 

• Impact UT-1: The Project would not result in construction or expansion of water or 
wastewater treatment facilities, exceed wastewater treatment requirements, or 
stormwater ··drainage facilities, exceed wastewater requirements, or result in a 
determination by the wastewater treatment provider that there is insufficient capacity 
to serve the Project. 

• Impact UT-2: The Project would haye sufficient water supply available, and would 
not require new or expanded water supply resources or entitlements. 
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• Impact UT-3: The Project would be served by a landfill with sufficient pennit.ted 
capacity to accommodate the Project's solid waste disposal needs .. 

• Impact UT-4: The Project would comply with all applicable statutes and regulations 
related to solid waste . 

.. • Impact UT-5: The Project's construction would not result in a substantial adverse 
effect related to disruption, relocation, or accidental damage to existing utilities. 

• Im.pact C-Uf: The Prqject would not have a significant cumulative impact on 
utilities and service system·s. 

Biological Resources 

• Impact BI-2: The Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural comm~mity identified in local or regional plans, 
policies, and regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS. 

• Impact BI-3: The Project would not have ~ substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

• Impact BI-4: The Project would not interfere s~bstantially with the movement of 
any native resident or migratory fish or wil.dlife species, or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites .. 

Geology and Soils 

• Impact GE-1: The Project would not expose. people or structures to sub$tantial 
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of. a 
known earthquake fault, seismic groundshaking, or seismically induced ground 
failure. 

• Impact GE-2: The Project would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil. 

• Impact GE-3: The Project is not located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that couid become unstable as ·a result of the Project. 

• Impact C-GE: The Project would not have a significant cumulative impact related to 
geologic hazards. 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• Impact HY-1: Project constrnction would not violate any water quality standarcfa or 
waste discharge requirements or otherwise degrade water quality. 
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• Impact HY-2: Project operation would not contribute 1unoff water that would exceed 
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems, provide substantial an 
additional sources of poll.uted runoff, or, with the exception of potentially violating 
water quality standards, otherwise substantially degrade water quality. 

• Impact HY-3: The Project would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit 
in aquifer volun1e or a lowering of the local groundwater table level. 

• Impact HY-4: The Project would not alter the existing drainage pattern of the area in a 
manner that would result in substantial erosion, siltation, or flooding on or off the site. 

• Impact C-HY-1: The Project would not have a significant cumulative hydrology and 
water quality impact. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Impact HZ..1: Project construction would not result in a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials. 

Impact HZ..2: The Project would be constructed on a site identified on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 
but excavation activities would not expose workers and the public to adverse effect<; 
frofo release of hazardous materials. 

Impact HZ-3: Reconfiguration of the chemical building intedor would not expose 
workers and the public to hazardous building materials including asbestos-containing 
materials, lead-based paint, PCB's. bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate (DEHP), and mercury, 
or result in a release of these materials into the environment during construction. 

Impact HZ-4: The Project would not result in adverse effects related to hazardous 
emissions or handling of acutely hazardous materials within 14 mile of an existing 
school. 

• Impact HZ-5: The Project would not impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. 

• Impact C-HZ-1: The Project would not have a significant cumulative impact related 
to hazardous materials. 

Mineral and Energy Resources 

• Impact ME~l: The Project would not encourage activities that result in the use of 
large amounts of fuel, water, or energy, or use of these resources· in a wasteful 
manner. 
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• Impact C-ME: The Project would not have significant cumulative mineral and 
energy impacts. 

III. Findings of Potentially Significant or Significant Impacts 
That Can Be A voided or Reduced to a Less-Than-Significant Level 
through Mitigation and the Disposition of the Mitigation Measures 

CEQA requires agencies to adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a 
project's identified significant impacts or potentially significant impacts if such measures are 
feasible (unless mitigation to such levels is achieved through adoption of a project alternative). 
The findings in this 'Section III and in Section IV concern mitigation measures set forth in the 
EIR. These findings discuss mitigation measures as proposed in the EIR and recommended for 
adoption by the SFPUC, which can be implemented by the SFPUC. The mitigation measures 
proposed for adoption in .this section ·and referenced following each Project impact discussed in 
this Section III, are the same as the mitigation measures identified in the Final BIR for the 
Project. The full text of each mitigation measure listed in this secti.on is contained in the Final 
EIR and in Attachment B, the Ml\r1RP. The Commission finds that for the reasons set forth in the 
Final EIR and elsewhere in the record, the impacts identified in this section would be reduced to a 
less-than-significant level through implementation of the mitigation measures identified in this 
section .. 

Project Impacts 

Cultural Resources 

Impact CP-2: The proposed project could cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5. (Less than 
Significant with Mitigation) 

Based on the results of the background research, geoarchaeological assessment, and survey results, 
there is generally, throughout the CEQA Area of Potential Effect, a low potential for uncovering 
archaeological resources during Project construction. However, it is possible that previously 
unrecorded and buried (or otherwise obscured) archaeological deposits could be discovered during 
Project constrnction. Excavation, grading, and the movement of heavy construction vehicles and 
equipment could expose and cause impacts on unknown archaeological resources, which would be 
a significant impact. The impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level through 
mitigation measure M-CP-2, which requires avoidance measures or appropriate treatment. of 
cultural resources if accidentally discove.red. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CP-2, Accidental Discovery <!f Archaeological Resources 

Impact CP-3: The Project could directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature. (Less than Significant with Mitigation) 
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Ground-disturbing activities associated with the constntction of the recycled water treatment plant 
would extend about 23 feet into the Colma Formation, a geologic unit with a high paleontological 
sensitivity. Vertebrate fossils, including parts of mammoths and bison, have been found in the 
Colma Fonnation in San Francisco. Given the sensitivity of the Colma Fonnation and the depth of 
excavation, the Project could adversely impact paleontological resources at the water treatment. 
plant site, a significant impact. The impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level through 
mitigation measure M-CP-3, which requires the contractor to stop all ground disturbance within 50 
feet if a pa Jeon to logical resource is encountered · and to implement actions to investigate the 
discovery and recover fossil remains by a qualified professional before ground-disturbing activities 
can resume. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CP-3, Accidental Discovery of Paleon.tological Resources 

Impact CP-4: The proposed Project could accidentally disturb human remains, 
including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. (Less than Significant with 
Mitigation) 

Based 011 the background research, geological assessment, and survey results, there is a low 
potential for Project construction to uncover human remains, except for the Project area adjacent 
to the Golden Gate Cemetery (see Impact CP-5). Although 110 known human burials have been 
identified within the Project site, the possibility of encountering human remains cannot be entirely 
discounted. Earthmoving activities associated with Project construction could result in direct 
impacts on previously undiscovered human remains. Therefore, the disturbance to human remains 
could be a significant impact. The impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level through 
mitigation measure M-CP-4, which requires avoidance mea,;ures or the appropriate treatment of 
human remains if accidentally discovered .. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CP-4, Accidental Discovery ~f Human Remains 

Impact CP-5: Construction of the Project along Cement.Street from 36th Avenue to 
39th · Avenue on the south side· of Lincoln Park could disturb human remains 
associated with the historic-period Go!Q.en Gate Cemetery. (Less than Significant 
with Mitigation) 

The Project borders the boundary of Lincoln Park, the location of the historic-period Golden Gate 
Cemetery where 19th century inhabitants of San Francisco were buried. Past projects in the area 
have uncovered human remains, which have provided a wealth of information about the overall 
health 9f these former inhabi~ants. ·while there is a slight potential for the Project to uncover human 
remains, the disturbance of remains would be a significant impact. The impact would be reduced to 
a less-than-significant level. with the impleme11:tation of mitigation measure M-CP-5, which 
requires the development of a monitoring program to monitor for the presence of human remains 
in the historic-period during construction and to take specific steps to comply with legal 
requirements and to take mitigation actions to recover historically important data. 
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• Mitigation. Measure M-CP-5, Archeological Monitoring Program 

Air Quality 

Impact AQ~2: The Project's construction activities would generate fugitive dust and 
criteria air pollutants, and could violate an air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. (Less than Significant 
with Mitigation) 

When the construction schedules of components of the Project overlap, NOx emissions could 
exceed the BAAQMD's 54 pounds/day significance criterion, a significant impact. Mitigation 
measure M-AQ-2 would reduce the Project's combined construction-related criteria pollutant 
emissions below the significance criteria by using construction equipment with Tier 3 engines or 
better, reducing the impact to less than significant 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2, Construc1ion Emissions Minimhat.ion · 

Biological Resources 

Impact BI~l: The Project woul.d potentially have a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, on species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or spedal~status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, 
or by the CDFW or USFWS. (Less than Significant with Mitigation) 

The overall potential of the Project area to support special-status fish or plant species is 
considered low because the Project area lacks suitable habitat. Several special-status animals 
might use habitat in certain parts of the Project area or vicinity for roosting, foraging, or breeding 
purposes, including Califomia red-legged frog, western pond turtle, Yuma myotis, western red 
bat, and hoary bat. In addition, there are a number of native resident and migratory bird species 
protected under federal and State legislation with the potential to use trees, shrubs, and other 
habitats as well as buildings within the Project area for nesting and foraging. 

Existing trees at the Oceanside WPCP facility and the California Anny National Guard property, 
and in th.e vicinity of the Central Pump Station, could support native nesting birds. Removal and/or 
relocation of trees with active nests and construction q.oise and activity adjacent to such trees during 
bird nesting season could result in nest abandonment, destruction, injury or mortality of nestlings 
and disruption of reproductive behavior during the breeding season, including mortality of 
individual birds, such as red-shouldered hawk, red-tailed .hawk, Cooper's hawk, or American. 
kestrel, a significcmt impact. Implementation of mitigation measure M-BI-la would reduce potential 
impacts on special-status birds to a less-than-significant level by requiring surveys of the Project 
site to identify nests and protection of nesting birds. 

Vegetation clearing (including tree removal) at the Oceanside WPCP and the Central Pump· .. 
Station could result in dir~ct mortality of special-status bats. Direct mortality of special-status 
bats would be a .iign(fican.t impact. Mitigation measure BI-lb would require surveys of the 
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Project site within two weeks of tree removal. With implementation of M-BI-1 b, the impact on 

roosting bats would be. reduced to less than significant. 

Due to the proximity of aquatic habitat<; to the Lake Merced, North Lake, and Central Pump 

Station well facility sites, western pond turtle and California red-legged frog could utilize upland 

habitat where the Project construction activities will occur. If California red-legged frog or 

western pond turtle are present, they could be injtired or .killed, a significant impact. Mitigation 

measure M-BI-lc would mitigate the effect by requiring pre-construction surveys within 14 days 

of the construction activity. With implementation of mitigation measure M-BI-lc, the impact 

would be less than significant. 

• Mitigiition Measure M-BI-1a, Nesting Bird Protection Measures 
• Mitigation Measure M-BI~1b, Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Special-Status 

Bats 
• Mitigation Measure M-BI-1c, Avoidance and Minim'ization Measures for California 

Red-Legged Frog and Western Pond Turtle 

Cumulative Impacts 

Cultural Resources 

Impact C-CP: The Project could result in cumulatively considerable impacts related to 
historical, archaeological, paleontological resources or human· remains. (Less than 
Significant with Mitigation) 

Cumulative projects in the Project vicinity could adversely affect the same cultural resources 

affected by the Project and the Project could make a considerable contribution to a cumulative 

cultural resource impact, a sig,iificant impact The Project's impacts, however, are site specific and 

implementation of site-specific mitigation measures M-CP-2, M-CP-3, M-Cf-4 and M-CP-5 would 

reduce Project impacts such that the Project's contribution to this cumulative impact would be less 

than significant. 

. . . 

• Mitigati.on.Measure M-CP-2, Accidental Discovery of Archaeological Resources 
• Mitigation Measure M-CP-3, Accidental Discovery of Paleontological Resources 
• Mitigation Measure M-CP-4,.Acciden.tal Discove1y of Human Remain 
• Mitigation. Measure M-CP-5, Archeological Monitoring Program 

Biological Resources 

Impact C-BI-1: The Project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, could result in significant cttmulative 
impacts on biological resources·. (Less than Significant with Mitigation) 
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Construction of the Project has the potential to adversely affect special-status species, if present, 
including California red-legged frog, western pond turtle, special-status bats, and native nesting 
birds. It is assumed that the cumulative projects including the P!1St cumulative projects have 
already caused substantial adverse cumulative changes to biological resources in San Francisco; 
the Project area was converted from its original sand dune habitat to current uses. Current and 
reasonably fore.seeable projects could have construction-related impacts if construction occurs at 
the same time as the Project. These projects include the Vista Grande Drainage Basin 
Improvement Plan, the Parkmerced Project, and the San Francisco Groundwater Supply Project. 
The Project's contributio1).to cumulative impacts on biological resources would be cumulatively 
considerable, a significant impact. However, with the implementation of Project-level mitigation 
measures to reduce impacts to these species, the Project's incremental contribution to potential 
cumulative impacts on biological resources would not be cumulativ_ely considerable (less than 
significant). 

• Mitigatimi Measure M-Bl-la, Nesting Bird Protection Measures 
• Mitigation Measure M-B1-1b, Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Special-Status · 

Bats 
• Mitigation Me,1sure M-BI-lc, Avoidance and Minimization Measures for California 

Red-Legged Frog and Western Pond Turtle 

IV. Significant Impacts That Cannot Be Avoided or Reduced.to a 
Less-Than-Significant Level 

WSIP Impact 

Based on substantial evidence in the whole; record of these. proceedings, the SFPUC finds that, 
where feasible, changes or alterations have been required or incorporated into the SFRW Project 
to reduce the significant environmental impacts as identified in the Final EIR for the Project. All 
Project-specific impacts will be reduced to a less-than-significant level with the implementation 
of the mitigation measures proposed in the Final EIR and set forth in the MMRP, attached hereto 
as Attachment B. 

The SFPUC further finds, however, that the Project is a component of the WSIP and, therefore, 
will contribute to th.e significant and unavoidable impact caused by the WSIP water supply 
decision. For the WSIP impact listed below, the effect remains significant and unayoidable. The 
SFPUC determines that the following significant impact on the environment, as reflected in the 
Final PEIR, is unavoidable, but under Public Resources Code Section 2108l(a) (3) and (b), and 
CEQA Guidelines Sections 1509l(a) (3), I5092(b) (2) (B), and 15093, the SFPUC determines 
that the impact is acceptable due to the overriding consideratibns described iu Section VI below. 
This findin~ is supported by substantial evidence in the record of this proceeding. 

The WSIP PEIR and· this Commission's Resolution No. 08-0200 related to the WSIP water 
supply decision identified three significant and unavoidable impacts of the WSIP: Impact 5.4.1-2-
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Stream Flow: Effects on flow along Alameda Creek· below the Alameda c,:eek Division. Dam; 
impact 5.5.5-1-Fisheries: Effects on fi.shery resources in C,ystal Springs reservoir (Upper and 
Lower); and Impact 7-l~Indirect gr'ovvth inducing impacts in the SFPUC service area. 
Mitigation measures that were proposed in the PEIR wen~ adopted by this Commission for these 
impacts; however, the mitigation measures could not reduce all the impac.ts to a less than 
significant level, and these impacts were detemlined to be significant. and unavoidable. This 
Commission has already adopted the mitigation measures proposed in the PEIR to reduce these 
impacts when it approved the WSIP in its Resolution No. 08-0200. This Commission also 

· adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program as part of that approval. The findings 
regarding the three impacts and mitigation measures for these impacts set forth in Resolution No. 
08-0200 are incorporated into these findings by this reference, as though fully set forth in these 
CEQA Findings. 

Subsequent to the certification of the PEIR, the Planning Department has conducted more 
detailed, site:specific review of tw·o of the significant and unavoidable water supply impacts 
identified in the PEIR. In the c'ase of Impact 5.5.SA, the Project-level fisheries analysis in the 
Lower Crystal Springs Dam Improvement Project Final EIR modifies the PEIR impact 
determination based on more detailed site-specific data and analysis and determined that impacts 
on fishery resources due to inundation effects would be less than significant. Project-level 
conclusions supersede any contrary impact conclusions in the PEIR. The SFPUC adopted CEQA 
Findings with respect to the approval of the Lower Crystal Springs Dam Improvement Project in 
Resolution No. 10-01.75. The CEQA Findings in Resolution No. 10-0175 related to the impacts 
on fishery resources due to inundation effects are incorporated into these findings by this 
reference, as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. 

In the case of Impact 5.4.1-2, the project ·1evel analysis in the Calaveras Dam Replacement 
·project Final EIR modifies the PEIR determination and concludes that .the impact related to 
stream flow along Alameda Creek betwe~n the diversion dam and the confluence with Calaveras 
Creek (PEIR Impact 5.4.1.-2) will be less than significant based on more detailed, site-specific 
modeling and data. Project-level conclusions supersede any contrary impact conclusions in the 
PEIR. The SFPUC adopted CEQA Findings with respect to the approval of the Calaveras Dam 
Improvement Project in Resolution No. 11-0015. The CEQA Findings in Resolution No. 11-0015 
related to the. impacts on fishery resources due to inundation effects are incorporated into these 
findings by this reference, as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. 

The remaining significant and unavoidable water supply impact listed in Resolution No. 08-0200 
is as follows, relating to Impact 7-1: 

Potentiaily Significant and Unavoidable WSIP Water Supply and System Operation 
Impact 

• Growth: Indirect growth-inducement impacts in the SFPUC service area. 
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V. Evaluation of Project Alternatives 

This section describes the Project as well as alternatives and the reasons for approving the Project 
and for rejecting the alternatives as infeasible. CEQA mandates that an BIR evaluate a reasonable 
range of alternatives to the Project or the Project location that generally reduce or avoid 
potentially significant impacts of the Project. CEQA requires that every EIR also evaluate a 

· "No Project" alternative. Alternatives provide a basis of comparison to the Project in terms of 

their significant impacts and their ability to meet Project objectives. This comparative analysis is 
used to consider rea.<,onable, potentially feasible options for minimizing environmental 
consequences of the Project. 

A. Reasons for Approval of the Project 

The overall goals of the WSIP for the regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water and a gravity-driven system. 

• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes - deliver basic service to the three. regions in the' 
service .area within 24 hours and restore facilities to meet average-day demand within 30 
days after a major ea1thquake. 

• Increase delivery reliability - allow planned maintenance shutdown without customer 
service interruption and minimize risk of service intenuption from unplanned outages. 

• Meet customer water supply needs through 2018 - meet average annual water purchase 
requests during non-drought years and meet dry-year delivery needs while limiting 
rationing to a maximum 20 percent systemwide; diversify water supply options during non­
drought and drought years and improve use of new water resources, including the use of 
groundwater, recycled water, conservation and transfers. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system. 

The Project would help meet WSIP level-of-service goals and system performance objectives. 
Specific objectives of the Projt.'Ct are to: 

• Diversify the SFPUC's water supplies by developing recycled water. 

• Develop a new water supply in San Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant. 

• Reduce the use of potable water and groundwater for irrigation and other nonpotabl.e uses by 
supplying those demands with recycled water. 

The WSIP aims to provide. a total of 10 mgd annual average of water supply from recycled water, 
groundwater, and conservation projects to meet retail demand in San Francisco, Of this amount, 

21 

L__ ___ . __ 137 



the WSIP project description indicated that approximately 4 mgd _annual average would be 

derived from recycled water projects in San Francisco. This Project would provide up to 2 mgd of 

recycled water; currently identified customers are estimated to use 1.6 mgd: Also, this Project 
would enable implementation of the SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project, approved by the 

SFPUC in December, 20l3. The SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project calls for installation of 
new groundwater wells to recover 2.5 to 3.0 mgd of groundwater in the first phase and conversion 

of existing in-igation wells in Golden Gate Park to potable use, providing LO to 1.5 mgd of 
groundwater in the second phase. The second phase cannot occur until recycled water is available 

for Golden Gate Park landscaping or until another landscaping water source is identified. Thus 
the Project would also help meet the WSIP goal of providing approximately 4 mgd annual 

average of water supp~y from groundwater. 

· This increase in water supply would impl'.ove the SFPUC' s ability to deliver water to its 
customers in San Francisco during both drought and non-drought periods. The Project will help 

the SFPUC to diversify its water supply portfolio, which largely consists of imported surface 

water. It would add up to 2 mgd from' recycled water to the SFPUC water supply, and enable 
implementation of the second phase the SFPUC's Groundwater Supply Project, which would 
provide 1.0 to 1.5 mgd of groundwater to the SFPUC's potable water supply. The proposed 
Project is a fundamental component of the SFPUC_'s WSIP and is needed to fully meet WSIP 
goals and objectives, in particular those for seismic reliability, delivery reliability, and water 
supply reliability. 

B. Alternatives Rejected and Reasons for Rejection 

The Commission rejects the alternatives set forth in the Final EIR and listed below because the 
Commission finds that there is substantial evidence, including evidence of economic, legal, 
social, technological, and other considerations described in this section in addition to those 
described in Section VI below under CEQA Guidelines 1509I(a)(3), that make such Alternatives 
infeasible. In making these infeasibility determinations, the Commission is aware that CEQA 
defines "feasibility" to mean "capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a 
reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social, legal, and 

technological factors." The Commission is also aware that under CEQA case law the concept of 

"feasibility" encompasses (i) the question of whether a particular alternative promotes the 
underlying goals and objectives of a project, and (ii) the question of whether an alternative is 
"desirable" from a policy standpoint· to the extent that desirability is based on a reasonable 
balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors. 

Alteniative A: No Project 

Under the No Project Alternative, the SFRW Project would not be constructed or operated. -The 
proposed recycled water treatment, storage, a11d distribution facilities would not be constructed 
and 1.6 mgd of recycled water would not be produced or delivered to cnstomers to offset potable 
demand Existing irrigation demand at Gotde11 Gate Park, Lincoln Park, and the Presidio, as well 
as lake refill would continue to be met with ex.isling potable sources and groundwater. The two 
existing irrigation wells in Golden Gate Park that are part of the second phase of the SFPUC's 
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Groundwater Supply Project would not be converted to potable groundwater well facilities unless 
and until another source of water for irrigation and lake fill can be found. 

The No Project Alternati.ve would not meet any of the project objectives, which are to diversify 
the SFPUC's water supplies by developing recycled water, develop a new water supply in San 
Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant, and reduce the use of potable water and 
groundwater for iITigation and other nonpotable uses by supplying those demands with recycled 
water. Also, it would fail to meet the WSIP goals and objectives that rely directly on the 
contribution of the Project to fulfill systemwide level of service objectives. If the Project is not 
constructed, the SFPUC's water supply portfolio would not include up to 2 mgd of recycled 
water. It would also prevent the SFPUC from implementing the second phase of SFPUC' s 
Groundwater Suppfy Project, which would produce 1.0 to 1.5 mgd of groundwater. This phase of 
the project cannot be implemented until another source of water besides groundwater is provided 
to Golden Gate Park for irrigation and lake refill. The SFPUC would be limited in its ability to 
meet its adopted WSIP seismic delivery and water supply reliability goals, particularly in the San 
Francisco region, because of reduced water supply in San Francisco. 

Under the No Project Alternative, current conditions would continue and all construction-related 
impacts would be avoided. Consequently, there would be no potential to encounter previously 
unrecorded and buried archaeological deposits, archeological resources, human remains, or 
legally-significant prehistoric depositions within the Colma Formation at the Oceanside WPCP. 
No construction activities means that fugitive dust and criteria pollutant emissions would not 
occur and there would be no constmction-related effects or disturbance to special,status species, 
including the California red-legged frog, western pond turtle, nesting birds and roosting bats. 
While the No Project Alternative would avoid or reduce impacts that would occur compared to 
those of the Project, the Project impacts would be fully mitigated through the adoption of 
identified mitigation measures. The only unmitigated impact that would occur with the Project is 
the Project's contribution to the WS1P impact of indirect impacts related to growth: To the extent 
that the 2 mgd of water supply from the· Project contributes to growth, the Project's contribution 
to the indirect impacts associated with growth would not occur with the No Project Alternative. 

The Commission rejects the No Pr~ject Alternative as infeasible because it would not meet any of 
the· project objectives, and because it would jeopardize the SFPUC' s ability to ineet the adopted 
WSIP goals and objectives as set forth in SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200. 

Alternative B: Project Design Alternative 

Alternative B: Project. Design Alternative, would locate the recycled water treatment plant at the 
San Francisco Zoo overflow parking lot, a 2.3 acre site north of the Oceanside WPCP and east of 
the Great Highway. Under the Project as· proposed. the site would. be used for construction 
staging. Storage and pumping facilities that under the Project would be located at the Central 
Reservoir site in Golden Gate Park would instead be located with the recycled water treatment 
plant at the San Francisco Zoo overflow parking lot. Under this Alternative, distribution pipelines 
would avoid Route 35/Skyline Boulevard and streets adjacent to Sunset Boulevard and instead, 
d.istribution pipelines would run from the San Francisco Z-00 overflow parking lot no11h to 
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Wawona Street, then east to 34th Street, and north up 34th Street into Golden Gate .Park 

Construction activities would be sequenced and staggered, reducing the amount of concurrent 
construction ant;! extending the overall Project constmction duration. Staging would not occur at 
Harding Road and Herbst Road. Other aspects of the Project would remain unchanged and the 

Project would be able to produce the same 5 mgd peak flow amount, or 2 mgd annual average 

amount of recycled water. 

This Alternative reduces impacts on cultural resources in several ways. As a result of decreasing 
the area· of construction activities slightly by consolidating the treatment and storage facilities to 

one area at the San Francisco Zoo overflow parking lot instead of at the Oceanside WPCP and 
Central Reservoir sites, the impacts on unknown archaeological resources and human remains 

would be reduced. This Alternative would eliminate the potential impacts to paleontological 
resources because it would avoid construction in the Colma Formation below the Oceanside 
WPCP site. As a result of reducing impacts on cultural resources, the Alternative would make 

Jess of a contribution to cumulative impacts on cultural resources. 

The daily impact on air quality would be less under Alternative B than the Project. By 
construction sequencing and staggering construction activities, Alternative B would reduce the 

amount of fugitive dust and criteria pollutants emitted at one time, thereby reducing the potential 
to exceed regulatory thresholds based on emissions per day. However, the total amount of 
construction would not be reduced and the total amount of air pollution would be the same as for 
the Project.· 

Alternative B would reduce impacts on biological resources. Fewer impacts could occur to 
nesting bin;ls because trees would not need to be removed between the Oceanside WPCP and the 

Ca!lfornia National Guard property. Also, vegetation clearing at the Central Reservoir site would 
be avoided as would disturbance of trees on Route 35/Skyline Boulevard and Sunset Avenue. 

Pipeline construction that would instead occur on Wawona Street and 34th Avenue would disturb 
few trees. Alternative B also would reduce impacts on roosting bats by reducing construction near 
trees in the vicinity of the Oceanside WPCP, Lake Merced, and the Central Pump Station site 
where bats are thought most likely to roost. Finally, the elimination of constrnctio11 near Lake 

Merced, along Route 35/Skyline Boulevard, and near Harding and Herbst Roads, and elimination 
of most construction around the Central Reservoir site, would reduce impacts on the Western 
Pond turtle and California red-legged frog, which may be found in upland habitat in these areas. 
The only remaining areas where these species may be found, at Metson and Lloyd Lakes in 
Golden Gate Park would have. minimal construction nearby, limited to installation of pipeline 
distribution lines. As a result of reduced impacts on biological resources under Alternative B, the 

conh'ibuti.on to cumulative impacts to biological resources also wot1ld be reduced as compared to 
the Project. 

This Alternative also would increase certain impacts as compared to the Project and result in 
different impacts than the Project in the areas of noise, traffic, and energy use, Alternative B 
would increase construction and operational noise levels in the vicinity of the San Francisco Zoo 

by moving the construction activities and facilities approximately 900 feet closer to Zoo facilities 
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as compared to the Project. Increased noise could negativel_y impact Zoo animals. Operational 
noise impacts might be reduced through noise reduction berms. 

Shifting the location of construction of the recycled water treatment plant could increase truck 
traffic along the Great Highway and potentially require lane detours. Also, relocating distribution 
pipelines from Route 35/Skyline Boulevard and Sunset Avenue to Wawona Street and 34th 
Avenue would cause an increase in traffic on narrower roadways, possibly increasing traffic 

impacts. 

Finally, locating the recycled water storage reservoir at the Zoo parking lot instead of at the 
Central Reservoir site would require additional energy to pump recycled water over longer 
distances and elevations to customers north of the Central Reservoir site. Under the Projed, four 
100 horsepower pumps (one standby) would be installed at the Central Reservoir site in a new 
pump station to pump recycled water from the Central Reservoir to users in Golden Gate Park 
and north. There also would be three pumps with motors of up to 200 horsepower to pump 
recycled water from· the treatment facility to the Central Reservoir site. Under Alternative B, a 
new pump station would be installed instead at the Zoo parking lot site, with three or more up to 
400 horsepower pumps installed to pump recycled water to all the planned distribution points. By 
comparison, Alternative B would require more energy to distribute the recycled water to the same 
planned distribution points. 

The Project Design Alternative would meet all of the Project objectives and WSIP goals and 
objectives, although completion of the Project would be delayed due to a longer construction 
schedule. It is also possible that future treatment plant operations would be restricted because of 
proximity to the Zoo facilities and concern by the Zoo of disruption to Zoo activities and 
disturbance of animals. 

The SFPUC rejects the Project Design Alternative as infeasible. While the Project Design 
Alternative would reduce some impacts to cultural resources, biological resources, and air 
quality, all of the Project impacts that it would reduce will be reduced to less than significant 
levels m1der the Project w.ith the implementation of adopted mitigation measures. The Project 
Design Alternative will increase other impacts in the areas of noise and traffic. It is possible that 
such effects, if significant, could be mitigated but may affe~t Project operations. Alternative B 
also would increase energy use by requiring the pumping of recycled water over a longer 
distances and elevations than· under the Project, resulting in energy waste. Thus; the Project 
Design Alternative does not have a clear environmental benefit over the Project as the Project 
would mitigate its impacts and it is unclear whether the increased impacts of the Project Design 
Alternative can be fully mitigated. 

Most problematic from a feasibility perspective is the fact that the SFPUC does not have control 
over the proposed site for the co-located recycled water treatment plant, pump station, and water 
.storage facilities at the San Francisco Zoo overflow parking lot.. The parking lot is under the 
management of the San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department with the premises leased to 
the nonprofit San Francisco Zoological Society. The SFPUC would need the consent of the San 
Francisco Zoo and the San Francisco Recreation and Parks Departments to obtain use of the site. 

25 

141 

I 
'[ 

I 
i 



The SFPUC has been informed that the Too has plans to use the · site for necessary Zoo 
operations, including meeting stringent animal isolation and testing requirements. the San 
Francisco Zoo and the Recreation and Parks Departments are therefore, unlikely to readily agree 
to the SFPUC taking over use of the site. 

Under the circumstances, the SFPUC finds that the Project Design Alternative is not feasible as 
the site is currently and in the future projected to be needed by the San: Francisco Zoo for its own 
operations. ln addition, even if the San Francisco Zoo and the Recreation and Parks Departments 
might eventually ~ree to the SFPUC's use of the site, the SFPUC is faced with an unpredictable 
period of delay in implementing the Project. Finally, the Project Design Altemaiive would result 
in minimal to 110 benefit to the environment. All Project impacts, with the ex~eption of the WSrP­
related impact to growth are mitigable. On the other hand, the Project Design Alternative would 
cause energy waste and it would have the sarne WSIP-related impact to growth. For all of these 
,reasons, the SFPUC rejects the Project Design Alternative as infeasible. 

Alternative C: Reduced Project Alternative 

The Reduced Project Alternative would eliminate recycled water supply to Lincoln Park and the 
Presidio. Underthe Reduced Project Alternative, a new underground storage reservoir and pump 
station would not be constructed at the Central Reservoir site and distribution pipelines north of 
the Central Reservoir would be eliminated. The size of the recycled water treatment plant and 
storage at the Oceanside WPCP would be reduced somewhat and the constmction duration would 
be shorter. As a r~sult of these changes from the Project, the recycled water treatment plant would 
have a reduced peak-day capacity of 3.8 mgd instead of 5 mgd and an annual average capacity of 
l. 7 mgd instead of 2.0 mgd. · 

This Alternative reduces impacts on cultural resources in several ways. First, as a result of 
eliminating recycled water supply to Lincoln Park, significant potential impacts on human 
remains that may be associated with the former Golden Gate Cemetery site (e.g. Lincoln Park) 
would be avoided. Second, construction of a smaller recycled water supply treatment plant, 
eliminating new storage· and pumpil)g facilities at the Central Reservoir site, and eliminating 
distribution pipelines north of the Central Reservoir reduces the area of excavation, reducing 
potential exposure to unlmown archeological resources and unknown human remains. Third; 
constrncting a smaller recycled water treatment plant reduces potential impacts to paleontological 
resources that may be found in the Colma Formation as less excavation in that area would be 
· required. Finally, by reducing cultural resource impacts, the contribution to cumulative impacts 
on cultural resources also would be reduced. 

Alternative C would not reduce the daily impact on air quality, but because total construction 
acti_vities are re.duced, the tot~! volume of air pollution emitted during construction is less under 
Alternative C than the Project. 

Alternative C would reduce impacts on biological resources. Fewer impacts could occur to 
nesting birds, California red-legged frog and western pond turtle as a result of reduced 
construction activities at the Central Reservoir site where these species could be impacted. As a 
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result of reduced impacts on biological resources under Alternative C, this alternative would 

make less of a contribution to cumulative impacts to biological resources as compared to the 

Project. 

Alternative C also would reduce energy usage as compared to the Project because it would 
eliminate the need to pump recycled water to Lincoln Park and the Presidio from the Central 
Reservoir site. Alternative C would also reduce the contribution to the WSIP' s indirect growth 
inducing impact by reducing the amount of water that could be supplied to a growing population. 

Alternative C: Reduced Project Alternative would meet the Project objectives, which are to 
diversify the SFPUC's water supplies by developing recycled water, develop a new water supply 
in San Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant, and reduce the use of potable water 
and groundwater for irrigation and other nonpotable uses by supplying those demands with 
recycled water. However, by reducing the capacity of the recycled water treatment plant, 
Alternative C would not provide the full amount of recycled water supply provided under the 
Project so the degree to which it would meet the last of these objectives would be reduced 
somewhat. Alternative C would enable implementation of the SFPUC's Groundwater Supply 
Project, approved by the SFPUC in December, 2013, because it would provide recycled water to 
Golden Gate Park, facilitating the implementation of the second phase of the SFPUC's 
Groundwater Supply Project, which calls for conversion of existing irrigation wells in Golden 
Gate Park to potable use, providing 1.0 to 1.5 mgd of groundwater. 

However, Alternative C would only partially meet the WSIP goals and objectives that rely 
directly on the contribution of the Project to fulfill systemwide level of service objectives, The 
WSIP aims to provide a total of 10 mgd annual average of water supply from recycled water, 
groundwater, and conservation projects to meet retail demand in San Francisco. Of this amount, 
the WSif' project description indicated that approximately 4 mgd annual average would be 
derived from recycled water projects in San Francisco. The Project would provide up to 2 mgd of 
recycled water on an annual average basis, and 5 mgd peak day flow, but under Alternative C this 
would be reduced to 1.7 mgd annual average and 3.8 mgd peak day tlow. Under the project, 
currently identified customers ha.ve a demand of 1.6 mgd annual average and 4 mgd peak-day, 
but customer served would be reduced to those with a ~emand of 1.38 mgd annual average and 
2.8 l mgd peak day. Customers at Lincoln Park and the Presidio that could use recycled water 
would continue to use potable water sources for irrigation. 

To the extent that Alternative C fails to fully satisfy WSIP identified water supply goal& and 
objectives as approved under SFPUC Resolution 08-0200, it would limit the, SFPUC's ability to 
provide water to customers during both drought and non-drought periods and may prevent the 
SFPUC from limiting rationing during drought periods to a maximum 20 percent systemwide. 
Customers in San Francisco would be most affected as water supply in the city would be reduced 
during peak demand periods by up to I.2 mgd. As a result, the SFPUC may need to revise the 
WSIP goals and objectives or develop additional water supply projects. 

Environmentally Superior Alternative. The Reduced Project Alternative would be the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative, other than the No Project Alternative. The Reduced 
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Project Alternative would not increase any impacts and it would reduce impacts on cultural 
resources and biological resources. Also, it would red~ce energy use and reduce the total amount 
of air pollution produced by the Project 

The Reduced Project Alternative would still contribute to the WSIP's significant and unavoidable 
indirect impact related to growth, but to a lesser degree th~n for the Project, as it would provide 
0.3 mgd less of water supply on an annual average basi_s that could contribute to growth. 

Tbe Commission rejects the Reduced Project Alternative as infeasible because it .will not allow 
the SFPUC to fully m~t WSIP goals and objectives. Additionally, although this alternative 
would generally meet the SFPUC's objectives for the Project, it would not satisfy the Project's 
third objective to the same degree as the Project, namely to reduce the use of potable water and 
groundwater for irrigation and other nonpotable uses by supplying those demands with recycled 
water. Likewise, it would only partially meet the WSIP goals and objectives, which rely directly 
on the up to 2 mgd of local recycled water supply on the west side of San Francisco that the 
Prqject would provide to fulfill systemwide level of service objectives. The total average yield 
under normal operations for the Reduced Project Alternative would be 1.1· mgd, causing the 
SFPUC to fall short of the 2 mgd annual water sqpply designed for the Project and the WSIP 
identified supply need of 4 mgd from local re.cycled water supply by· 2018. Although the SFPUC 
originally envisioned that the 4 mgd of recycled water would supply customers on the west side· 
of San Francisco and now the SFPUC expects the west side recycled water demand to be 

. somewhat reduced, the SFPUC has not revised its originally WSIP goal of obtaining 4 mgd from 
recyclt::d water and is exploring recycled water supply options on the east side of the City. Thus, 
if .the Project were sized below the Project size of 2 mgd annual average, and designed not to 
serve Lincoln Park and the Presidio, some viable recycled water supply customers on the west 
side of San Francisco would not be able to make use of recycled water and instead would need to 
continue to use groundwater or imported surface water for irrigation and other nonpotable uses. 
Such a situation would be contrary to the WSIP goal of diversifying water supply options and 
improving use of new water resources, such as recycled water. For these reasons, the SFPUC 
rejects the Reduced Yield Altef.\"lative as infeasible. 

VI. Statement of Overriding Considerations 
Pursuant to CEQA Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15093, the Commission hereby 
finds, aft.er consideration of the Final EIR and the evidence in the record, that each of the specific 
overriding economic, legal, social, technological and other benefits of the Project as set forth 
below, independently and collectively outweighs the significant and unavoidable impacts and is 
an overriding consideration warranting approval of the Project. Any 011e of the reasons for 
approval cited below is sufficient to justify approval of the Project. Thus, even ifa court were to 
conclude that not every reason is supported ~y substantial evidence, the Commission will stand 
by its determination that each individual reason is sufficient. The substantial evidence supporting 
the various benefits can be found in the preceding findings, which are incorporated by ·reference 

· into this section, and in the documents found in the Record of Proceedings, as defined -in Section 
I. 
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On the basis of the above findings and the substantial evidence in the whole record of this 
· proceeding, the Commission specifically finds that there are significant benefits of the Project in 
spite of the unavoidable significant impacts, and therefore makes this Statement of Overriding 
Considerations. The Commission further finds that, as pmt of the process of obtaining Project 

· approval, all significant effects on the environment from implementation of the Project have been 
eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible. All mitigation measures proposed in t)1e Final 
EIR for the Project are adopted as part of this approval action. Furthennore, the Commission has 
determined that any remaining significant effects on the environment found to be unavoidable are· 
acceptable due to the following specific overriding economic, technical, -legal, social, and other 
considerations. 

The Project will have the following benefits: 

• The Project will expand and diversify the SFPUC's water supply portfolio to increase system 
reliability, particularly for retail customers in San Francisco. The Project provides an 

additional 2 mgd of water supply from other than imported surface water, the main water 
supply source in the SFPUC water system. 

• The Project will increase the use of local water supply sources. The Project provides 2 mgd 
of recycled water to irrigators on the Westside of San Francisco who are now using imported 
potable surface Water or groundwater for i1Tigation. 

• The Project will redltce dependence on imported surface water. The Project provides 2 mgd 
from local 1:ecycled water. 

• The Project, by providing recycled water for irrigation and lake refill in Golden Gate Park 
will enable the implementation of the second phase of the SFPUC's San Francisco 
Groundwater Supply Project, which will provide LO to 1.3 mgd of potable groundwater 
supply. 

In addition, the Project will further the WS1P's goals and o~jectives. As part of the approval of 
Resolution 08-2000, the SFPUC adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations as to why the 
benefits of the WSIP outweighed the significant and unavoidable impacts associated with the 
WSIP. This Statement of Overriding Considerations is relevant to the significant and unavoidable 
impact related to growth-inducement to which this Project contributes. The findings regarding the 
Statement of Overriding Considerations set forth in Resolution No. 08-2000 are incorporated into 
these findings by this reference, as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. In addition, for 
the pmticular reasons set fo1th below, this Project helps to implement the following benefits of · 
the WSIP: 

• Implementation of the WSIP wHI reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. The WSIP includes 
many features that are designed to improve the seismic safety and reliability of the water 
system as a means of saving human life and property under a catastrophic earthquake 
scenario or even a disaster scenario not rising to the level of catastrophe. Effecting the 
improvements to assure the water system's continued reliability, and developing it as part of a 
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larger, integrated water security strategy, is critical to the Bay Area's economic security, 
competitiveness and quality of life. This Project provides a critical source of water - local 
recycled water - that will be available even if it is not possible for a period of time to obtain 
imported surface water from the SFPUC's regional water system. 

• The WSIP would meet SFPUC customer water supply needs by providing 265 mgd of 
retail and wholesale customer purchases from the SFPUC watersheds, and meet or offset 
the remaining 20 mgd through conservation, recycled water, and groundwater in the retail 
and wholesale service areas. Ten mgd of this would be met, as proposed under the 
WSIP, through conservation, recycled water, and groundwater projects in San Francisco, 
and 10 mgd would be met through local conservation, recycled water and groundwater 
in the wholesale service area. Of the I.O mgd that would come from projects in San 
Francisco, the WSIP identifies 4 mgd from local recycled water. This Project would provide 
up to 2 mgd of this critical 4 mgd of local recycled water. In addition, by providing recycled 
water to Golden Gate Park, this Project will enable implementation of the second phase of 
the SFPUC's San Francisco Groundwater Supply Project, which will provide 1.0 to 1.3 mgd 
of potable groundwater for San Francisco residents, water thafis currently used for irrigation 
and lake refill in Golden Gate Park. 

• The WSIP will substantially improve use of new water sources and drought management, 
including use of groundwater, recycled water, conservation, and transfers. A critical part of 
the WSIP is to provide water from new·sources other than from imported su1face water from 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley or watersheds in Alameda County and the Peninsula. This Project 
is imp01tant to meeting the WSIP goal of providing local recycled water in San Francisco. 

• The WSIP projects are designed to meet applicable federal and state· water quality 
requirements. This Project, which will produce recycled water by treating sanitary sewage 
with microfiltration/ultrafiltration, reverse osmosis, and ultraviolet light disinfection, will 
provide recycled water that meets or exceeds the California Department of Public Health 
requirements for disinfected tertiary recycled water. 

• The WSIP will diversify water supply options during non-drought and drought periods. The 
Project supports this WSIP objective by providing up to 2 mgd of local recycled water during 
both drought and non-drought periods. 

Having considered these benefits, including the benefits discussed in Section l . above, the 
Commission finds that the benefits of the Project and the Project's fmtherance of the WSIP goals 
and objectives outweigh the unavoidable adverse environrne-ntal effects, and that the adverse 
environmental effects are therefore acceptable. 
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readily 1w,11iab)c \11 the sde11nfk .-ommunlty thtolll:\h 111,lv(!r,:ily ~'\lr11tion or uthcr L 

----~· .appwpn11t.eme.i.111,.. --·----·· ------· -----.... .l-..·--·--···-----·-·· ----··-····- -
8EM I" (SFPUC) Bu/6811 DI E1ivlronrr1•:1Jl~I M1m&Ohmonl 
COFW"' Clll,lomia oup.arlmc,tll of fl!lh :ind 'Mkllifc 

c·Me"' (tlFPUCJ cons1rudion Mun:,011mant a11re1111 
EMB = (SFPUCJ Enoine11rfng 1Mn1111ement Bure;u 

fRO =SF Plaonlng Depanmorit Envlrorin'l4nta\Revl1w Olflalr 
SFf'UC., Snn F1.1nt:h~ Pt1blii: Ull!hlt.:i Commls~kin 
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SAN FRANCISCO WESTSIDE JtECYCLllP WATER PilOJECT (SF Em·ironmer.tal Planning C.l.5e No. 2008.00912:E) -MITIGATION M.ONITORlNC AND Rlli'Ol{TING PR.OGRAM (Continued) ·· -1 · - 1== ---~----·------. ?\\tonlforingand Reporling. ProgT~~=------· 
impact I Rc\'tcwlng and 

No, Jin.pact S\J.mmary Adopt~d Mitigation Measaros Responsible Party Approval P.arty Moni!oring and Reportint: Acfions 

BEM = (SFPLIC) Bureau tifEtlvln;imr~nllll M•m11wnent 
CUfW"'Cal,JarnlaOap..,rtl1111n1ofF"1:Shar.d~l!fe 

s~n F11111Q,coW...IS"" flec:ydt<JW.lar Pro)~ 
MURP 

CMB'" lBFPUC) canst111t:t!a11 MiltU1gen;eut BUIP..!U 
fM6"' (Sl'PUC) Eng111,1uir'J Manaa•ll\$n\ Butou 

ERO= SF Pl&nnrng O!panment EnWOl\mcnt1J Review Otfl~r 
Sf PUC:: San Fnncl.1,,;:.o Publte\.l\il!liet Cumm1,~ 
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SAN .FRANCISCO WESTSIDE' RF.CYCLRD WATER PROJECT (Sf Envh:otunental Plannin" Ca.se. Na. l008.00911B)-MITIGAT10N MONlTORING A.ND REPORl'I~G PROGRAM (Continued) 

;:~~ltur~~~1~f~~.t;!,~f?,~:t~·~¥.~~W,f.llU:11~(::~~~:t,v·. • ·. '-~i4.~:::_,. ·-.,~~t!::.·;:;•:• :•;"~f.l;t'f.:, ,-: ·:i:F:f;~i!.'' •,~' '.'!{§fj112:-;:: '~.~r:::• : .. :~;Ii"'.'', V£f~fi',t • • 'f:.~~~~~~ ' :•:~=~J&t~:~•,•' ~4~w:'. ' ''t;;£~~/i,I:'·;: •~:;~~;:F :: • .· .-,·•rr-, '_i·,:_::::;y·~~~~: l llwUnoolnJ'arkPwnpSL:llion.TiwAMPslu.llbe.::onductedlnuu::oJdam:ewiththe • 1 
approved AMI'. The AMP shall minimally include the following provisions: 

• Thi! lll'dleolugic-.U roruuh;mt, pro}(lct ~vonsor, iU\,t liN.D s}lc,11 w~et and ri..n::,\11 011 thii 
l>Wpl: cil' lht AMf' ,,..,,,,un:.il.i1y priLlf ln ;my ph.1~1:\-rcl;iteJ ,;oll<o dr,iturldng ;ict!vltic~ 
cowmm.:ing. 11w Imo in consuho,1tion wilh tho! arclleoloi;k.d ool\S\l\lanr ~hall 
de1ermlfll' wh.1! projeci adlvities ihllll be uch11ologlc.llly monltoNd nnd. the 
(reqt.11!:l\ty. ln mos\ Ci\!,\.'$.. ~}' soll:1-,ltslurblng "1ilvitlcs,such as dunwllbc111i 
fouml,1ti1,n J\•muva\ l .. .::.>v.>lfon. gr~dins, ulillliti irlstnllat!un. foundllUDn work., 
driving of pd~ (fuunJ.11ion, !.hi.Iring, rte.), Slle uimed.lalh:m. l!k., shall t~-tu~ 
archeologicaJ moniu>ring bec-.1.u$c .it I.he risk thQ'.e adivltles pose lo polo!-ntlill hum.1.n 
reint1lnsantltothelrdcposlllon11lc,mlc11:I; 

The m-d1~11loi;ical ccnuull.lJ1t shall .1.d1.1se all project 1Xtntr.:..:iurs to be un \ht' .ile.rt for 
e--1irJ.1.mu.• of the pn:>1•'llrn of LI~ c,pel-tl!d 1'&lurc•'f,;), o( h.lw tu \den11i)' 11~ ,widen.:c 
of 1hn l!Xf'l!CU!d resow1;n(s)1 and of lhll ~pp.roprio,1te protOOJl In UU! event of .ilJ)parent 
d1Ycove1y of humun remains; 

The ill'l.hlloloalc:.tl 1Mnl\l1r(s) Wll bepwsent on 1l1eprojC1.i:slte =rdtns 10 a 
,duit.lul~ ,1gmd upon by the ar.:h¢ci\,)gical .:on~uh.u1t and thl! F.KO until il,r tm.O l..is, 
in consu!Ultion wilh pnijcct.arc.lu!'ological C11m,1.lltant, &:1,mtined lhat pni}Cd. 
QJTIStrudlo.n .activities couldlu1ve not!llc.:ls on human 111.muins; • 

1hti aniir.Plriikal mcm\\uuhall J'f:f.'l;lrd andbll o1uthorized \(»;ullect soil ~runpU!o and 
artlfoc1wl/ceol,1..:nul m.,JtcriaJ :i.~ warr.m~d for a11alysit.; 

lfhum11n remains lire enoountered, all :,olls:,dii;luriilng ad1,ihi$ In the \'idnily o( lhe I 
/ind shllll cease. Thu ortheologlcal monllor ,h11U.be empowl'l'ild lo IC"mporarlly 
redi~rt d1•molitlon/u.u';iv11\\on/pllt Jriving/ron~tntctionnrt1\'illrs Wld i;qulpmcn1 
un/11 tht- find in-11ul11o,1h.',i. The- 11ri:lu:ol,1i;ic,tl 1'D11:,'Ul\onl ~lwll imm1 .. ,li.:11tl)' notify tht: 
URO of lhc eni:oonU~d humiln ri:maln5. I 

If l\uma.n ri!tnalns ru'(!ll!lti:ountered, lru!resh.allhl!no furlhl!r~c.avat3onordisturl:ionceof 
Un'! site or ;my nearby .iic,i re~onably ~uspcctud IG ovtrlk adj111.,::nthum11n h.'Ulainsunlil: 
lhc SJWUL' immt'dlatdy 11,1tl1fos lhc S.,11 Frum:bui Ci•unty cmc.ner for{\) i1 dct!/rminr.iic.n I 
lhul rw I.Jwt~lig.ttlon 1111hr cause o( Je;llh is requl~d; ;md (ii} ll \Jl.1t!tmin,uiun whetlwr 
the human u-.muins are NJtlvu Ament:.1.n. U Um huuum remaili.: arenol Nat.Ive AruerlC;\/'l. 
nnd if !he corcl)lurdcle.rmine; the .ccm11l09 nre nol .!oub)ed la hill nr h~r .1.ulhority, lhe ERO 
ii\ oonsulti.licm with the- ard1uolngir.ll oonsulb:int )h,dl detenru.ne tr 11ddllfonal mcilSUro~ 
are warr.1.11kd. A.ddtlmn.il mco1SUrcs thal mitt be undmakm .induJc 11J,li11oruil 
~logii:.11 h::rting .antl/u.r nn ADlU'. lf Ow BUD dctami.n~ llwl Ille hunWI remains: 
rould bl! oldverselr aifcctOO by the proposed pn'ljcti, at tlw dl:Jql!tion of lhe"projed 
!ipllflSOrclthl'J'l I A) ·nicrrnpuscJpmJ(l~i~\1,1lJ~«...Jt!-iigN:dl<.,r,!;11>a,·i>ldr,nyo1.Jvt~effocton1\u! l · 

hun'li111tr.mu..it1s;ot . 

0) A data mo\"er:y pro~tamshaU be lmplemcnW.d, unltss lhie. BRO dulemlinl.\S lhat the , 
find. is uf i;re:i.ltr interpretive tlu111 ,~cnrchsignlficanre and Iha.I lnlcrp1L·1.h·e use of 
thchtl,lisfo.uihk-. 

N'diwloritwl Dulit.Rl!.:""t't'Y Prugr.,m. lf~rc,i by the rum, thearche.:ilugil":il di1ti1 _L 
NCOVl!ry program shall~ co,u.lucicd 1n accord with.an ADlll'. The ru-dli!(.l\11i;icru. 
L'Oruulllinl.prn)ect$ponsor,MdlillOthal1111eeta11J.ro11!o1.tll0nlhti;el)pt'Of\lwADlll'_ ----·- ----- ,, ________ , __ J __ · 'c--

BEM = (SFPUC) Bu1uu of Environmon!a1 Ma.n1111ement 
CDFW"' ~llflfom!a Dep11rtm1m\ of F'lsh and WJdlilu 

8nnt'1oni:towW;,,m.Q,1 R1tey,:hdw.ue1 f',~,Jttd 

""'" 

CMB = \BFPUC) Con,lruct\on MIIM(ltlfHIU\ SUSHU 
EMS= (Sff'UC) EAgJna~ng M•naoement eur1111u 

ERO"' 8F PlunnlnQ DGpartment Environrt1~nl1\ Rev\aw Olfict;f 
SFPUC = San Fnmc:15CI) Pubtit; \JtUillu.s Cornmlulon 
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-1 

lmpacl Summary I r:,p,nslble Party I 
Monitoring and Reporting Progt:iim 

Reviewing and I 11 · 
Approval ratty Monitoring and Reportini Actiona • lmplcmentatitin ScheJulc Adopled Mitigation Meil.6\lrts 

~~u1i~~if'f.~~¥~l~@n·~s~~«iJ11l(":,:: ... r.···1..:.~.t .---~~ .. :;~~ ·. ····~··HCl·.'""':r1c. 01.~l·i·~.'.i.·;·,·, ''.;~.~.fZ2.J~·~·=··~···:;L~{'···r :···.h .c:.~~-~ 1: ~~·:;:·,':~:····.:':;:.,····~:~,\\.:;···· :i·· .. ... _:·",·.··. ··_?''."~~., .'";~.~~i .. .:::::::;·~.-·;,c.,, .. ,,·_:;;:~: .;'":.'""•':.~~0~±i:Y. 
CP-5 priC1r 10 proy.i.rati.:in of .i dr.ift t\Dll.lf. Thl•.lr.:l~,1\utl~3\ nin.,-ull:tnl sh.i.\hubmit II dr.i1 \ \ I 

(umL) ADlU> 111 111111,:1(.(1. 1'he ,\l)llf' $l1,1lt Identify how tlu: propo,cd dala recovery progr.im II 
will pre5l'TW the s\gnifir..mt i1tfonm1tkm the n1chc:t>lagkcl n1sourcc is ~pee It'd lo 
,'1lnlaln Thlll l;, 1M A.ORI' llill\ identify wh~t wknUOt/hb-tMh'.al ws~J..rd1 4ub\lom- au: , 
;:i.pplk.ililc to th,., l'Xp~J rcsoutci.i, wh:ilJ.:i.Ul (:}a~1:S lhe ~urce h expc:ct.-tl to poFSett, I 
and how~ cxpcded d.ila d.m.~s would Nldress tllt.' :ippli,~b\Q re;e;rudi qu,$lions. Data I 
J\."c;'Clv.!'ry, lng1m~r.il, shuulJ br Umiu.,J tu the pmt1un,; of th~ historic.al propcn)' th.it 
c,)u)d be ..d,.,.cn,dy alfeL1<Xi by the propn,;t'l1. proj,1,:t, Destrutllve dal.:i n:cowry mcthc,tls , 
shall Ml be appl\cdto purtions of the 1m:hro!C1gk.:il resources If tu1ndestruct\w: m,:,lh.xls I 
<1rcpr.icl\i.:11I. 

'111~ scope ()f thc hDRP :.hall lnclud.e tru? Iollnwing deintnl!: I 
• Fldil M~/110,t~ ,md Pn,,.:.)lur~ l)&l5crlpUul\'i of prl)po.sed ffold strntct,i~ pr,,.-cdurc~, I 

and upcr.:illl'l~. . I • Ul1,;/(1311ing o1,td l.nlviralnry Ai1.tfyris. De~oipllon of ,-ele.:ll!d e.atiiloguit1g-!l)1ih!cm and , 
llrtif .. r.:t an~ly,;,1,;, prnn.'\Jures.. · l 

.. DWrJ.,md t.k11a:a:i;io11 A>lir:y. De,L;iptiun nl' mu.I tatillll,11" for lldd end pust·ileld I 
I di5r,;,rd ;ind 1.kii=sl® policl..s-. , 

• h1l,,}'f>'li~· l'n>Jr,WJ. C111WJ,..1o11ionui o111 t.n.-sitc/ufl-5\tc pulllk. mtt,rpr,;,tivt- pror,r.i.rn t 

during thi:cnlmtluf 1\te ADKl'. 

S«uri1y Awm,rl:S. Ri.. .... ,:11mmmdffi.serurit)' mcea.!ourt•$1u pnih:ct th~ Jrch..iolugicl 
r,;is1111ri:.-e h:om vand.ilii.1u,. l11ollng. and n,m·in1Mtionnllr ,lamai;irl?: ,i'Jctfvit.e5 

Final Rq~>rl. l}e:,;cnptfonorpr(.'posed report for1ru1~ .ind dil!lribulicm n{ ~\lits, 

Curntfon. 0..•:;rnvllim ot llie p1t>u•Jutt'$ :iind n..:l'l111mt:1ufatians fo.r the a.tr•tion of .u,y 
r11co\•t!n!d dMa.ha¥ing polL'nti .. 1 rL'l/Can:h value,. idC1nlitication vf..ippmpn.:th! curnliqn 
fo.dlllles, .mJ J sum1n.,ry ol l~ ,11:1.'l.'ll.~lon policld of thl! ,:1~ralirin fodliliti~. 

fius1l Arrh..-olp,fitHI Rts<>nrcc,; !{,:purl, 1111! arclU!\lk•gical mnsuh1mt ~hall ~u\,mil a D1o1lt 
J,'1.nnl A.Id1eologi1.al Rc~ourM lwpvrt (FARR) to lht BllO l.hiltCV".tlu.lll!s the histuric.il 
s1gnlfii.•·,m1,"e of ::my disCtJVt'red atul~olo11kal fC!lo111<'c aod d1."1~ribh the nrdw..i\og!c.il .. :md 
hitlork.:il rl!S<!iircli methrut,.: cl'llpfoycd in lhc .irdm1lugical ~stmglmnnlturinr/data 
,eoovl!"ry p1og11:1111(&) unclrrlllken. lnfonmitlon th.:it may put ;if risl.: auy arm&llogll'.U 
mo1ua, .:.hall ht provided ln a scp.:irule rcm11vable iJtStrt wuhin the Cimtl mpurL 

Orn~ .ipprov<!d. by thc Ii RO, cop~ uf lhe FARR shJ\lOO dJ.>lnbuted M follows.: Calllumt.l l /\.rt'h.1eolog[Cil\ Sih: Su1Vey NWlC sh~\ reccl11e one (1) wpy and the F.HO sh:i1l ttL~l11t' ,i 
t."llpy of lhc \tan!imiltHl of lhl' FAM lo U1e N\\'IC. '11,t £nvinin1n"'fll.'1.I Planiung divb1un 

!M thc.1'1.:inning ~p:irtm,mt :;hall ,.,L'ciye. t!t>C bounJ, one unbound ,md one urJockcd. 
~arch..'lhl~ l'DF c,.:,py on CD oflhc VAllR :.long wilh O'lpk"S of any fonnal t>il<: rucord;,tiol\ 
fnrms (C:.i.llloml• Dtpar'lm,ml 0(1'11.rks am.I RPcre.ihllll 52'.I st:rles) ,111,l/,>r dorumcnt.1ricn 
for nununi,llon tu lhe N.iuvnal Hc1:ihlet of Jhstrirk l'l~!ifoml.i R.eglsiu ur I H.isturkallu!source.. fninsl.iru:t•s nf high puhlkintt.n::st in or the hlr,h interpretive value. 
•>f the .re!oullrce, u ... • ERO nU}' ruq,.iw a diffth!.nt (in~l r>:pr1r1 .:onler>l 1i1nnp1, .>nd 

__J~~1snil>u1.1n1\lhan lhnlp~~-"_ti.>d_,_1w_,_•-------------'---- --'--------~----------------'------·--·--

BEM" (SFPUC) Bu~;w DI Env\lnnmunlal Mun.ao~monl 
COFW:;Calih:unlll Oepartrnefl\ ofFJsti ;;nd Wikllils 

S¥.Fmids;c,W.ot1ilkf\,i,;yd..:tYVJ111tProjocl 

""""· 

CMB "'tSFPUC) Corn,irucllon Menaoemenl B111oa11 
EMS:: (SFPUCj EnginHlln(I Mn,;1;1Cltn11/ll Bur Hu 

ERO "' SF PJannln~ Otopnrunanl En>ArontMn1•1 R4\lltw Olfcar 
SFPUC"' S1n Fnini:isGO Pub!¢ U!K~lu CommluJon 
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.SAN FRANCfSCO WESTSIDE RECYCLED WATER l"ROJECT (SP Environmental Planning Case No. lOOS.0091'2.E)- MITIGATION MONITORtNG ANO R.f.PORTING PRO CRAM (Continued) 

-----.. R-··--·----- ·····--· ··----- ·-----.. -----~--·-----r--·------- --·--- MQnito.cingand Reporting Program ·--·-----·-------···--· -

~ ~~ I 
Na, lmp1d SummM)' Adopted Mitigation Measures Rt.pon&lbl~ P.lJ:t>'. J Approval Party Monllarlng And Reportin& Action~ 1 Implementation Sc~u!dule 

e.:1 
lo hh;\orlcal, in:clli11wlogical, Munllllringl'rc1gnim). 
br valeontolui;iral ruuum.-:o: 
,)1 hwnun t\'Jl\,lll\!i. 

~i~'P\?Jfi(ffti.·;1itf'1JfJ:·71f\f:F?'f::c-~ili--~~~-1.,:!·;~~;;~-~_-:<";t;J<:~tf·4;;;;·fa~~~p:~-~J;(ff\~~f.~.~,~-~-:; .. -~-:7:7~--~-
AQ·2 1'hc ptop("IS(:J 11mjer.1's 

i:unstruuiw1,11:llvilli.i~ wuuld 
tene.tAle fu1,•Ul\'~ dust and 
cd\11.ria. airp,.,Uu.tantii1 n11d 
u1uldv1ufote-o1no.irqu..Ui1y 
:,undard i>r cunlributi.: 
sub~1llntllll}' to an ~)dsting 
orp_rnjectl:!daltquallty 
~101.aUou 

Mitig:~tion Ma:uurt M-AQ-:Z: Corutrudtoo Emihi1;1N Mlnlruiu&n, 

A, AdditioJ1.1l EU111usLCoo\ml Meuwn. In 11ddiliun to complying wtth lhc Cle:m 
Construr:ilcl,i Oullnl'.11\Cfl n:quiromeriis (use:ofbl.odl~l fuel gnulll BlO orhlght:r1 £111Li 
t•llher mwls orcx.CCl!di; lil!lltingincs oropuratl• \Vlth 'lhemost eUectiw VDECS for uU­
,«>J M/lllp11u.'ll\), av,a.ig~ .. wuln•ttiou-n:IUIL'<i NO~eml!,~louo fou;n rut 1•~rh1ppini;. 
pru~ci cuinp,.inents sl1,1\I not·~J ~paund::t per day. nu: c:onstructhm ronlr.t.:t 
.. pmfication, shull n:quinl the C(>lltf",1ctortc.l submil .1romprehenStve lnvl;!l'ltoryof i1ll 
off-road cmist.rodinn c.<qulpnwnt gr1t.iter lhan. 2Shotfil.!powi-r 11,nd oper.itlug Cor mo~ 
th.u, 20 l!>h.il lmurs1.m:r 1ht•t.'f\tlJ11 dur.1Uon o! ccm.~trudlon adlvlilts. 'lh~ inventury 
~hall 11\r.luJe cud, vcllldc-'11 lu:t!n~e pluU: numb.lr, linr.;cpawl:!r rating, .:nt11ne pm,lu(l.ion 
)iar, and pro}t!(ll:d hours of ui;e or (uel through}l'Ut foreac.h pkreoh:quip.ment Ute 
mvcnlory1shaU d11mon.~t1ale, lhroui;h \he ru.e ofTil!l 3 cilpflC:5 (or engine; retwfil.h.,J 
wilh CAltB lt:\'cl3 VL"nl"icd Diesel Emissions C'onttol Slr.itt,gy), lh11t tl1e rornbint.J 

1) SF)>UCflMIJ 

2J sr1•uc ci.taJHllM 
1) SPPUC HF.M 

21 SFl'UC llGM/ 
1) f.nsuni oll .i.pproprlok l;mgungc incorporlitN.1 ln\o I " 

l"Ontnl.:ld(JtumfJ\(.'1 2) 

l) Monltnrtowsurethatamtrattorlmpltlmimtsme;isures • 
It\ L"Un.lrod dorumcnls Including the upW.teand 
mtinthly ~ubml.ltal nf i:,•mprelwru.h-e invenlu1ie.v 10 the 
SF/'UC tluoughout ll.11:! c.lurat.li.',t1 "' U,e P":,~"L 

Ct1m:trudion 

.wi:rngutin~1ttrd J:l\lm all werl.1pptng pt.:i~• campu111!J.lb- ~half n.it,..ll.Ct'\ld 5tl pcLJnds l 
perd11y.n11,contro\cloishnllupdA\i•lMlnvi:n1ot)'i1-nds11\lrrutltlf1onlhly1QtlleSfflUC ~l 
lhw1.1!:!N,lul the dun"ltiOh Qf l"hi: pta)<ict. 

!~~w~~=-~~~-M3 :;:?:X~.·-~~~~::-: -~ y~s:Y.~'-:: .. ; ··~r.· _. ·17F··~~v. ~ '~f11? -~ '-~;~,¥~#r_~_.~,,~~l~1/~,ll :7 ~:~f P'" .• :·~~n~ " 1.~'~·. ,;l;~t:,Pn -~~ ·uR;.~1~ ·_ -~;~~f ·-:1~e·;· ~~;:~ 
UH ThcprojectwOWd Mitig1UonMc .. un.M-Bl-1.a:Nuting1liJdl'rolcctionMelkll\l.l"Ci", l) SF11UCEl,.1Jj ]1) SFPUCBilM J) EnrurethltrcqulremonLnelatl!J1unestingb1(d jl) De:;i~ 

)H)t.entially have.a subi;.t,mtial Nt~ling birds wtd 1hdt111::>t."- ~hiillbe pnitec:ted during eon~lru.-t\01, byllil: p{ tl11: fullol'>ing 2) SFPUC CMB/fllll,{ 2) SFPL'C'" UHM pNll!ctlon ill\! includbiln.cunuart docwneni~ l) l'te.amstruction :uid ~:;;-;:::, ~::~~\,:it=r di~dl.v CunduL·tlng ~l'glltUlnm ,mrJ tru.: rl'Tnuv.i!.m..1 con.:.tru~-ui>n ~~tiviUc,; 1>uldde lht hud (Qunllfit<J llt.1loglsl) IJ) SJ-1•UC Hli1i,4 'lJ Cl\1lllin untl tL-v!e-w ~f'.i.ume-o[ CJthlit <l?CWTU!1tl.,tionuf Corwtruct1on 

~odlllca"tions,on~i..'Ci!!s 11eslingfl! .. ~()I) (Fdmt.iry 1 lo August30). to 0-.....extenl fowble 3} !ifl'VCCMH :;:1!.1t~:i:'!~1~'%4:.'i1:';;d<;;:::~t~ey,. ,b '3) Cunst:ruction 
1J1:11tifwd ~ Cllnd1dt1lt, rt 0.1ru.lruct1on oci:ur.l dnnng Uw bird ru.•,mnr, ~on. 11 quolifled Wtldlifo blologht c~"tilb!W, bullu:i:ones, con,ultmg wllh USFWS/Cl)fW 

~;::~, ~~:1~u~~;~:: :/;!~r'::t1:~~~f,:~::~~~: :~7;~:;1~:~~~;~~1;::1~~ ~;.:,::r~;::°:~:~~;11 ::n::s;~;;~c~~~~1;::;gulurlr. Documtnt 

~;,~t~~~~~; :r the CDFW i::!:~!~1~ a:!:~::; ~:::11~:=~~t1r~::~~~=~:~~~~:~:~:,s 3) .Monitor tu tnsuretlldl contxoctor(s) lmpkmtnls 
1•r USPWS. >hall bQ- pcrf11nnod for lht' pro)'.:1 r.il,;o and Jl!llahle. habl~I wilhin 230 jret of the meil!,'Ufl?S in contr.1ddocumenls. Report 

pro1ccts1tc lnorifor1.i lil<ll~a11y .Ji..1.lo,t p,u~erti1enist,;.md wlthin500 (11.i::I o! the n,:mmmpU,u,re,vnd tf\.wrecorn1..1ivead!un. 
pwjcct site to tl1e eic.t11.nt .cass i$ i;r,mlcd by ulher,pro~r1y o\Vllers !ti locale any 
a.dive raptt•r(.blrds u! prei•) nests ur doub!e--c"t!lsll!d cormorant orlunon rooke~,. 

If .ictio,e JH-i:b, .>re 111<.·.11-ni during U1r p~ron'<lructlon.blrd nei.ting ~u,vey, lhe wildlife 
b!ologb-t t>h,,U e1•aluolt,: if lhe sJitdull!of i:an.~lruct.ion~1:Mlies cu11t.\ affect thl' act1vt: 
nl!:!il fl.ltd !he fol..lowi111!, nte11...u.res 11hallklm11li::uumWd based 01\ tlv:ir de.!ennltutfon: 

I, I! wn~1rucilon i$ nul ltkcly \o .if(e.ct Oie o..'livc nest, II may ]lroct'(.•J ivithout 
n.~lridiun; how,:,vl-r, tJ biulur;M i:h11II )'i:gufarly mnnltur the ~11t1 u,nfim1 thtn' 
is no .1'1vl!m f!fio.'1. .. uu! mil)' revise lhett chihmnln11tion <1l nny lime tlurin1:5 the 
ncsling season. In lhl11 Cillill, tho following mtti.\5\1.fe wuuld .1pply, l 

ee..,.:: (SFPUC) B11m111.1 c1 Env1ronn1U11t.il Manii.u11nw1111 
COfWc: C111Jr..:imta Oupanmonl cir f\ffl nnd\Mkillla 

CMB :: (SFPUC) CCIII.Stn.11:tion 1't1n•11eJ1"11!R! e-011 
EMB "'(SFPUC) Enoi11Hfinlf Mt111il.1111ment Butea.11 

ERO" nF Pl<lnn.l11g Dlpo.rtrnenl EUIM)Ufl\llMI\ Rl!IY!nvt O!llceJ 
SFPUC:" San frant:isw PubUO Utllillt.$ CQ~lon 

USF'IJS = Unll.od 51alu FJ$1\ &!\Cl IMldVfe Se111lua 

S1111F111mbi.oW1<1\.llduf1'.G1:ytlH1\\'at•rPl~J<1.:t 
l,l/,4!1f' 
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SAN FRANCISCO WESTSIDE REC\'CLED WATER PltOJECTlSF Environmental Planning Case No. 2008.0MlZE)- MITIGATION MONlTOR1NG AND REPORTING PROGRAM (Continued) 

-T--
lmpacl 

No. lntpact Summary 
-1-. Reviewing U\d 

R~sponsible P,nt)' I Approval P.a.rty 

.. •lit;,~~~~;~;~,;;:, , . : . : ,~f.!n:~'>;~'.<;;!);,. . : ·. ,r~,:;,;.:;~;.~~~,m~, · .: ·:;J~g;r;~~.~,::lit. ·: ·· '#,•::~·-c:~,l1~~-; 

2. U.c<11~cttonl1\,lyi\~C~~encti'o'rnc.st,thl.'b\olo1,ist:iha.Ut.?!il.lblish~­
di.:.iurhanot bu Hu, nie biologist sllilll ddt!nni.nc lhc'appropriah> bu{[~r taking I 
~:~:.~t~~~1f,r:=ot:~i~:::Yi~~"n~f~d;~~~:::~s:!11~e ~vd ! 
of projt<ct .iml ,1ml,ient 11ctlvity (i e. Wi,iccnt lo a mad or\Jctl~·I! n.iil). No l 
disuub;111ce buiil'r:. for pasMirU\1!:> typi..:..ill)' \'.lty frotn 2.5 (t.'Cl and t1t!;;\t!r ,md fur 
raplon: Jri1m 300 Jcl1. Motl Brt.lll.!t. Fu third !.pedt!S alui\ lit\.' ttd~rlllly ollldJur ~lill\'-
li:itud se1u-,1wt ~J){'6~ (i.e., thn:111rn!:d, et1.d:mgen:d, fully proh!l..ied. ~pecies 01 
sptci~\ concmn), .an SFPUC represe-nl,Hive, 1uppurt.1:!d by 1111: wildll!t: biologist;. 
shall wn.~v.ll with the USl!WS ;uul.lor CDFW reg;irdingnest buffers. 

Rc111ovbig in~llvr pMserine =ts may o.:cur at uny time. Jmlh"liW rnptorrus1s shall 
not~ removal 1111\,i~ approved b)• thi> US'FWS and/or CDfW. 

l(,imoving •i.r n·lr..:.1ting. J.ctive n,.;~ ~Im\! Ix· ,:,wrdin~ted. by Uu: !Wl'UC r.ipn::i~rttilh\'t 
wl!h fuc L!l:WWHJan1! ur (:01''\\', ll!' nppwprlilW, b'iv,m lhll ne~I~ tll#t .i.r11 found 011 lhe 1 - : 
Any birds thaHx,:inne:.ling-within lht p7lljett i1Jl!i,.and$Ut\'e.)' butkr.. 11miJ / 

~::{::~~~::~:;;e~~~o1:~::i~::=~dJ;~:~~~:~ I 
·;.:~~:::::~::I=.b:Avoid::;::;;.tinlmiz11liuo Mu•·~~l foe Specl•I- ·····1··~1 Sff>UC m,rn-·---·-
SUl.l\b ht,. , . l) SFPUCCMH/UF.~ 
j 111 i.:oordh111\fon wilh th~ !:iFJ'UC. a qualifk-d 1,o,·ildlife biologist shy I\ W1\,.fact (Qu;ilified lli.lll1g15,t) 
l pwcoru\rud1onsp..-ciahdah1s bat·surv1.')'~ N.!fore trees undslructuro that arc suitable for 1 3) SFl'UC CMli/UEM 

~~i::C::~~~r(~~~;~:!:;!::~~:i~~:~~r~:~~:~s~~'t :~ :::;~;:! ~-uch I 
n•O$ls unsulliWJ.e h~bitatbe!uN tretis and ~tl\l{tuft!S areremovtJ. A. no-d\!,turbanre ' 
l,uffer of 1DO k'l.'t sh.,U 1"1 cn:atcd ntllur,d o11'tivc bat r;a.-.:;ts bffl'& u~d l.:,r 1na1emily or 
liib~rnalion p11rpo:m1 H,n roosts lh.lt t>E'i;m duriris '"onslrnChl>fl <In! pn:~-umed lo be 
\ln.ilfo..:lt:d, .mJ nn \,u!krwuuhlbc m,-a:1~ry. 

i Mitigl.tfon M~uu.rt ),MIJ.1c:: Avold.ao,I! uid Miulmi.uilion Meuurea fur C11lifontla l) SFJ>UC EMS 

1 ::~:::t:~:~:R:=,;~~:.::::~levard, At theCenlr.il l'ump Stallou &Ile, on 1 
2

) :~~~~iU/lil:M 

I lhc pipeline roul,:, within GnldC11. l'adcm:.u .iquatic Mbita.l; iltld durin1,usc n! U1t I 3) SFJ'UC.CMa/llf.M 

~~~:~~ :;~: J~~:;11~~~1:::~ ~::~::~ ~:~1:n~:~Ji~~~~:::i:1~!~lci1tini; (B'.olOb-i~i) 
aru.Vor tr.idi!1r • .u1d.sho1l implem.eul UK!" iul\owing measutL'5; 4) Sfl'UC C'/',.lll.'ll.l:.M 

• WiU1in one w<.vi ~fore work at lht!1't'"~1ltt !1ogins: (lncludlJ\8 tit'mul!tio.1111nd 
vegetation nmwv:.il), o q.i11J1fied blolo&i;1 i;hall Sllf*tvise-the lniU.tla\fol:\ (If exclusion : 

::np:~o~~~!~au:~:i~;,!'i:;o;;:~~~~dl~~:5:;:~n~ri~i;1l;;ist I 

1l Sfll'UCSEt.t 

2) SFl'UClHi'.M 

3) Sr"I'UC»r.M 

1) Slll'UCtlHM 

2) IDUCUE.M. 

3) SFI'UC Bf:M 

4) S1'1'UCHtii,,t 

Monitoring and ReportingPrognm 

Monitoring a:nd Ri!poningAcliona ~lement.ition Schedule 

1) Ensurc-ll'ulronlratiJl)l.'\l.fll,mL-.indudtapplU:.ibk: ~1r;i1 
nvuid,mce ;ind mi1umiznlion ~,;u~ 1 2) l'f('-("l">IUtruuh,n and ' 

2) Obi.::iin ;,nd review ~umc- c.r ulhcrdorumenl~tiun uf Conslrn,1iun 

3) 

I) 

2) 

3) 

::::~8!!~~:!:'.s;1~~::~7u~~~\~::;:;:1t i) Construction 

i!pproprlate llll!ill>"\ln::s. Donl.lll~t i!Ltivltiw in mo'Nloritlf;: 
k,rr1-

Munilor 10 en.\\lle th::i\ tt>ntrilct,.n(s) lmplemer,l m<.'.lu.uri:s 
inl'Otllrolcl,l,1ot'1Inl'ols.Kt:portf\LU1,,,.'umpll;m,.v.ill'\U 

:: ~::::~::::~:e~~ hwlude .lpplk~hl~·· · 1i 1) D<l-si;· 
avoidam-e and minimizationtnl!;isures for Callfumia 2) l'Nl'.Oru.ttuction .ind 
n::d•legged frog, we.stc~ pond l1.11"1les, J.ndudlng Constru,.:tlon 
n;qlllreJnent forexdusmn f, .. ndngs. 

Devtl,)11 wo.rkt tT.;iioing. pr¢l1,1".il.TI"l and 1ms1iw lhat .iii :lo) ~::~~;1;:;;-,~:!on. llnd 
con.~lnl,,i1>11 pe~nnt.?I p.irticip.lll' h\ thf' cnv1roruncn1,1I l • . 
tr.iininr; prior to bc&innillg work al the Job ~ii~(>'), 4) C fl1uttu~11un 
k~qwn.• workers to sib'll th,, tt:r.ining program ~ir,n·m 
llhri"I, Maintain flll.'oftrainingsign•b\~·~ts. 

Obtain and review ,e:;.umC orolhcrd,1cwncntlltion.of 
C()n\1tltlng biologist's quillillrat~. Conduct 
prcconslrucilon survcyr,;,.1,p<:cies re}O(ation (if it~ 11.,t 
f"l1tl>ihlc tor u~ :;pecin 101 muVl' oul of lhc p10~'1.1r<'.:i 
out C!l Its ,)wUvolitiun, ,111d. h11hi:i .:.Ast! r,f o\ll idrnlifi,~ 

work a~a. '[be cl'l\:!lrucilon conlrador:!.h.lll insl.il.1 sultilble faming wiU1 a minimum 
height of 3 f,:cl ~1,.1\·e h'TOund sur!JKe with ,111 addilioru.il .J·b imh~s ,if fence mawn.:il 
buried {or u11pivi.,J.su1fare11 and 1,,1n,U•ll1U\t'l{ .it the lowe, ..d~e wh~r~· 111:edPd for 

.. __ L_ ..... --------· p,wtdsud.1c1.-;:~ud11h.,t .. pl!\.,el.'annul<T>1,vlu11derlhcfc.nw. ··- .. ----~· ~-------~ .• ~'.:d,lteg1:d iroi:,(i;),,,p1~~~~~~-~y theUSFWBand.'..~-- .• l_ __ .... ___ . __ _ 

BEM = (SFPUC) Bureau orEnvlranrnef'ltlll MM11uemnn1 
CDFW"' C&JllDJ'tlla Ptparlownt 01 Fish ilM 'Mld!i/e. 

S;nf1.r,lit;t,'N,\1t,,dtHIICt'.:t•dWilQlf'IO)ftd. 

"''" 

CMB ., {SFPUC) cans!1ut:1km Munagemenl B11ru11 
EMB"' (SFPUC> EflgJIIHtlOij MRflllgijfflll/\l llUreau 

ERO., SF Plantiil)II 011p~rtmenl En1111Dnman1lll Revio!.110lfiwr 
SFPUC = Sal\ F~neiSC(I Public Ut!l!llas CO,nm!S.slon 

153 

f;,r,~oMtenlal Pj1o1111~~Ct1&t Sc. 2008..0091i: 
~:IOIS 



SAN FRANCISCO WESTSIDE RECYCLED WATER PROJECT (Sf Environmental Pl~ng Ca,e No. 2008.009llEJ-MlTIGATION MONITORING ANO REPORTING ('ROGRAM (ConUnued) 

Jmpacl 
N11. )mp.a.ct Summary Adopte-d Miti~tion Measures R~ponslble Puty 

Monitoring and Re·portinc J'ro~BT_•m ___ _ 

lteviewlng and I 
Appronl P'arl)' Monitoring and Reporting Adio1u 

·u.lOtif~~fniJoun1t•(~at_~JH-1-~1"·.·' ... ··;1:E:?~t}·i,.,'. ·.· ... ·,p~~~~q:h~1: . . ·,., ,)r~@~ .. )ri!§;, .. t!fiis..; . :~ ·.: .. :ffr1¥f\ / 
• A qu.ilifiL'li blologi.sl slmll coT1tlul'1:l'!nvlwmne-ntal 11w.11n?nesi tr.lining-in pett0n or vial 

vtdto fo1: all cons"tructfan wori:crs prior to c.onslru.ctlon wor~ beginning thclr woU\ 
dforts on ihe pro1"ct. The 1:n1lnlng shall indudc infonnuUon 011 ~pccies JJenlifi~tlon, 
nvuld1on0: roiS'.l.Surc!. In be. implenumlo:J by thie pro!ect. imd lht- rn1,'l1liltory 

'r· ,,-: g~~~ 

11ic 1•role,~t, in L'\lJnbln.iliun 
wilh p:ist, pn.•sci1t,. .zmd 
rell50n:tb\yfot~Mabl.e 
!uturepro}l'Clslnlhr: 
\idnlly,eouldre."llllln 
slgnillc,1ntuin1ulaUve 
fmpaL1.~ on biologknl 
rn~un~. 

JL\\Ulrem~IS .zm:l J1L'fl.lllles lotll.11T1LUmpli.u11li!. lfncres~ill)', ill~..:onlml 5hall vary 11 

J.l\'.Ord.lug IClifl<'.CHicu.in~tnlcihln.lnl:llt. (u.g., worlers on diy stn:tlis will rc,(.'IW 
trninlng on fl<..'l/t.mg b1rJ~ bul nol on C11liCon,i.l red•lt!ggi:J ln1g ldenlifir.ition). 

h qualiJfod biol,1ir;M shall SUrYU)' ll1t' }>r.:,jed .:IJ'ell willtln 48 h~rs bdon: Uie onset of 1 
lnltlalsn1wid·dlsturbl11a ocUvilles and s\1itll be prcsenl during lntllal ve:gt!toJiun I 
den.ring and ground-disturbing .ictMlles. The liiolui;.ic.il mll11llur :shall monitor the 
exclusion 11.lndng w1,.'llkly lo confirm pmr'<!r mainl.l:n=and Inspect for hogs nnd 
turtles. ll ClllJoml~ rud-legged frog'> or w,u:1em pond turll~ .. ~ low,d, the SFPUC 
~h.ill h,\lt,oMltuc!lon in thi! vkinily lh.i\ 11.,,,..s a lhrent lo llU! i11,U,.ld1i:1l illl I 
dt!termh1f'd by thi: qu,i.lU\!:d b!nlClgl;;L If pt1:;$lbte, lhe inJhtiduo1I :,h.ill bl! alto1,1.eJ 111 
,novll'outo[tbo.' p1oj..-ctt1reaofl1.S ll\','l'I vulition (Le., llllt~ n\!l\t the e!U!luslonfon~ 
lhatmn be t.empor.1riJr removed to lei 11 p.us). Fat wes1em pcznt.l ntrt1es, a quilifit'.d 
biologist sh.ill rcll)(ttle lotlll'S to U1e nenrt;St ~,dluble lu:ibU11t. Fl.lfCalifumlil red-legge.;I 
frog. n SFJ'UC n:ipresentnlivc: :ihillti:.unb:tct lh.e USJ,1'{S und/orCDFW for loslnictlons 
1m how lo pruo:, .. -d. Conrttuclion s'luill n::.1..1me after the lndlvldu;1l ii; out ofhann'Sc 
W4)'• 

Purhlgprroff:~'I ;u:tMUes, t'!(cav.aliuns dll\!p-l'rlh;m 6 lndil~~ ~h.i.tl bl' ,-ovcred ovl!m1ght 
ur un Csc.lpi' r.imp or earth ora w,1,1d~n pl.u1\i. at .i.3:1 ri.~ $h111l be tml.llled; u~nins~ 
wdi. ,1J, plpes wtwre D.llfomla rl:!dlcg.8,•'tl fru~ or western p<•nd turill!s mlghlSC1.•\. 
refuge !1l1all be Nvered whcnnotln 11>1!, :ind .ill tr.wl thnt fflJ)' 11tlruct pwd.atol'5 or 
hidu C.-illfomi/1 t\!d•lcggL-d frogs or west.em pond turtlts-s11all hi! properly rontal11ed 
on u dally bll!.is, removed hom the work-dtc, and Jlspos!!d uf regularly • .Fullowlng 
conslrucilon, lhu niru1.n1cllon rontraclur shall rcmo11e all lri!.ih .mdccmstmdion 
cl~brisfro:n,.,,m~,1re.i!f. 

lmpl1•mcnt Mitigalit,n Mca~'\lfl!~ J.J-ltl·lJ (Ni:.~lin1, Bini l'rnli:."'Uon Mr::11.~um), M·Hl•lh 
(Avoidance und i.finimir..ilfon Mcaruto!:I fotSp,:-ci,il·Slatu~ tiab), ,Uld .\HIL·lc (Avo1<l,u1~ 

~·· Mlnlmbo1l,n "'""'~' ro,c.Hfoo,I., .. ,l-L•ss"' hog o,,J IV-.iem Pond Turli,). I 
! 

---~----·--------------

eel.I" ISFPUC) au,01w of Env!ronroenl.11 Man"Ollmt.nl 
COFW = CII.Ulomfa DllfWlnw;nlol f'i.:1h ond \.WdJII, 

-----------···-------
S•rrFti,r.(no:,Wilt~ Aiqoi:w<l;W~twl Pl"J'ld ·-

CMS :=.(Sft>UCJ Con,11uctbn M11nag11mtin1 Burl!fl.U 
EMD,. (SFPUC) Esu;i!ncoriog M1111a.Qt1/TlP.nl 8ur11au 

11011,:,;)mplh.m~ 11nJ r:murc corrective nc\i!m. 

I 

~o., SF Plannlnp Dopanmant E:nvll\lnmenlal R,wiew Olflc8r UBFWS"' Unilld S!etll! Fl$h ;jl\d ~kllft S111vico 
SFPUC .. sari F~tbca Pubfk. um~~ Comml,..lon 
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

City and County of San Francisco 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-0049 

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff developed a 
project description under the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for meeting, water 
supply demands, otherwise known as Project No. CUW30201, San Francisco Westside Recycled 
Water Project (Project), in the City and County of San Francisco (City); and 

WHEREAS, The Project is a water supply project approved by the SFPUC as part of the 
WSIP; and 

WHEREAS, The Project objectives are to construct a new recycled water treatment 
facility, pump station, underground reservoir, and associated pipelines and that will produce and 
delivery up to two million gallons per day of .recycled water for irrigation, lake fill, and other 
non-potable uses, to diversify the SFPUC' s water supply portfolio, and increase the use of local 
water supply sources; and 

WHEREAS, The State of California owns that certain prope1ty located at 100 Armory 
Drive in San Francisco (Property) as an estate for years. The City owns a remainder interest in 
the Property that will become effective upon the expiration of the State of California's estate in 
2052. The San Francisco County Assessor's Office designates the Property as Block 7281, Lot 
004; and. 

WHEREAS, The City acquired the Property from the federal government pursuant to a 
quitclaim deed recorded on August 19, 1953. By that deed, the federal government reserved the 
right for the State of California National Guard (National G\1ard) to occupy the Property for 99 
years. The National Guard currently occupies the Property. The National Guard's righ~ to 
occupy the Property expires on January 2ff, 2052; and 

WHEREAS, The Project includes the proposed construction of a Recycled Water 
Treatment Facility (Recycled Water Facility) located at the SFPUC's Oceanside Water Pollution 
Control Plant (Oceanside Plant) and within a portion of the adjacent Property. That portion of 
the Property designated for the Recycled Water Facility occurs in an area outside of the National 
Guard fence that the SFPUC already currently manages pursuant to a landscape easement from 
the State of California; and 

: WHEREAS, Construction of the Recycled Water Facility will require one permanent · 
building easement, one permanent maintenance easement, and one temporary construction 
easement (Easements) at the Property from the State of California, each across a portion of the 
Property that is not currently used by the National Guard; and 

WHEREAS, A City-hired independent appraiser issued an appraisal of the Property on 
July 30, 201.5, and SFPUC staff and the City Reul Estate Division reviewed and agreed with the 
appraisal in·August 2015; and . 

. ,.,. .. ,,., ..... , .,.,•-.., .. , .......... , .. •·•••·••• ··•·•• ••••·· ·•••••· , ·······•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••:• .,. ·•·•' .. •••••••••:••••••••••••••••••• •• ...... l.5,.5 ...... ••• .. ••••••··•" .. , • , "· •• , .. , ,. . ., . ••••···"·"•"•••·•-.,•··•-·•·•·•···-·· •••• •• •··• 



WHEREAS, An Environmental Impact Report (BIR) as required by the California: 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was prepared for the Project and the Final EIR (FEIR) was 
reviewed and certified by the San Francisco Planning Commission on September 3, 2015 
(Planning Department File No. 2008.0091E) in its Motion No. M-19442. The FEIR prepared for 
the Project is tiered from the Water System lmprovement Program Environmental Impact Report 
(PEIR) adopted by the this Commission fa Resolution No. 08-200 dated October 30, 2008, as 
authorized and in accordance with CEQA and CEQA Guidelines. On September 8, 2015, this 
Commission, by Resolution 15-0187, (1) approved the Project; and (2) adopted CEQA Findings, 
including a statement of overriding considerations, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program (MMRP) required by CEQA; and (3) authorized the General Manager of the SFPUC to 
implement the Project, in compliance with the Charter and applicable law, and subject to 
subsequent Commission action and Board of Supervisors approval, where requiredj and 

WHEREAS, The Project files including FEIR, PEIR, and SFPUC Resolution No. i5-
0187 have. been made available for review by the SFPUC and the public, and those files are part 
of the record before this Commission;· and 

WHEREAS, City and the State of California have negotiated and prepared a proposed 
Agreement for Purchase arid Sale of Real Estate (Purchase Agreement), a copy of which is on 
file with this Commission's Secretary, which provides for the purchase of the Easements by City 
froni State; now, therefore, be it · · 

RESOLVED, That this Commission recommends to the City's Bom·d of Supervisors that 
it approve the purchase of these Easements from the State of California for an amount not to 
exceed $25,000; and, be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this' Commission approves the terms and conditions of the 
Purchase Agreement for the Easements and authorizes the General Manager and/or the Director 
of Property or their respective designees, subject to Board of Supervisors' approval of the 
proposed Easement purchase transaction, to execute the Purchase Agreement; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Corrunission authorizes the General Manager and/or 
the Pirector of Property to enter into any amendments or modifications to the Purchase 
Agreement, if approved: including without limitation, modification, addition, or deletion of 
exhibits and to enter into any related documents, instruments, memoranda, or other agreements 
reasonably necessm·y to consununate the transaction contemplated in the Purchase Agreement, 
that the General Manager determines, in consultation· with the City Attorney, are in the best 
interests of the City; do not materially increase the liabilities or obligations of the City or 
materially diminish the benefits to the City; are necessary or advisable to effectuate the purposes 
and intent of the Purchase Agreement or this Resolution; and comply with all applicable laws, 
including the City Charter. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Public Utl!ities 
Commf.sslon at Its meeting of March 8, 2016.· · 

~vkL. 
Secretary, Public Utllities Commission 

• I 
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San Francisco 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, iOth Floor 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

Water v 
Services of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 

November 3, 2017 

Acquisition of easements for the 
. . 

SFPUC Westside Recycled Water Project 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 

City & County of San Francisco 

City Hall, Room.244 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Dear Board Members: 

Enclosed for your consideration is a Resolution authorizing an agreement for 
conveyance and acceptance of interests in real property from the State of 
California Department of General Services acting on behalf of the State of 
California Military Department consisting of easements for subsurface tiebacks, 
access, and maintenance over real property as part of the SFPUC Water 
System Improvement Program. 

The Westside Recycled Water Project will provide up to 4 million gallons per 
day of groundwater from the Westside Groundwater Basin to augment Sah 
Francisco's municipal water supply. The project will diversify the SFPUC's 
water supply by developing recycled water, developing a new water supply in 
San Francisco that is both reliable and drought resistant, and reduce the use of 
potable water and groundwater for irrigation and other non-potable uses by 
supplying those demands with recycled water. 

Through this proposed legislation, we are asking that the Board of Supervisors 
to approve and authorize the Agreement for Conveyance and Acceptance of 
Real Property between the State of California and the City and County of San 
Francisco. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, Please call Brian 
Morelli of the SFPUC at 415-554-1545. 
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Edwin M.Lee 
Mayor 

Ike Kwon 
President 

Vince Courtney 
Vice President 

Ann M'oller Caen 
Commissioner 

Francesca Vietor 
Commissioner 

Anson Moran 
Conim issioner 

Harlan L. Kelly, Jr. 
General Manager 



Respectfully, 

~ . . 

Harlan L. Kelly Jr.~ 
SFPUC General Manager 

cc: Naomi Kelly, City Administrator 

w/ Resolution; 
Rosanna Russell SFPUC 
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