SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CEQA CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FORM
SFPUC - Water Radio Replacement Project, East Bay Siﬁ

PROJECT NAME:

PROJECT LOCATION: Alameda & San Joaquin Counties

CASE NUMBER: 2022-008210ENV

PROJECT TYPE: / New Facility / Replacement Facility/Equipment
Repair/Maintenance/Upgrade Other:

1. EXEMPTION CLASS

v

Class 1: Existing Facilities

Class 2: Replacement or Reconstruction

Class 3: New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures
Class 6: Information Collection

Other:

2.

CEQA Impacts

For any box checked below, refer to the attached Environmental Evaluation Application with supporting

analysis and documentation.

Air Quality: Would the project affect sensitive receptors (specifically schools, colleges, universities,
day care facilities, hospitals, residential dwellings, or senior-care facilities)? Would project
construction or operations exceed air quality screening criteria using either the SFPUC Air Quality
Screening Tool or CalEEMOD?

Noise: Would the project conflict with the applicable local Noise Ordinance?

Hazardous Materials: Would the project be located on a site included on any list compiled pursuant

to Section 65962.5 of the Government Code, or impact an area with known hazardous materials such

as a former gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, heavy manufacturing use, or site with underground
storage tanks? If the project site is suspected of containing hazardous materials, would the project

involve 50 cubic yards or more of soil disturbance?

Soils Disturbance/Modification: Would the project result in soil disturbance greater than 2 feet
below grade in an archeological sensitive area or 8 feet in a non-archeological sensitive area?
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Slope/Geological Hazards: If located on slopes of 20% or greater, in a landslide or liquefaction zone,

does the project involve excavation of 50 cubic yards of soil or more, new construction, or square

footage expansion greater than 1,000 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint?

Hydrology/Water Quality: Would the project cause flooding impacts, violate water quality

standards, result in on- or off-site erosion impacts, or otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Biology: Would the project have the potential to impact sensitive species, rare plants or designated
critical habitat? Is the project consistent with the applicable tree protection ordinance?

Visual: Is the project located within or adjacent to a designated scenic roadway, or would the project

have the potential to impact scenic resources that are visible from public locations?

Transportation: Would project construction or operation have the potential to adversely affect

existing traffic patterns, transit operations, pedestrian and/or bicycle safety (hazards), or the

adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?

Historical Resources: Is the project located on a site with a known or potential historical resource?

Other:

3. CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION
Further Environmental Review Required.
Notes:

v

No Further Environmental Review Required. Project is categorically exempt under CEQA.

Digitally signed by Timothy

Timothy Johnston Jonnston 9/26/2022

Date: 2022.09.26 16:26:46 -07'00'

Planner’s Signature Date

Timothy Johnston, senior environmental planner

Name, Title

Project Approval Action:

SFPUC administrative approval

Once signed and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
and Chapter 31 of the Administrative Code.
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San Fl‘anCISCO 49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400
San Francisco, CA 94103
www.sfplanning.org

PUBLIC PROJECT APPLICATION

The purpose of the Public Project Application is to collect all relevant information necessary for the Planning
Department to appropriately conduct environmental review for a public agency project that does not require

an entitlement decision from the San Francisco Planning Commission and/or review of a building permit by the
department’s Current Planning division. Unless otherwise specified by your liaison at Environmental Planning, please
submit a completed Public Project Application, along with necessary materials to CPC.EPIntake@sfgov.org.

For projects requiring an entitlement and/or review by the department’s Current Planning division, please complete a
regular Project Application and submit according to the submittal instructions outlined in the application.

Once a project is received, you will be contacted regarding payment and/or any additional materials necessary. When
payment and/or all missing materials are received, you will receive an email with the ENV case number and contact
information for the assigned planner.

Water Radio Replacement - East Bay
Property Information

ProjectAddress: Various Locations

Block/Lot(s):

Applicant Information
Public Agency: SFPUC Name: Kimberly Stern Liddel

Telephone: 415-601-8578 Email Address: KHStern@sfwater.org

[ Electronic set of plans (11x17) Please see the Department’s Plan Submittal Guidelines for more information.
[ Photos of proposed work areas/project site.

[J Necessary background reports and supplemental applications (specified in Environmental Evaluation Screening
Form)

J MTA only: Synchro data for lane reductions and traffic calming projects.

PAGE1 | PLANNING APPLICATION - PUBLIC PROJECT APPLICATION V.12.16.2021 SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT



PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Please provide a narrative project description that summarizes the project and its purpose. If additional space is necessary,
lease attach a seperate document with a complete project description.

The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) proposes to implement the Water Radio
Replacement Project (WRRP) in the East Bay region to improve the SFPUC’s radio communications and
thereby improve the water and power system reliability. The project proposes to replace antiquated radio
infrastructure to provide better communications coverage needed for the maintenance of the infrastructure,
safety of personnel, and to prepare SFPUC’s infrastructure and personnel for natural and man-made disasters.
The project is also adding radio stations to provide coverage to infrastructure that was previously not covered;
a critical requirement from user interviews, a requirement from a SFPUC personnel safety perspective, and a
requirement from SFPUC Divisions for infrastructure maintenance and operations perspectives.

In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be
filed within 30 days of the project receiving the first approval action.

Project Approval Action: Administrative approval

Will the approval action be taken at a noticed public hearing? [ Yes K] No

*If YES is checked, please see below. **Email CPC.EPIntake@sfgov.org the date of approval

IF APPROVAL ACTION IS TAKEN AT A NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING, INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING CALENDAR LANGUAGE:

End of Calendar:

CEQA Appeal Rights under Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. If the Commission approves an

action identified by an exemption or negative declaration as the Approval Action (as defined in S.F. Administrative Code
Chapter 31, as amended, Board of Supervisors Ordinance Number 161-13), then the CEQA decision prepared in

support of that Approval Action is thereafter subject to appeal within the time frame specified in S.F. Administrative
Code Section 31.16. Typically, an appeal must be filed within 30 calendar days of the Approval Action. For information
on filing an appeal under Chapter 31, contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B.

Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102, or call (415) 554-5184. If the Department’s Environmental

Review Officer has deemed a project to be exempt from further environmental review, an exemption determination has
been prepared and can be obtained on-line at http://sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3447. Under CEQA, in a later
court challenge, a litigant may be limited to raising only those issues previously raised at a hearing on the project or in
written correspondence delivered to the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Planning Department or other
City board, commission or department at, or prior to, such hearing, or as part of the appeal hearing process on the
CEQA decision. Individual calendar items: This proposed action is the Approval Action as defined by S.F.

Administrative Code Chapter 31.

Individual calendar items:
This proposed action is the Approval Action as defined by S.F. Administrative Code Chapter 31.
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This form will determine the level environmental review is required. You will be contacted by CPC.EPIntake@sfgov.org with a
payment request and planner contact information.

If you are submitting an application for entitlement, please submit the Project Application with either Building Permit or
Entitlement Intake Appointment.

public right-of-way of a structure built 45
or more years ago or located in a historic
district?

Environmental Topic Information Applicable to Notes/Requirements
Proposed Project?
1a. General Estimated construction duration (months): N/A Approximately 120 working days
1b. General Does the project involve replacement or [ Yes K No
repair of a building foundation? If yes,
please provide the foundation design type
(e.ﬁ., mat foundation, spread footings,
drilled piers, etc.)
1c. General Does Chapter 29 of the San Francisco [ Yes K No If yes, ?lease attach feasibility study
Administrative Code apply to the proposed to ap? ication. If applicant is unclear
roiect? about Chapter 29 applicability, please
proj
contact the city attorney assiged to
advise your agency.
Planning will not accept the
application without applicant
verification that Chapter 29 does not
apply, or a completed feasibility study.
2a. Transportation | Does the project involve a child care facility |[] Yes K] No If yes, submit an Environmental
or school with 30 or more students, or a Supplemental- School and Child Care
location 1,500 square feet or greater? Drop-Off & Pick-Up Management Plan.
2b. Transportation | Would the project involve the [ Yes K No
intensification of or a substantial
increase in vehicle trips at the project
site or elsewhere in the region due to
autonomous vehicle or for-hire vehicle
fleet maintenance, operations, or
charging?
3. Shadow @ Would the project result in any construction | [] Yes K] No If yes, an initial review by a shadow
over 40 feet in height? expert, including a recommendation
as to whether a shadow analysis
is needed, may be required, as
determined by Planning staff. (If the
project already underwent Preliminary
Project Assessment, refer to the
shadow discussion in the PPA letter.)
An additional fee for a shadow review
may be required.
4. Biological Does the project include the removal or [ Yes K No If yes:
Resources addition of trees on, over, or adjacent to the
project site? Number of existing trees on, over, or
adjacent to the project site:
Number of existing trees on, over, or
adjacent to the project site that would
be removed by the project:
Number of trees on, over, or adjacent
to the project site that would be added
by the project:
5a. Historic Would the project involve changes to the [ Yes B No If yes, submit a complete
Preservation front facade or an addition visible from the Historic Resource Determination

Supplemental Application. Include all
materials required in the a%plication,
including a complete record (with
copies) of all building permits.

@ Please see the Property Information Map or speak with staff at the Planning Counter to determine if this applies.
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Environmental Topic Information Applicable to Notes/Requirements
Proposed Project?
5b. Historic @ Would the project involve demolition of [ Yes K No If yes, a historic resource evaluation
Preservation a structure constructed 45 or more years (HRE) report will be required. The
ago, or a structure located within a historic scope of the HRE will be determined in
district? consultation with CPC-HRE@sfgov.org.

6. Archeology @ Would the project result in soil disturbance/ | /1 Yes [] No If Yes, provide depth of excavation/
modification greater than two (2) feet disturbance below grade (in feet*):
below grade in an archeologically sensitive
area or eight (8) feet below grade in a non- Max denth of disturbance 18 feet
archeologically sensitive area? p

*Note this includes foundation work
7. Geology Is the project located within a Landslide [ Yes [ No A geotechnical report prepared by
and Soils Hazard Zone, Liquefaction Zone or on a lot a cLualified professional must be

with an average slope of 25% or greater? submitted if one of the following
________________________ thresholds apply to the project:
Area of excavation/disturbance (in square The project involves:
feet): «  new building construction,

except one-story storage or

519 square feet utility occupancy; &

« horizontal additions, if the
Amount of excavation (in cubic yards): footprint area increases more
. than 50%;

39 cubic yards « horizontal and vertical additions
increase more than 500 square
feet of new projected roof area;
or

. g}:ading performed at a site in
the landslide hazard zone.
A geotechnical report may also be
required for other circumstances
as determined by Environmental
Planning staff.

8. Air Quality @ Would the project add new sensitive [ Yes K No If yes, the property owner must submit
receptors (residences, schools, child care copy of initial filed application with
facilities, hospitals residential dwellings, the Department of Public Health.
and senior-care facilities) within an Air More information is found here.
Pollutant Exposure Zone?

9a. Hazardous Is the project site located within the [ Yes B No If yes, submit a Maher Application

Materials Maher area or on a site containing Form to the Department of Public
potential subsurface soil or groundwater Health and submit documentation of
contamination and would it involve Maher enrollment with this Project
ground disturbance of at least 50 Application.
cubic yards or a change of use from
an industrial use to a residential or Certain projects may be eligible for
institutional use? a waiver from the Maher program.

For more information, refer to the
Department of Public Health’s
Environmental Health Division.
Maher enrollment may also be
required for other circumstan
as determined by Environmental
Planning staff.

9b. Hazardous Is the project site located on a Cortese [ Yes K1 No If yes, submit documentation of

Materials

site or would the project involve work
on a site with an existing or former
éas station, parking lot, auto repair,
ry cleaners, or heavy manufacturing
use, or a site with current or former
underground storage tanks?

enrollment in the Maher Program (per
above), or a Phase | Environmental
Site Assessment prepared by a
qualified consultant.

@ Please see the Property Information Map or speak with staff at the Planning Counter to determine if this applies.
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= Environmental Management

S a n Fra n C | SCO 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 6th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102

Water T 415,934,570
Services of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission F 415.934.5750

TTY 415.554.3488

September 23, 2022

Mr. Timothy Johnston, MP, Senior Environmental Planner
Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: CEQA Categorical Exemption Request
Water Radio Replacement — East Bay Regional
Network Sites
Project No.: 10015118
COA: 10015118 0001 26570 232146 15514

Dear Mr. Timothy Johnston:

The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) requests review of the
proposed Water Radio Replacement — East Bay Regional Network Sites
(Project) under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The SFPUC
requests San Francisco Planning Department — Environmental Planning
Division (EP) concurrence that the proposed Project is categorically exempt
under CEQA Sections 15301 Class 1 (Existing Facilities) and 15302 Class 2
(Replacement or Reconstruction). Class 1 consists of the operation, repair,
maintenance, permitting, leasing, licensing, or minor alteration of existing public
or private structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or topographical
features, involving negligible or no expansion of existing or former use. Class 2
consists of the replacement or reconstruction of existing structures and facilities
where the new structure will be located on the same site as the structure
replaced and will have substantially the same purpose and capacity as the

structure replaced. London N. Breed

Mayor

The following analysis demonstrates the proposed Project would not result in Anson Moran

adverse environmental effects and provides support for our recommendation New::i::r:
that it is categorically exempt under CEQA. The Project would be conducted in Vice President
compliance with applicable federal, State, and local regulations and under Sophie Maxwell
contractual provisions prohibiting work in violation of applicable regulations and Commissioner
plans. Tim Paulson

Commissioner
BACKGROUND Dennis J. Herrera

General Manager
The SFPUC Water Enterprise radio system is antiquated and needs to be
OUR MISSION: To provide our customers with high-quality, efficient and reliable water, power and sewer

services in a manner that values environmental and community interests and sustains the resources entrusted
to our care.




Timothy Johnston, MP, Senior Environmental Planner

Environmental Planning Division, San Francisco Planning Department
CEQA Categorical Exemption Request

Water Radio Replacement — East Bay Regional Network Sites

Page 2 of 9

replaced and expanded at some locations for better coverage. As part of an
overall effort, the SFPUC plans to replace dated radio infrastructure along its
entire system to provide better communications and coverage needed for the
maintenance of the infrastructure, safety of personnel, and to prepare for
natural and man-made disasters, and add radio sites to gain coverage in areas
not previously covered.

By design, the overall Water Radio Replacement Project is divided into four
independent radio networks: Hetch Hetchy Water and Power Region network,
East Bay Region network, West Bay Region network, and City Region network.
Each regional network consists of several radio sites that provide reception and
overlap of reception to provide what is called “coverage”. The radio facilities
within each of these regional networks can work cohesively or independently
from each other. Thus, if a regional network or an individual radio site were to
fail or not be upgraded, the other networks and radio sites would provide some
redundancy and continue to offer some percentage of coverage. If all the
networks and radio sites are upgraded over time as planned, they would cover
90% of the SFPUC’s infrastructure and access routes. If some sites are not
built, coverage would be less; however, upgrades at each site would still be an
improvement to the SFPUC’s communication system in and of itself. The
individual radio site improvements are also neither dependent upon nor
necessitate improvements at other sites. Therefore, each regional network and
each radio site within them has independent utility. As such, it is acceptable to
request separate environmental review of the networks and even of individual
sites.

The Hetch Hetchy network sites were approved in August 2022 (Case No.
2022-006240ENV). Currently, the SFPUC requests environmental review of the
radio sites in the East Bay Region network. The SFPUC will request
environmental review of other radio sites at a future time and no work will occur
at those locations until then.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Project involves work at seven existing sites as described below and
shown in Table 1. All the sites are in Alameda County, except for the Corral
Hollow and Thomas Shaft sites, which are in San Joaquin County. The sites
are existing and fenced facilities and are either developed, fully or partially
graded and graveled, or comprised of natural exposed rock and gravel.

A detailed description of the proposed Project components and activities,



Timothy Johnston, MP, Senior Environmental Planner

Environmental Planning Division, San Francisco Planning Department
CEQA Categorical Exemption Request

Water Radio Replacement — East Bay Regional Network Sites
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ground disturbance, and land ownership at each site is provided in Table 1.
Where not SFPUC property, the radio equipment proposed by this Project
would be authorized within the SFPUC’s leases with these entities. Ground
disturbance would only occur at the Corral Hollow and Thomas Shaft sites.
Construction at the Corral Hollow and Thomas Shaft sites would be completed
in approximately thirty working days and forty-five working days, respectively.

Duration and Schedule

The Project would be initiated upon completion of environmental review and
construction contract approval and award. Construction of all the sites would be
completed in approximately 17 weeks, or 120 working days. Project activities
would primarily be conducted between 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday through
Friday.

Equipment and Personnel

Construction would be completed using only hand tools, except for the Corral
Hollow and Thomas Shaft sites, which would require use of a backhoe,
rammer, vibratory plate, trencher, drill rig, a mobile 15-ton crane mounted to a
rubber-tired truck, and a bucket truck. Four to six crew members are expected
to be onsite during construction at each site. Additionally, the contractor’s
supervisor and an SFPUC engineer and/or technician would be on site to
provide oversight for each site. Approximately eight passenger vehicles would
be used to transport work crew members, the contractor’s supervisor, and
SFPUC engineer/technician to and from the site each day.

Site Access and Staging
Access to the Project sites would be via existing public roads that are paved,
dirt, and gravel roads. Trucks and equipment would park at the Project sites.

SFPUC STANDARD CONSTRUCTION MEASURES

The SFPUC requires the Standard Construction Measures issued July 1, 2015
(on file at the Environmental Planning Division) be implemented for all projects,
as applicable. These measures would be applied to this Project as well.

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

Aesthetics

The Corral Hollow, Thomas Shaft, Crane Ridge, Sunol Ridge, Sunol Valley
Water Treatment Plant, and Mt. Allison sites are in remote locations. Due to the
remote locations of all these sites, construction activities would not be readily
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visible to the public and, in any event, would be temporary and short-term.
Construction at the Sunol Yard Communication Shop site may be visible from
Main Street; however, there are trees along the road that screen views of the
site and work would be completed in approximately five working days.
Therefore, adverse effects to aesthetics from construction are not anticipated.

Since the Project would replace existing equipment with similar equipment
and/or install additional and similar equipment to what is already present at the
sites and in inside structures in some cases, the newly installed Project
components are largely anticipated to be visibly indiscernible.

At the Corral Hollow site, one small, prefabricated steel communication
equipment shelter and two propane tanks would be installed next to the
existing building structure. Although this new structure would be more visually
discernable (than for example, an additional dish antenna on a tower), it would
be consistent with the existing aesthetic character of the site.

At the Thomas Shaft site, the Project would install a 160-foot-tall tower to
expand communications at this site where the only method of communication is
currently over a copper phone line or through satellite. While the new tower
would be taller than the other existing facilities at this site, it would be among
existing water treatment facilities and utility poles and the site is in a very
remote location with minimal public visibility (ranchers driving by). Therefore,
adverse effects to the aesthetics character of the Corral Hollow and Thomas
Shaft sites are not anticipated. Therefore, for the reasons discussed above,
adverse effects to aesthetics from the Project are not expected.

Air Quality

Equipment for the Project construction would be limited to hand tools, except at
Corral Hollow and Thomas Shaft sites where a backhoe, rammer, vibratory
plate, trencher, drill rig, and a mobile 15-ton crane mounted to a rubber-tired
truck would be used. Although construction would take approximately 35 days
and 45 days to complete at these sites respectively, the use of fueled
equipment would be less than 10 hours at each site. Given the limited
equipment to be used, criteria air pollutant emissions during construction are
reasonably expected to be minor and were thus not modeled. Ground
disturbance would be limited to 411 square feet at the Corral Hollow site and
22 square feet at the Thomas Shaft site and would be completed within a few
days at each site such that dust emissions during construction would be minor.
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Two propane tanks and a new SFPUC emergency backup generator would be
installed at the Corral Hollow site to power the new radio equipment to be
installed in the shelter. The generator would be propane unlike the existing
diesel generator because it burns cleaner than diesel fuel. The emergency
backup generator would only be tested intermittently and use propane such
that operational emissions would be negligible. As a result, the Project is not
anticipated to result in a substantial increase in emissions during operation.
After construction, the disturbed areas would be covered with gravel and rock
similar to existing conditions, such that dust emissions are not anticipated to
increase during operation of the sites.

Given the Project would generate minimal criteria air pollutant emissions during
construction and operation and would generate only short-term and minimal
dust emissions during construction, adverse effects on air quality are not
expected.

Biological Resources

The Project sites are within previously disturbed or paved/gravel areas and
there is no critical habitat present at any of the sites. The Project would not trim
or remove trees or demolish buildings with eaves that could have nesting
migratory birds or roosting bats. The Thomas Shaft, Sunol Ridge, Sunol Valley
Water Treatment Plant, and the Sunol Yard Communication Shop sites are
among trees that could provide habitat for nesting birds. Additionally, pallid bat
(Antrozous pallidus) is known to occur in the Sunol Valley Water Treatment
Plant site area.. It is unlikely that nesting birds and roosting bats, if present in
the trees adjacent to the Sunol Ridge, Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant, and
Sunol Yard Communication Shop sites, would be adversely affected given the
use of hand tools only at these sites.

However, at the Thomas Shaft site where some heavy equipment would be
used, and out of an abundance of caution at the Sunol Ridge, Sunol Valley
Water Treatment Plant, and Sunol Yard Communication Shop sites, in
accordance with SFPUC Standard Construction Measure Number 7, if work
would occur at these sites during the nesting season (February 15 to August
31) or at the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant site during the bat roosting
season (April 15 through August 31), a qualified biologist would conduct a
survey of the sites and the immediate surrounding area for active migratory
bird nests (containing eggs or chicks or raptors showing mating behavior) and
roosting bats. If present, measures would be implemented in consultation with
the Project biologist to ensure active nests or roosts are not destroyed or
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adversely affected, such as establishing work buffer zones, restricting certain
types of activities, monitoring, or delaying activities until the young have
fledged.

Additionally, the following special-status wildlife are known to generally occur in
the Project areas (CNDDB, 2022):

e Corral Hollow: San Joaquin pocket mouse, California glossy snake
(Arizona elegans occidentalis), California red-legged frog (Rana
draytonii), foothill yellow-legged frog (Rana boylii), least Bell’s vireo
(Vireo bellii pusillus), San Joaquin coachwhip (Masticophis flagellum
ruddocki), San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica), and western
spadefoot (Spea hammondii)

o Thomas Shaft: Townsend’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii),
pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), San Joaquin pocket mouse
(Perognathus inornatus), coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii),
and California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense)

Although Townsend’s big-eared bat has been observed in the Thomas Shaft
site area, the site does not provide suitable habitat for Townsend’s big-eared
bat (typically caves, tunnels, mines, and buildings).

In accordance with SFPUC Standard Construction Measure Number 7, a
qualified biologist would survey these sites and the immediate surrounding
area to identify if any of these species are present. If species are present,
measures would be implemented, in consultation with the Project biologist, to
ensure the species are not adversely affected.

With the inclusion of these measures, adverse effects to biological resources
are not expected.

Cultural Resources

The Project would not affect any built environment features except the existing
lattice towers and existing concrete and steel communications equipment
shelters within the sites. The existing shelters and towers were built in the
1950s and 1960s, although some shelters have been added over time and the
tower at Corral Hollow was replaced in 2007 by the other communication
equipment owners. Although the shelters and towers are greater than 50 years
old, the Project would not modify the exterior of the shelters and the same type
of equipment as already exists on the towers would be replaced or added.
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Thus, the Project would not be anticipated to adversely affect these
communications structures.

Only two Project sites, Corral Hollow and Thomas Shaft, would involve ground
disturbance. As per consultation with the San Francisco Planning Department
Archaeologist (Lentz, 2022), the Corral Hollow site has low sensitivity for
prehistoric and historical resources. Prehistoric sensitivity is low because the
Corral Hollow site it on top of a hill, there are no bedrock outcroppings, and the
site does not have characteristics that would make it a prime hunting or
transportation place. The site has low historic sensitivity because there is no
evidence that it would have any deposits associated with ranching or
subsequent activities per historical maps. The Thomas Shaft site was
previously reviewed for pre-historic archeological resources and no existing
sites were identified and it was determined that sensitivity for buried prehistoric
resources at the site is low." As per consultation with the San Francisco
Planning Department Archaeologist (Lentz, 2022), because the previous
evaluation is dated, the tower foundation would be deep, and there are known
resources with the general area, including historic period use, cultural resource
awareness training is required. Accordingly, SFPUC Standard Construction
Measure 9, Archaeological Measure | (Unanticipated Discovery) is included in
the Project to address the potential for archaeological discoveries during
construction at the Corral Hollow and Thomas Shaft sites. This measure
requires resources protection and assessment measures to be implemented in
the event of a discovery during construction and requires on-site discovery
training for the Thomas Shaft site. Archaeological Measure Il (monitoring)
and/or Archaeological Measure lll (Testing/Data Recovery) would be
implemented in the event of a discovery during construction. With the inclusion
of this measures, adverse effects to archaeological resources are not
expected.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Based on the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Geotracker and
State Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Envirostor databases,
there are no leaking underground (fuel) storage tank cleanup sites or other
hazardous materials sites in the Project vicinity.

The SFPUC and its contractor would comply with SFPUC Standard
Construction Measure Number 6, which requires the appropriate storage and

' San Joaquin Regional Water Quality Improvement Project (Final Environmental Impact Report,
Case No. 2007.0427E)
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handling of construction materials, including any hazardous materials (i.e.,
paints, fuel, etc.) while on site, as well as the appropriate treatment,
containment, and removal of hazardous materials (i.e., soil, groundwater or
vapor) should they be encountered during Project activities, which is unlikely
given the absence of any known contamination sources and limited ground
disturbance. Therefore, adverse effects related to hazardous materials are not
expected.

Noise

Short-term and intermittent daytime noise would be generated by Project
construction activities between 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Monday through
Friday, which complies with the allowable construction hours in the noise
ordinances for Alameda County and San Joaquin County. Further, except for
the Sunol Yard Communication Shop site as discussed below, there are no
sensitive noise receptors near the sites that could be affected by noise.

The Sunol Yard Communication Shop site is located approximately 200 feet
from a school and directly adjacent to a residence (approximately 50 feet). If
the Network Control Station (a computer) is located at this site?, it would be
placed within the existing building and approximately15 to 20 feet of phone and
communication lines would be installed from an existing utility pole to the
building. This work would completed with a crew using a bucket truck and hand
tools(no heavy equipment would be used), and the installation would take
approximately five working days. Because any noise generated at this site
would occur during daytime allowable construction house and would be minor
and temporary and short in duration, adverse noise effects during construction
are not expected

The only new noise source associated with operation of the Project would be
the new emergency backup generator to be installed at the Corral Hollow site.
This site is in a remote location such that there are no sensitive noise receptors
that would hear the generator when it is tested intermittently.

Therefore, adverse noise effects from the Project are not expected.
Transportation

Traffic generated by the Project would be limited to a minimal number of

2 Alternative as described in Table 1, the Network Control Station maybe installed at the Sunol
Yard in the existing server room, which is among other Yard facilities and away from sensitive
receptors.
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vehicles (eight per day per site) using existing paved and dirt roads. Vehicles
and equipment would be parked at the existing sites during construction. Based
on the limited number of vehicles and equipment, short Project duration, and
remote location of roads and sites, traffic delays are not expected. Therefore,
adverse effects to transportation are not expected.

Water Quality

No construction would occur within waters of the United States or the State.
Ground disturbance would be limited to two sites and would occur on rocky soil
that is typically not susceptible to erosion. Project activities would not alter any
drainage patterns or adversely affect water quality. Therefore, adverse effects
to water quality are not expected.

CEQA COMPLIANCE/RECOMMENDATION

Based on the description of the proposed Project and evaluation above, the
SFPUC recommends that it is categorically exempt under CEQA Sections
15301 Class 1 (Existing Facilities) and 15302 Class 2 (Replacement or
Reconstruction). Class 1 consists of the operation, repair, maintenance,
permitting, leasing, licensing, or minor alteration of existing public or private
structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or topographical features, involving
negligible or no expansion of existing or former use. Class 2 consists of the
replacement or reconstruction of existing structures and facilities where the
new structure will be located on the same site as the structure replaced and will
have substantially the same purpose and capacity as the structure replaced.

Sincerely,

On Behalf of Karen E. Frye, AICP
Acting Manager, Environmental Management

Attachment 1: Water Radio East Bay Region Sites Locations Map

cc: Fonda Davidis, SFPUC Project Manager
Kimberly Liddell, SFPUC Environmental Construction Compliance
Manger/Environmental Project Manager
Whitney Broeking, SFPUC Environmental Project Manager
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