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FILE NO. 171215 RESOLUTIG ... NO. 

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

2 

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

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

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

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

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

19 and other non-potable uses; and 

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

21 1953, the State of California Department of General Services ("State") representing the State 

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

23 100 Armory Street in the City and County of San Francisco ("Armory Property") and has 

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

25 ("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) authorized 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 
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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 

1 O 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 conclusively evidenced by 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

10 pursuant to the Agreement, or to otherwise effectuate the purpose and intent of this 

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

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

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

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

15 Agreement, for inclusion in File No. 171215. 

16 
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Director of Propert~ 
Real Estate Division 

RECOMMENDED: 

.General Manager 
San Francisco Public U 
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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"), 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 Annory Drive, San 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 constrnction of the Westside 
Recycled Water Project (the "Project"), City desires to purchase and accept the portion of the 
Armory 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 and 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 Easement 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 undetialce 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 Conveyance Property and the Easement is 
being sold by the State pursuant to the provisions Government Code section 14664 et seq., which 
among others, requires a 30-day Joint Legislative Budget Committee notice. 
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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, pennits, 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, anq 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 faith 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 

· refen-ed to as the "Effective Date." · 

2. Purchase Price and Administrative Costs. 

a. Purchase Pl'ice. 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 consideration to the State, City shall 
reimburse applicable for State's administrative costs actually incun-ed 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 suppott 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. 
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3. Payment of Purchase Price and Administrative Costs. Before or concunent 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 i~ 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 governmental 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 Period, 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 Prope1ty, and shall coordinate. 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 damaged 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 harmless 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 occurrence 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 Property, and City's obligations 
under this Section. 
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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 Warranties) 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 (including attorneys' fees and costs) and claims therefor, whether 
direct or indirect, known or unlmown, foreseen or unforeseen, which may arise on 
account of or in anyway 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 discovered 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 
HAVE MATERIALLY AFFECTED HIS OR HER SETTLEMENT 
WITH THE DEBTOR. 11 

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 "to State's actnal knowledge," or words to such effect, shall mean 
the current 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 six ( 6) moi1ths. 

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 instrnments referenced herein, 
and to consummate the transactions contemplated hereby in the execution, 
delivery, and performance of this Agreement. Furtllermore, 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 pait 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, 
tlu·eatened 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 Prope1ty 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 hereunder). For the purpose 
of this Agreement, without creating any personal liability on behalf of such individual, 
usage of "to City's actual knowledge," or words to such effect, shall mean the current 
actual, not imputed, knowledge of Brian Morelli, San F1;ancisco 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 ill 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 Agreement 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, and performance of this Agreement. 

b. Conflicting Documents. To City's actual lmowledge, 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 any terms, conditions, or provisions of, or 
constitute a default under, any bond, note, or other evidence of indebtedness or 
any contract, indenture, mortgage, deed of trust, loan, partnership agreement, 
lease, or other agreement or instrument to which City is a party. 

c. No Side Agreements 01· 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 Propeity, 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 Janµary 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 ofreceipt 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 terms of this 
Section, City agrees to take any and all steps necessary to effectuate 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 constrned 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 p01tion of, or 
interest in, the Conveyance Prope1ty. The Post Closing Covenants are for the 
benefit of State personally and the right to enforce the Post Closing Covenants 
shall be granted 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 their tenns. 

11. Notices. All notices, demands, consents, requests, or other c01mnunications required to 
or pennitted to be given pursuant to this Agreement shall be in writing, shall be give11 
only in accordance with the provisions of this Section, shall be addressed to the parties in 
the manner set foith below, and shall be conclusively deemed to have been properly 
delivered: (a) upon receipt when hand delivered during nonnal business hours (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 not be effective unless the sending party delivers the notice 
also by one other method pennitted under this Section); ( c) upon the day of delivery 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 possession the return 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 confirmation 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 Prope1ty Services Section 
Department of General Services, State of California 
707 Third Street, 5th Floor MS-501 
West Sacramento, CA 95605 
Sam. Cooper@DGS. CA.GOV 

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, 7th Floor 
West Sacramento, CA 95605 
Facsimile: (916) 376-5088 

City and County of San Francisco 
25 Van Ness A venue, 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 delivered 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 delivered on 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 remainder of this Agreement, or the application of such tenn 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 be 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 period of time equal to the period of the delay. 

c. Survival. All of City's and State1s warranties, indemnities, representations, 
covenants, obligations, undertakings and agreements contained in this Agreement 
shall survive the Recording Date, and the execution and delivery o.f this 
Agreement and of any and all documents or instruments delivered in connection 
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 (i11cluding 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 be modified, 
changed, supplemented, superseded, canceled, or terminated, nor may any 
obligations hereunder be waived, except by written instrument signed by the pmiy 
to be charged or by its agent duly authorized in writing or as otherwise expressly 
permitted herein. The parties do not intend to confer any benefit hereunder on 
any person, firm, or corporation other than the parties hereto. 

f. Relationship of Parties. Nothing contained in 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 part 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, mid 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 
Govermnent Code. If any date for performance herein 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 Recording Date, City shall 
be entitled to the possession of the Conveyance Property and the po1tions 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, 
together, shall constitute one and the same instrument. The exchange of copies of 
this Agreement and of signature pages by electronic mail in "po1ta0le document 
format" ("pdf') form or by any other electronic means shall constitute effective 
execution and delivery of this 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/HIV 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 CALIFORNIA, 
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 
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EXHIBIT A 

F01111 of Quitclaim Deed 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 

State of California -0.fficinlBusirie.~s 
Depnrlment of General Semces· 

Document entitled to frtt recorWition 
PnrsuM1f to Gov't. Code Sec. 6103 

WHENRECORDEDJ.BJL TO: 

Director of Properly 
Real Estnfe Dhisio.n 
City and Co11Dty of SM1Frrunisco. 
25 Vrtn Nm Avenue, Suite 400 
.San Frandsto, California 94102 

\YITH A COPY TO: 

State of Cnlifu1'Dia -0.fficiaJ Bnsiness 
·Depnrlment of General Smices 
707 3ni Street, l\IS..501 . 
Wt-st Sacramento-, CA 95005 
Attention: i\Jlh Buffer 

Sm FJl!JldKo Caunry AJIN: '1281-00I (pcnion) 
ioo.AmIDr}•Dm:e,SmFr.mtisco · 

Ane<o-: l>!illtlliy Dep.mme!ll 

.Pn.on;:cr. we.rude RfcydedWorerProject 

F...: TF.12015 

FISCAL: ,DGSOOO!iOOl:H695 

Ql!ITCI.;\J)f IITTD 

The Stille of Cillifurnia, acting by and thr~ its ~t.of Geneml Se:IVices, with the 
11.ppro\'Dl of the Cnlifomia Militniy Department, (1be uSTAIT'), does hereby relinquish, abanaon; 
·abrogate, transfer, releJtSe, remise and quitclaim to the CITY . and COUNTY · OF SA."'l" 
FRANCISCO, a consolidated public body, COIJlOillle and politic {the "CTTI.n'), all of!he STAIE's 
right, title and irilerest in and to that certain real property situated in the City aiJ.d Collllly of SllD 
Fmnci~co~ Stnte of California, d=n"bed in Exhibit A an.d depicted on Uhlbit B attached hereto 
llllil. by ibis reference lncorpomted herein (collecriv~·, !he "Connyance Properly"). 

This Quitclaim Deed>is made subject to fuose condiliODS, restrictiollS' and resezvarions in 
thi:lse Deeds re:otded May24, 1950 at B<iok 5453 an.d Page 2n tirid. August 19, 1953 at Bol>k 6214 
an.d Page 498 Official Recmm of City an.d Ci>liliJy of Sl!D Frnilcisoo. 

This Quitdaim. Deed is made pur.srumt to that certain Agreement for ConveyillJCe and 
Acceptance1Jffu!al Property for lhe Conveyance Property b)• and between STATE and CITY dated 
for reference pmposes only as _, 2017, (the «A,,areemenf). All capitalizl!d tenns 
tised in this Qliilclniin Deed shill ha\\'! !he me:ming nscnl>ed to !hem in the Agreemem Ullltss 
indicated tO tre ccirilritj herein. 

STAIE and CITY agrne as follows: 

[Qiii11:13imlJeed.PortionafSl'.Annmy7.l0.17] 
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EXHIBIT A 

1. Post-C!osin11 Covenants R.e11arding Completion of Development and Reversion and 
Reconvevnnce. In consideration of STATE entering into the Agreement and ns ntl inducement to 
STATE to convey the Conveyance Property to CITY, CITY and STATE hereby acknowledge and 
ngree that U1e following covenants, conditions and restrictions set forth in Ulis Section shall smvive 
the Close ofEscrow (the "Post Closing CoYenants") and be binding upon CITY and STATE as 
follows: 

a. Completion of Development. Cl1Y' s pianned development and constmction of 
the Conveyance Prope1ty in coru1ection with the Project shall be completed 
before the dnte ("Completion Date") that is Thirty-six (36) months following 
the Recording Dille. Completion of CITY' s planned development mid 
constn1ction of the Conveyance Prope1ty in colll!ection with the Project shall be 
deemed satisfied upon CITY's finnl acceptance of the ;Project improvements. 
Unless the Completion Date is ex.tended by mutual written agreementby CITY 
and the STATE, which exteusion shall not be tmreasonably withheld, STATE 
shall have the power to temrinnte CITY'S fee simple interest or othenvise in the 
Conveyance Property ru1d reenter and take possession of U1e Conveyance 
Property if CITY foils to complete Uie Project on 01· before the Completion Date. 
Jn the event the Conveyance Property is to be reconveyed by CITY to STATE in 
accordance witl1 ternJS oftlris Section, CITY agrees to take any ru1d all steps 
necessruy to effecttuite Uie transfer of CITY' s interest in the Conveyance 
Property back to STATE as provided in the Agreement. CITY acknowledge.~ 
and agrees that STA TE' s reversionary interests in the Conversion Prope1ty and 
Easement as set foiih in illis Section are intended by the parties to be, and shall 
be constmed to be, powers ofterntination as defined in California Ci\<il Code 
section 885.020. 

2, Successors and Assitms. All obligations of CITY under this Quitdain1 Deed (and all 
of the te1ms, covenants and conditions of this Quitclaim Deed) shill be binding upon 
CITY, its successors .and assigns and evety successor ii1 interer.t of llie Conveyance 
Property or any 1io1tion il1ereof or any interest therein, for the benefit and in fuvor of 
STATE, its successors m1d assigns. 

a. Tiiis Quitclaiin Deed shall not merge with any other agreement between the 
STATE and the CITY. 

[Quitcfaim Deed-Portiotl of SF Armory 7.10.17] 
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EXIDBITA 

SAID CONVEYANCE PROPERTY IS CONVEYED SUBJECT TO all liens, 
eucumbrunces, easements, covennuts, conditiott~ nnd restrictions of recot'd. 

IN WITNESS 'VHEREOF, STATE has caused this instnunent to be executed ns of the 
dnte herei11nfte1· written. 

DATED: ·--~2017 

STATE: 

The State ofCnlifomia, 
Department of Genel'!ll Services 
Daniel C. Kim, Din:.cto1· 

By: _________ . 

Michael P. Butler, Chief 
Rent Properly Services Section 

Approved: 

Cnlifomia Military Depaiimeut 

By: ___ _ 

Thomns Clnrke 
CW4CAARNG 
Chief, Prncmement Brnnch 

[Quitclaim Deed-Poition of SF Annoiy 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 Cal\fornin, being a 
po!'tion of that certain landscape easement described in that deed recorded June 20, l990 in Reel 
F!SO Official Records Image 625, Records of the City and County of San Francisco, and being 
more pmticulnrly described as follows: 

BEGINNING at the westerly cornet' of said landscape easement, said westel'ly corner being also 
the westerly corner of that parcel of land described in deed to State of California recorded August 
19, 1953 in Book 6214 of Official Records, Page 498, Records of City und County of San 
Francisco, State of California; 

thence North 19°18' 44.3" East, 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.l" East, 39.18 feet; 

thence North 76°41' 15.7" 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 u part hereof us Exhibit 
"BH. 

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

-5~..a~~ 
T:;T' :..,urkee, PLS5773, Exp. 06/30/2016 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
A.'10 \~1lEN RECORDED RETUR..1\l TO; 

WHBI RECORDED ~t~IL TO; 

!Director of Properry I 
Ren! Estate Division 
City nncl County of San Frnncisco 
25 Van Ness Avenue. Suite 400 

t_5an Frnncisco, California 94102 J 

EXHIBITC 

Fonn of Easement 

The undersiglled hereby declnres this ittstrnment to be exempt from SPACE AfiOVE TifIS LINE FOR RECOP..DER'S USE 
Recordiug Fees {Go11. Code § 273S3) and Documentary Trnnsfer Tax (Rev. 
& Tnx. c:ode H 1922). 

AGREEl\'fENT AJ\TJ) GRANT OF EASEl\•fENT AGENCY: MilitmyDeparlment 

SUBSURFACE TIEBACKS A]l.TJ) PROJECT: Westside Recycled Water Project 

FILE: TR12015 
l\'L\.INTENANCE ACCESS FISCAL: DGSOOOOOOJ 34695 

San Francisco County APN: 7281-004 (pl'rtiou)-- 100 Aimory Dtive. San Frnni:isco 

THIS AGREEMENT AJ.~D GR.ANT OF EASEJ:vIENT ("Agrt'etneut'") is made and entered into this 
____ day of . 2017. by and between the STATE OF CALIFO&~IA, acting by 
and tln-ough its DEPARThIENT OF GENERAL SERVICES ("DGS") on behalf of the CALIFORNIA 
MILITARY DEPARTMENT ("CMD"). (hereinafter collectively refened to as "STATE") on one 
hand. and the CITY Al\'D COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, a consolidated public body, coq)ornte 
and politic. on the other hm1d (".CITY"). Tue STATE and CITY are collectively refmed to as the 
"PARTIES". Capitalized temis used in this Agreement shall have the meanings ascribed to them by the 
section in which such tenu is first de tined. This Agreement includes all exhibits attached hereto. 

RECITALS 

A. STATE is the owner of certain property consisting of approximately ± 7.689 acres. and related 
improvements, located at 100 Anuory Dliw. Sm1 Francisco. Cotmty of San Francisco, State of 
Califomin, with Assessor's Parcel Number 7281-004 (collectively the" Se!'vient P:mel "). 

B. CITI' is t~e owner of ce1tain property nucl related improvements, located at 3500 Grem Highway. 
San Francisco, County of San Francisco. State of Cnlifoniia, with Assessor's Parcel Number 7281-
007 (the "Domlnm1t Pim:el"). 

C. In order for CITY to complete the development and constrnction of the Westside Recycled Water 
Project (the "Project"). STATE quitclaimed a portion ofthe Servient Parcel to CITY, recorded on 
even date herewith (the "Conveyance Property") and CITY intends to develop and constmct 
improvements on the Conveyance Property in connection with the Project. 

D. To cany out CITY's planned development of the Conveyance Property in com1ection with the 
Project. Cin· requires au easement for subs1u'face tiebacks, as well as an easement for access and 
maintenance over a portion of the Servient Pm·cel. 
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EXHIBIT C 

E. ST ATE nncl CITY entered into this Agreement for the pmpose of CITY receiving the easements for 
the puqioses described below in this Agreement in that portion of the Servient Parcel refe1recl to in 
this Agreement as the "Mniuteunnre Easement'.' as more particularly described ru1d depicted on 
the attnched Exhibits A ll!Hl B, along with an easement on. under. and across the "Subsurface 
Tiebnrlt Aren" as more particularly described and depicted on the attached Exhibits C nn<l D. 

AGREEi\IKi'o"'T 

NOW THEREFORE. ill consideration of the above recitals. all of which m:e expressly h1co11ioratec\ into 
. this Agreement, and rhe mutual promises mid covenants contained in this Agreement, the PARTIES 

agree as follows: 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 14666 of the Government Code of the State of California. 
STATE, hereby grams unto CITY. its successors and assigns forever. a non-exchisive easement 
beneficting and nppurtenant to the Dominant Parcel to use the Subsurface Tieback Area to h1stall. 
locme, relocate, consm1ct, reconstrnct. alter. use. mainmin, inspect. repair. and abandon in pince 
subsurface tie-hacks. at such locations and elevations greater than twenty five (2:5) feet below any 
sm1cnire, necessary for Cffi''s development, along with the Ivlaintenm1ce Easement for the pmvoses of 
construction srnging. smface inspection of eanh support strncntres. and access to and maintenance of 
the Conveyance Property in connection with the Project in. upon. over. on. under, nnd across the 
Servient Parcel (rite "Permittetl tTses"), to cany out the Pe1111irted Uses. CITY s!mll make reasonable 
efforts to avoid 111u·easo11able interfere1tce with. or mu·ensonable bmdenim;: of. the Se1vie11t Parcel or 

·STA TE's use thereof. . " 

The benefits and burdens of the Agreement· will benefit and burden the Dominant Parcel and the 
Servient Parcel and riin with the ln~d in accordance with Califomia Civil code sections 1460-14 71. 
Each covenant of either party to this Agreement to do or refrain from doing some act stated in this 
Agreement is expressly for the benefit of the land of the other party to this Agreement that is described 
in this Agreement. The successive owners of each of those prope11ies owned by either parry are bound 
by this Agreement for the benefit of the other property. Each covenam mns with both rhe Jnnd owned 
by or granted to the STATE and the lnnd owned or granted to the CITY and will benefit or be binding 
on each successive owner, d\u·ing his, her, or its ownership, of any portion of the land affected by this 
Agreement and 011 each person havh1g any interest in it derived tlll'Ollgh any owner thereat: This 
Agreement shall be recorded on even date with the Quit Claim of the Conveyance Property in the 
Official Records of tl1e City and County of San Francisco. · 

The Easements granted herein are subject to the renns, conditions, limitarions, and covenmus, 
consisting of one (1) page on the attached Exhibit E. which shall nm with the Easements granted 
herein. and the CITY. successors and assigns, by acceptance of these Easements, agrees to abide by, 
perfonn and observe each and all of said terms. limitations, conditions, and covenants set fonh therein. 

The attached Exhibits A. B, C. D. 111111 E are hereby made a pmt of and incorporated hito this 
Agreement. 
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EXHIBITC 

IN WITNESS ·wHEREOF, STATE has caused its named to be affixed hereto and this 
instrument to be executed by its duly authorized officer. 

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

By: ________ _ 
Michael P. Butler, Chief 
Real Property Services Section 

Ap1Jroved: 
Califomia Militaiy Department 

By: _______ --,-
Thomas Clarke 
CW4CAARNG 
Chief, Procurement Branch 

CITY 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANC1'3CO 
a consolidated public body, coqJornte and politic 

By:~-------
John Updike 

· Director of Property 

Approved as to Fonn: 

By: _______ _ 
Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attomey 

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 st1bject to existing contracts, leases, li,censes, easements, encumbrances, and 
claims that may affect said real property and the use of the word "Grant" herein shall not be construed as a 
covenant against the existence of any thereof. · 

2. CITY waives all claim against ST ATE, its officers, agents, and employees, for loss or damage 
caused by, arising out 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 STATE, 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 upon 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 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 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 ATE the easement herein granted. 

5. This Easement shall terminate in the event CITY fails for a continuous period of thirty-six (36) 
months to use this Easement for the purposes herein granted. Upon such termination, CITY shall forthwith 
upon service of written demand, deliver to STATE, at no cost to STATE, a Quitclaim Deed, to its right, title and 
interest hereunder. Should CITY fail or refuse to deliver said Quitclaim Deed, ST ATE 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 ST ATE 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 
Easement. In the event CITY should fail to restore said premises in accordance with such request, STATE may 
do so at the rlsk of CITY, and all costs of such removal and restoration shall be paid by CITY upon demand. 

6. In 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 ground around such 
excavation, and shall replace the earth so removed by it and restore the surface of the grolmd and any 
improvement thereon to as near the same condition as they were immediately prior to commencement of CITY's 
activities pursuant to this Easement as ls practicable. · 

THE REMAINDeR OF THIS PAGe IS INTeNTIONALLY LeFT BLANK. 
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EXHIBITD 

Description and Map of Tieback Easement 

Exhibit "A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

Tieback Easement 

June 2'7, 2016 

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

BEGINNING at the westel'ly corner of said parcel; 
thence North 19°18'44.3" East, 170.11 feet along the westerly line of said parcel to the TRUE 
POIN'f OF BEGINNING; 
thence South 67°37'31.6" Bast, 22.90 feet; 
thence South 19°11'44.5" West, 144.92 feet; 
thence South 43°33'20.1" East, 39.18 feet; 
thence South 76°41' 15.7" Bast, 52.5 L feet; 
thence North 46°26'39.9" Bast, 61.30 feet; 
thence North 43°33'20. l" West, 33.97 feet; 
thence North 46°26'39.9" East, l l.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 OF BEGINNING: 

Containing 25,203 square feet, more or less. 

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

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

~ . t~ J;l.. Lu-
~·Durkee, PLS5773, Exp. 06/30/2016 

Conveyance Agreement-Portion of SF Annory 
City nud County of Sau Francisco (8-27-17) 
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Line Table 
.Line Beating Distance 

L1 S 67°37'31.6" E 22.90' 
l2 S 43"33'20.1" E 39.ll!' 
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L4 N 45"26'39.9" E 61.30' 

LS N 43o33•20.1• W 33.97' 

l6 N 46°26'39.9" E 11.08' 
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Scale: 1"=60' 

City and County of Son Francisco 

Public Utilities Commission 
Real Estate Services 

90.00' 

Exhibit "B" 

POB 

Plot for Tiebock Easement 

Notional Guard Armory 

Natioal -Guard Armory 
6214 OR 498 
08/19/1953 
APN 7281-004 
335, 100 sq. ft.± 

C!ty on d County o~ Son 
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EXHIBITE 

Description and Map of Maintenance Easement 

Exhibit. "A" 
LEGAL iDESCR!PtION 
Maintenance Easement: 

February t3, 201s 

All that real property .situate in th~ City and Cotmty of San Francisco, State of California, being a 
portion of th~t certain landscape easement described in that deed recorded June 20, 1990 in Reel 
Fl50 Official Recbtcls Image 625, Records of the City and County of San Francisco, and being 
more pmticu1arly described as follows: 
BEGINNING at the westerly comer of said landscape easement, said westerly corner beirtg also 
the westerly corner of that par.eel of land described 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; 
tbem~e southeasterly along the southerly Hne 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, 144.92 feet; 
thence South 67°37' 31.6" East1 1052 feet to the face bf an existing concrete retaining wall; 
thc1t¢e contilllling southerly along said wall the following bearings and distances: 
thence South 19°25'26.S" West, 94.05 feet; 
thence South 69°4t.'4t.6'' East, 5.14 feet; 
thence South 18°22' 14.3" West, 27.98 feet; 
the11ce South 46°36156.5'' West, 21.08 feet; 
thence S9uth 43°06'41.4" East, 43.9l feet to the southerly line of said landscape easement; 
thcuce ·leaving said retaining wall Nort:l1 76°41'15.7" West, along said southerly Hne of the 
landscape easement 10.07 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNlNG. 

Containing 1,857 squal'efoet. more or less. 

A plat ~howing the above-described parcel is attached herein and made a putt hereof as Exhibit 
"B" .. 

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

:iii t. Uw LU-ry.c· Durkee, PLS5773, Exp. 06/30/2016 

END OF DESCRIPTION 

Conveyance Agreement-P01tion of SF Armory 
City and County of San Francisco (8-27-17) 
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Line Table 
Line Bearing Distance 
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Not to Scale 

City and County of San Francisco 

Public Utilities Commission 
Real Estate Services 
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Exhibit "B" 

lF'OS 

Plat for Maintenance Easement 

National Guard Armory 

Natlonal Guard Annory 
6214 OR 498 
08/19/1953 
APN 7281-004 
335,100 sq.ft.± 

Buildin Easement.dwa 
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RECORDING REQUESTED DY 
AND WHEN·RECORDED RETURN TO:: 

Wi-JEN rtECORDED MAiL TO: 

1rnrectbr of Property l 
Real.Estate· Di vision 
City a11d County of Sati Francisco. 
2SVan Ness Avenue, Suite400 

l!an Frnndsco, California 94102 , _J. 

· The·unde1·~igned Jiel'cby. dcclut'e~ thi.S:·ihstrumeut to. beexelnpt frqm. 
Recording Fees (Govb. Code·§, 27383)" and.Dooumentury-Trausfor Tax: (Rev. 
_§GTnx. Cod6§T1922), · 

'AGREEMEN'l' AND: GRANT OF EASEMENT 

SUBSURFACE TIEBACKS AND 

MAINTENANCE ACCESS 

3(1ACE liilOVll THiS f,JNE FOR RllCORPllR!S usn . 

AGENCY: .Mi!itru:yDeportment 

PROJECT! Westside R:eoyofod·Wator Project · 

FtLE: TR120l5 

FISCAL: DGS000000134695 

San F1'ancisoo County· APN: 7281-004. (portion)- 100 Armory Drive, San Francisco; 

THIS AGREEMENT AND GRANT OF ;EASEMENT (''Agreement"): ii;;: made and e11:tered into this 
____ day of , 2'017;. by and betweeµ the STATE OF CALIFORNIA, acting by 
and throiigh its DEP ARTIVlENT OF GENERAL SERVICES (HDGS") 011 behalf of the CALIFORNIA 
MILITARY DEPARTMENT ("CMJ)"); (hei'eiifafter collectively referred to aff' ''STATE"} on one 
hand, and the ciTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, a consplidatGCl pnblic body1 corporate 
and politic, on the other hand ("CITY"). The STATE and CITY &re collectively referred to a~, the 
";PARTIES'' .. Capitalized terms used. iiI this Agreement. shall havetiie meanings ascribed to thein by the 
secllon in which si;ich te1'1':\1 is fttst'de:fined. This Agre¢tneti.t fncfod~s all exl~bits 11ttaehed hereto, 

RECiTALS 

A. STATE is the owner of cettai:n property· consisting of !lpproximately ± 7.689 acres, and rel~ted 
improvements, locatt)d &t 100 A.tinofy. Drive, San Fta1idsco, County Of San Ftancisco, State of 
California, with As~essor's I)arcel N'umber-7281 "0.04 (oollectivelythe ,; Setvicnt. :Pitrcel "). 

B. CITY iS the owner- of certah1 ptb:peity .ai1d related iinprovements; located at 350.0 Great Highway,, 
San '.Francisco; Qounty of Sau Fra:ndsco,. St11.te of dall:fqn)ia; with.Assessor's~ :Pat•ce,l Nunibe~~ 7281-
007 (the "DomhrnntParcel11

). 

C, In order fol' CITY to eomph*i: the. develql]inent and. ccmsti.-uction of th~ Westslcte. Recycfed Water 
Project (the "Pl'.oject?')', STATE quitclaimed a.portion of the Serv.ient Parcel t{r CITY; recorded otl 
cvei1 date herewith (the ''Cohveyai1ce Property") and CITY hitends to develop and .con.stmct 
improvements on the Conveyance Prop.erty in counection with. they Project. 

D; To oiu'l'y out CITY's planned development of tb,e Conveyance Property 1n connection. with the 
Project,. CITY requires an easem~ntfor s-qbs:1:1:rface: tiebacks, as. well as an e1:1sern.ent for apcess and . 
. maintenance over a.portion ofthe Servient Parcel. 

l 



E. STATE and CITY entered into this Agreeme11t for the purpose of CITYrnceiving the easements for 
the purposes described below in this Agreement in that portion of the Servient Parcel refe11'ed to in 
this Agreement as, the "Maintenance Easenien;f' tlS mote. particularly described ~md depicted on 
the attached: Exhibits A and B, along, with . an easement on, under, and across the "Sub$urface 
Tfob ack Area'' as mote particularly described and depicted on the attached.Exhibits C ·and D! 

AGREEMENT 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the above recitals, all ofwh:ich are expressly incorporated. into 
this Agreeme11t, and. the mutual prmnises alld covenants contained in this Agreement, the PARTIES 

. agree~ follows: 

Pui'suant to the. p11ovisions of Section 14666 of the Gover11111ent Cod~ of the State of Califomia, 
STATE, hereby grants: unto. CI.TY, its successots and assigns forever, a non-exdusive easement 
be11efltthlg and appurtenant to the Dominant Parcel to use the St1bsurface Tieback Area to install, 
locate, relocate, construct,. reco1istruct, alter, use, maintafa;. inspect, repair, and abandon in, place 
subsurface tie-backs, at such focations: and elevations greatei:· than twenty five,(25) foet below any 
structurei necessary for CITY'S' development; along with thet1aintenf;lrtce Easement fox.the purposes of 
constructiori staging, stwface. inspection of eatth suppo1t strnctmes, and access to and maintenance of 
the Conveyaiwe Ptoperty in co1111ectio11 with the Ptoj~ct in, upon,. · overi on, under, and across the 
Sel'vient:Parcel (the "Permitted Uses"), to carry out the Petmitted Uses. CITY shall r:n,al~e reasonable 
efforts to avoid' unreasonable interference with, or umeasonable burdening o~ the Set'Vient Pared or 
STATE's us.e therepf: 

The benefits and burdens' of the Agreement will benefit and burde11 the Dominant Parcel and the 
Sen'iGnt Parpel and tun with' the fond in accordance with Califotnfa Civil code secifons 1460'-1471. 
Each covenant of either pat'ty to this Agn'Jetnent to do ·01· refrain from doing sotne act stated 'in this 
Agt·eement is expressly fol' the benefit of the land of the other party to this Agreement t1'1at is' described 
in this Agl'eement.. The successive owners of each Of those properties owned by either party are bound 
by this Agreement for the benefit ofthe othel' prop.erty. Each covenant ru11s with both the land owned 
by or granted to· the' STATE and the land owned or granted to the CITY and will benefit or.be bhlding 
ori each successive owner; during. his, her, or its ownership, of any portfon ofthe. land affected by this 

· Agreetnent and' on each person havillg any interest in it derived through any owner thereof. ThiS 
Agreement. shall be recorded on even date with the Quit Claim of the Conveyance Property in thi;l 
Official Records of the City and County of Sati Francisco. · 

The Easement~ granted het'.ein are subject to the terms, conditiohsi, limitations; ·and ccrven~nts; 
consiSti11g of one ~1) page on the attached' Exhibit. E~ which shall run with the Basements granted 
hetein> and t4e CITY~ successors.· and ass.1gns, by acceptance of thi,'.lse Easements, agrees to abide by, 
pe1'for111 and observe each and all of said terms, limitatlons1 conditionsi and covenan~s set forth: therein. 

The attached Exhibits A, B; C; Di and E are hei'eb'y inade a riart of and incol'pbrated: into this 
Agre.ement. 

2 
Ifnicmcn1·Asroeiucn1 - SP.Armori(7·06•17) 



IN WITNESS. WE-IEREOP; STATE has causedits.1latned to be affixed·.hereto· mid this . 
insti'ument to be executed.byits duly authorized officer. 

STATE 
STArE.OF CALIFORNIA 
Departrnent df Oelieral S¢rvice$ 
Daniel C, Kim,. Director 

By:-._---------
Michael P, Butler, Chief' 
Real Property. S.ervices Section 

Approved: 
California Military Department 

By:~/~tu 
,,, · Thomas Clarke · 

CW4CAARNG 
Chief; Procurement Bt.anch 

CI'l'Y 
· CITYAND'COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
a consoHd:ated piibHc body; cdrpornte atid politic 

By: _________ _ 

J'ol111. 1.Jpdike 
Dit'eetor of Property 

Approved as to Fo11n; 

.By:.'-:----------
Richard Handel 

. Depiity CityAttorney 

Date:_: ______ _ 

Date: CJ/Lo),,- ) 

Date: 

bate: 
~-------

Mail:Tax·. Statements-fo.,.the Name and.Address· Stated Above. 

3 
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CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE ... 

This is to certify that the interest ih real property conveyed by this deed dated 
---------•from the. STATE to the City and County of San Francisco, is. hereby 
accepted pursuant to Board of Supetvlsors' R'esolution No. 18110 Series of 1939, approved 
August 7, 1957, and. STATE consents to recordation thereof by its duly authorized officer; . } . 

Dated: -------- By: 
JOHN UPDIKE 
Director of Property 
City and County of San FranCisco 

4 



CALIFORNIA ALL PURPOSE NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

A notary pu bile or other officer completing this certificate verifies ohly·the 
identity of the indlvldl.ii;il who signed 'the dbc\unentto which this certificate 
Is attached and not the fruthfulness accuracy or validity of that-document 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

County of · i>•Ol(/\?.fr~.() } SS; 

on 1b 8"'9Qke~..- · UJ\1 , before me, '!e.Jw /4,._~o fYk,,.-£yhl,tL,, 
Date/ 

persona.llyappeared __ _.T_~_. _6_1M£A.._5_· __,-~~·-· _C_._(Oef'_. --~--_· ·---------

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be· the 
persoo(S'J whose names.Gs) . lsiaJ'.e • subscr:ibe<:J to Jhe Within 
instrum(ilnt and acknowledged to me that hefstiet#fS'Y exec~led 
the ·same lh h\s/bel'ltt!efr authorized capacity(le5); and that by 
hlsll:lei:Alwlr signature~ on the instrument the person~, odhe 
entity upon behalf of which the person~ acted, executed the 

FOR NOTARY SEAL OR STAMP 

instrument. · · 

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under .fhe faws: of the 
State0 of Gallfornla that the fdregoihg paragraph is true an<:! 
correct. 

WITNEss·my hand and official seal. 

~-b~~~~~~~~-¥!·11~~-~-. ~-U!2..Q· u.t<Qaoo Goethe Road ' 
,. 1 · · {) ~ · 11' S t CA 9·5826 • f"': wu..s.;c.to-i;(A .· acramen o · · · · . 

-~---___,_ ______ OPTIONAL ' . 

1'11oi1glt lhe-litformalio1f below is nof requii'edHylaw, il'ntay prom v111luibte topen1ons.reljli11g on. flie doa11me11t and 0011/djlre.v&ntf)-'a11d11leizt 
removal 1111d'reai/(1chment of lh!sform lo 0110/fler document; · ·· 

J)e~cl'iptii:m ofAttai:heq Poc\lment 

Title or Type oflJocument:~--------~-----------------

Dooume11tDnte: ______ ~ ____ Number ofPnges: ___ -:--------~--

$igne1·(:S)OtP:erT4mt'Nairi~Abovc; _______ ~--------·--------

CJ'\pacicy(ies) qafoicd: l!Y Signer(~) 
Signer's.Name: ____________ _ 

D Indivldu·at 

D Corporafe.Offfoer-Title(s):.,__. --------
0 Partne1··- D Limited 0 General. 
D Attorney .fo. Fact 
0Trustee 
tJ Guardian 011 Coriseryator 

Signei;'s:Name: ___________ _ 

D Iudividual 

D Corpo!'ate Officer -Title(s):_· -...,..----­
q·Partner- O,Lih1ited 0 Gene1·al 
D Attorney hiFaqt 
0Trusfee 
D. Guardian orConsei!vi1tor. 
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EXH!BITE 
This Agr.eement and the Easement granted her.ein Is subject to the following terms and conditions: 

1. This Grant is subject tp existing contracts, leases, licenses, easementsi, encumbrances; and 
Claims that may affect said real property "!lld the use of the. word "Grant" hf)relh shall not be construed as a 
covenant against the existence of any thereof. " . 

. 2~ CITYwalves all claiin against STATE, itsoffioers1 agents, and employel?s, for loss: or damage 
caused by, arising out of, orlri any way connected with the exercise of thls Eas.ement, except those arising out 
of the sole negligence or lhtentlonal misconduct of STATE, Its officers, ager:its, and employees, and CITY 
agrees to protect, save harmless, Indemnify, a.hd defend STATE, Its officers, agents and employees- from any 
and all loss, damage. or llEJblllty; Including; without limitation; all legal fees; expert witness or consLittantfees and 
expenses related to the response to, settlement of,, or defense of any claims or liability which may be suffered or 
incurred by ST ATE, Its officers, agents, and employees· caused by, arising out of; or In any way connected wllh 
exercise by CITY of the rights hereby gr.ante8, except to the extent of those arising: out of the sole negligence or 
intentional misconduct of STATE, Its officers, agents and employees. · 

3. STATE reserves t.he right to use said r.eal property In any manner, provided such use does not· 
materially interfere with. CITY's rights. herewnder. 

4. Subject to the last sentence of this Section 4, STATE reserves the right ter require CIT¥, at 
STATE expense, to rBmove cind relocate cill improvements placed by CITY upon said real property,. upon 
determination by STATE that the same- Interfere vylt)l future 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, de/Iver to STATE a Quitclaim Deed, lb Its right, title and Interest hereunder. Should 
CITY fall or refuse to· deliver said Quildaim Deed, STATE may record, ln the Recorder's Office of the County in 
which said real property Is located, a written notice reciting said failure, and such recordatlon shall,· after ten.(1 d) 
days from the date of recordatlon of said notice, be c.onclusive 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 irnprov..em(:)nts to a feasible loca.tlon· on the property of STATE, as 
designated by STATE; and STATE slialr furnish CITY wlt.h an easement Irr such new location .. on the s?me 
terms and conditions ·as herein st:;ited, all without.cost to CITY, and CITY thereupon shell! re-convey to STATE 
the easement herein granted. Notwithstandlng anything else in this Agreement, under no circumstance wlll 
CITY have any ob!igatlon arising under this Agteerrient to remove any portion of the subsurface· tie.backs for 

. related appurtenances) or ahy portion of the structure(s) that rray be constructed by CITY oh, under; or ?;dross 
the Conveyance Property, 

5. lh performing any wor.k, including any excavation, on said real properfy of STATE, CITY shall 
make the same In such manner· as will cause the least. Injury to the surface of the ground around such 
excaV:ation, add shall. replace the.' ecir:th so removed by it and restore· the surface of the ground arid any 
improvernent !her.eon tn as near the same .condition as they were imrnediatel.y: prior to commencement of C!TY's 
activl.t.les pursµant to tf)is Eaioenierit as ls practlcable. 

THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE.IS INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK'. 
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EXHIBIT A 

Legal Description of Maintenance Easement Ar.ea 

.Exhllilt"A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
Mnlntennnco· Ensenient;. 

February ~3i2015 

All thntrtinl'.property $ltUn(e· ln the City nnd. County·of.Snn:lirnnclaco; Stnte of Cnllfon1ln, being a 
portion of that certal11 lundsonpe ensement desarlbed:·in lhnf· deed::recordedJune. 20; 1990 In Reel 
Fl$0 OfffoJnt: Records. J:mngc 625; Records .. of the City nnd. County of S~i\ Fl'nriclsoo,, ri)ld lie Ing 
mpre pnrtlaulurly tjescrlbed ns, follows:. · 
IlEGlNNING· at:the westedy comer of. said' lnndscapUMfiJllont;. snld westerly. corner b~lng nlsa 
the westerly comer of thnt'pilrcel oflnnd' desorlbed In clee~.to:Btnte·ef.Cillifornlirre,qorded Augush 
19,. 1953· i11 )3ook 6214 of Offi(Jlal Records, ~ngp 498, Records of City nnd County of Snn 
Franciai:o,,Sli\te.ofCnl!Porninr · 
thcuce·sauthenstel'ly along llie·southedy lihe:of: sald luildscnpe easement South, 76°41' LS.7" Bnst, 
58.35 fe<it to the TllllE POINT. OJ.i' BEGINNING; 

· tlienco:Nol'th 439S3'20;1''West; 39.J'B feet:. 
!lfoi1!ll\·Nb1'tli 19°11144.51' Enst, 144.92 feat; 
th11nco South 07°s1•:H,6"·Ensr, 10.52fe~no tho filoe or nn existing 00[\Qrete retnlalilg Willi;' 
tlicmio oontlhulng·so1itltiidy n!Ongsrikl' wnll tlie following benrlili,>'ll nnd.Jlstanoas: · · 
tllonco . .South.19°25.'2Ch5'-' West,~ 94.0S feet; 
t11cmio sou tit 69.042' 4 b6" Ensti 5.14 feet; 
then.co South l8~22''1.4.3';·Wesri 27'.9S feet; 
t11e11im So1ith 46°36'.56.s'' West, 2J.08 feet; 
iltenco. South:43°o6:4L4"'Ens~ 43;9[ feet to the sm1thel'ly llM,of ,~nld limdscnpeninsement; 
thence len_ving srilcLretiltili~g- wnll North 7\1°41'1S.71' W~st; n!ong said southerly··llne of thei' 
lnndsonpB ensm11ent i.0;07 feeUo the·'rRUEPOIN'i'ml'.BEGINNING. · 

Contnln!ng l ,851 squn~e fee!. more· or less. 

A .pint showlng. tlie nbove-desoribed: parcel fa. nttnolied here!il nud· mnde n pnrt· ht:reof ·ns Exhibit 
~~ . . .. . 

'!'his dcscdption Wn$. prepnred by· mo or under 1i1y,directlo11 Iii ·confo1'mance with the Ptof~ssionill 
L!ii1d:Sm~veyo~s' Act" 

~,t:uw~. ·~ Durkee;.PLS5773;.:Bxp, 06/30l20t6 

END OF DESCRIPT!ON 

Page 1 of1 
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EXHIBIT B 

Map of Maintenance Easement Are~ 

E. h'b't 1''8··11 
X I 1 · 
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EXHIBITC 

Legal Description of Subsurface Tieback Area 

l'lxhi!iit'"A'' 
LBOAL DESCRIPTION 
S\1bsurfoce:·Tie1inckA1·e11. 

Julie 27; 20:J:6 

All tli11t.1·ent: pl'operty sltu11ttdllc the Cit)( nnd Connty·ofSnn· Frn1icfoco! St1tle of Cniif6t·niti;.beln~.11. 
tiortion of tlint: certu\it Pnl'cel desol'ibed Iii: thl1t de~d reco1·dcd Mgnst 19; 1953 ht ·voL 6214 
Ot'flc!'iil'RilOOl'ds. Pngii 498, Reooi·ds. of tlie City 11i1d County or Snn FrnnolSco, nnd being more. 
pn1·Het1lm·Jy dusctibed us follows:• 

BEGINN~NG 11t the westerly·co11w~!,9f snld prircel;: 
thence N'm'th (·9°·i8'411.3'' .Bost, l'70,.l'l. -fell.t nlong the:westul'ly. line ohnid pnrcel lo the 'rRUlll 
POIN1'01f BEGINNING; 
thence So\1th 67°37'3 l ,6" Iitistr 22,90..l'eetr 
ilmnce.South L9°11'44,5'' West, 144·,92 feet; 
1hei1oeSouth 43°aa1io.1~· Enst, 3M8 !eet; 
lhen~-e South 76°41; JS,7" Ffost,:52.S·l feet; 
tlir.ncil NOl'th 46µ26'39,9" En.ilt; 61'.30.J'eet; 
thence North 43°33'20, l'' West,.33S.l7feet: 
tliel\oo· Nbrtlt 46°26'39 .9" Enst, I L.08 feet;: 
1bene1i,Norih l9°U'44S' Bnst, 1'68;85feet; 
thence North'70P48' 15.5" Wesr, ui~68,feet: 
Uience.South 1·9°18' 44·,3i• West, 9o;OO fee~ to·thc'rlWE P.OINT .OF IlEG~NNING, 

Contninlng 25·,203' squnr.e feet, more .. 01· toss. 

A pint sliowiiig'tlle .. n~oye,d~scr.ibecl 1>11rce} la itttuOlied li~l'ein nnil ilJtidil· 11 pnrt hcl'¢of tis E~hiblt 
t~HI 

TJiis. c.ltiscripiion wna propnred by 111e.01· under tn)"directioti lu 001Hbrn11ihce wiih tileJ?i·ofes:iioht\I 
Lnnd.Stll'veyor~' Act. 

&J/'7J..-W;_,_ . T ll, " Dlli'kee; P.L.S5?73 r Biqi'. 06/30/201.6 

~3ND'Ol'1 DESCRJPtlON . 

Pagetof:J. 
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RICH'f 1'0 ENTER AND CONSTRUCT 
INDl~l\iNllrICATION AN}) LICENSE AGREJl~Ml~N'l' 

This. Right t.o Enter-and Construct,Jnd¢mniflcatioi1, and License Ag1·eeme11t (this ,·~fcensc")~ dated fol' reference putposes 
only us of ......) 2017, is made by and between the STATff OF CALIFORNIA, acting by a11d through the 
Dii:ectol' of the DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES (DOS), with the approval of the MILITARY DEP Al~TMENT, 
( collectivelythe. 11S'l'ATE11

), and Tlll~ CITY-AND COUNT'COP SAN FRANCISCO, a 1m:micipal C9rporatjo11 ("CITY"). 

RECITALS; 

WHEREAS; STATE owns and con!roli:l. certainrealproperty locat~d at the San Francisco Am1ol'y; 100 Armory Drive,. San 
. Fl'ancisco, California .. 9413:2 (the "Propel'ty1'); · · 

WI:IEREAS, STA,Tfil:has agreed to quitclaim to·ClTY, a11d City has agreed to accept; a.po1tioh of the.Property consistihg 
of approximately. 4,2.52 square feet and depicted on the attached Exhibit A. (the "Conveyance Propertf') in 01~dei: for· 
CITY to construct improvements thereonJn 001t11eotio11 witli CITY's Westside Recycled W~1te1~ Proj ect.(the "Project"}; 

WHJDREAS1 STA'IE has agreed to grant to Cl'I'Y, and City has. agi:eed t0 accept, two, easeti1ents acl'oss portions of the 
Property in. connection with City' s.P:roject, one consisting ofapproximate.ly 25;203 square foet and depleted. on. the attached 
ExltiJ.Ht n (the "Tie Baclt EMeme11t") for the installation, location; n~location; construction; recollstructioni alteratfo11, use; 
maintenance, inspection, repair, and abandoning fn place: of subsurfa:ce tie:backs ill connectioil with Project consttuction 
and the second consisting of approxhnately 1,857 sqµare feet and depfoted oil the attached Exhibit C (the "Maillteuance 

. Easement") for co11tfnned surface inspection of earth support stmctu1'eS and maintenance or the Conveyance Property in. 
connection withthe Project; · 

WID;REAS; pending fhiafizati'on 0f the quitcfofrn.from Sl'ATE t9 CITY of the Conveyab.cePrope1ty, the ·granting from 
STATE. to CITY of the. Tife Back Easement a11d the Maint{111a11ce Easem.ent, this 'tfoense will allow CITY (i) enter npon. and 
constl'uct Project lmprovemc.nt's on .. the Conveyance Pvoperty, (ii} entet' upon. and' conshuct. subsurface tie•baeks within' the 
a!'ea of the Tie Back Easement, and (iii) to' enter upon and use appr6xit1'1ately 2; 092 sqriare. feet of fhe Property depicted on 
the attached E:x:hfbifD (~he "Stnging Arca"} as a constrttclfol.1 staging ~\!'ea for ptoject eonstrnction {the actkms. descdbed 
In cl~uso (l), (:i:i); ahq. (iii) above ar:e sometfo1os collectively rcfi;1!hl¢1. t0 as the ":ActMty")i 

NOW, 'IlIElillFORE,it is mu:tLH.\lly agfoecl between tbe STATE and CITY as fOUo:ws: 

1. Gt•ant of Lfoensc - STATE hereby grants· to CITY, its employees, consultants, representatives, and conttactors, a. 
License Agreeinent for a· non-exclusive right. fo enter and exit upon the Prpperty from CITY's adjacent property. as 
shown h1 the sJte inap referenced hereip.as.:Exlithit E .to conduct the.Activity Cas fu11ther desqribedin· the· Use section 
below) on and·. aboµt tliose P?l'Hon~ bfthe. Propel'ty deMghated on Exhibit E as .the area:;; o:f the· Conveyance Prope1\ty1 

the Tie Back Easement, and the Maintemmce Easement. · 

2. · Use - CITY' may enter upon. and use thosepol'tio11s of the P.l'operty des:ign11ted. on Exhibit A for the followingpul'poses 
only: 

(a) CJTY may enter upon and coi1sttuctProJect improvements 011 m.e G011v.~ym1ce.Property; 
(b) 8ITY m~y enter upon and constl,uct s11bsurface. tic"backs withiit the nrca of the Tie' Back Easement; and 

(c) CITY may enter upon and use the Staging Area for a st!\ging area· for construction ltiy down aetivitie~, hrnludin;g 
placing. eqµipment. and materials fo support o( Che Project. · ' · 

S'I'ATE reserves the 1'.f ght to aJ.J.prove all activities on. the· Property, in part oi' In whole. If STATE. requests that a part 
tW all of any activity be changed, CITY sharL <Jomply iinmediatcly wlth STAT.B's request. · · 

3. Term-The tetm ofth:is License.sha!I.befor a'pel'iodofthree(3) years commencingo1t ____ , 2017 and endihg 
. on , 2020).ot' such,longerpedod ff agreed tp in v,ir.lting by STATE and CJ:I'Y., · 

4. · . Early Terminatfon,- Either partymay tentlinate this Lieense at any ti'nfo by giving written· i1otice·tothe other party at 
least sixty- (fiO} days prior to the date When such tcrmfo.ation shall' become effective. 
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5. Administrative Fee· - Before the release of the thlty executed documents; CITY shall pay to the STATE the Purchase 
Price a:nd A&nin:lstrative Costs described :h1 and pursuant to the Agi·een:i.ent5for Conveya1we and Acceptance of 
Real Property between. STATE and CITY and executed and delivered concurrently with this License, in 
inunedfately available funds·. 

6. Compliance with Laws - CITY shall conduct said. Activity in compliance with all applicable federal, staote, and 
munfoipal staMes: and ordinances, and. with all applicable regulations, orders}. and directives of appropriate 
goveriunental agencies (collectively; the "Laws nncl Regulations'.'); i1s such Law.s and Regulatfons exist at the t1me of 
the.Activity, 

7. liidcmnit:y - CITY shall uold hannless m1ct indenl,i.'iify as "Indemnitees" STATE, its affiliates, agents and employees, 
front and against any claims, demands, actions, s.uits1 judgments, losses, damages, costs; or ~xpenses' incurred as a 
result o:f personal injury, bodily injury, or property damage (collectively, "Liability'') resulthig from the Activity of 
crrY, its elI1p1oyees, consultants, repr.esentatives; or contractors, This Indemnity shall not extend lo any Liability or 
any cfai!Jl to the extent arising oµt of or 1:esulting from the acts;. omiSsfons, negligence; or wi11fol misconduct of 
"!ndemnitees; '" 

s~ ~ :- All notices or otheir communications requited or permitted hereunder shall be in writing with Project nuluber 
TR120l5B pr01rii11ently displayed, and shall be personally delivered (includfog by means of professioiml' messenger 
set'Vice) or sent by overnigb.t courier, or sent by registered. or certified mail, postage prepaid, return l'eceipt requested to 
the addresses set forth below. All. such notices or other communications shall be deemed teceived npo11' the earlier of: 
(a) if personally delivered or sent by overnight: oourler; the date of delivery. to. the address of the person to receive such 
notfoe; (b) if mailed as -provided above, 011 the date of receipt or r~jeclfon. 

To the CITY: 

To the STATE: 

Copies to:. 

City and County of San FtanciSco 
Real EstateDivisioi.1 
25 Van Ness A venue;. Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Office: (415) .?54·9850 

CT ALLISON HSlEH 
Bldg, 950, Sixth Street 
Camp Parks RJ<TA 
Dublin, CA 94568 

Sam. Coopei• 
Asset Manage1ne11t Bmnch 
Real Property Services Sectfon. 
Department of Gei1eral Services 
State of California 
707 Third Stl'eet, 5U•·naorlvIS"50l 
West Sacramento; CA 95605 
SatmGooper@DGS,CA.GOV. 

THOMAS WBJTE 
Facilities. and.Engineering 
Califomfa Military Department 
9800 Goethe Road, Bo"', 18 

Sacm11iento, CA 95826 

9. lnsurnnce • During· tlm term of this License; CITY shall maintain the folfowing instll'a11ce: 

(n) Shall furnish a certificate of insurance along with a copy of all endorsements with the STATEis Project Number 
(TR.12015). ~nd~cated on the face of said: cetUficate and endorsements, issued to STAT.E with amounts· of 
Commercial General Liability of at least. ONE MILLION AND N0/100 DOLLARS ($1,000;000.00J per 
occurrence' naming the State o:f Califon1lai Jts officers, agents and e111ployees as additional. insured. lltior to 
License· executio11; the certificati.:l of insul'ance a11d' endors.ements shall be delivered t() the Department of' General 
Services, 707 3rcl Street, MS 501, West Snc1'l\merito, CA 95@5. · 

Said certificate ofinslU'ance and endorsements shall. be issued by aninsurance company with a, rating of not less. 
tll<in A-X in Best's Insurance Guide. STATE reserves the l'ight to review and reasonably adjust insurance 
requirements as necessal'y during the term of this License,. 
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(b) It is agreed that STATE wi1l 110L be liable fo1' the pay111e11t of any premiu111s or assessments· 011 the insurance 
coverage required by this Puragraph. The ceiii:fi.c!\te of insut'i:\!lce shall provide: th!\~ the fr.tsut•er wi11 not cancel the 
insu1•ecl1s coverage without.thhty (30) clays ptiot .. wrltten notice to STATE. CITY agr,eeil that, the lnstll'ance.herein 
P,rovided for shall be i11 effect at all time.s during the term of this License, all extensions thereof, holdover pedods 
or any otller occupancy of the Premfaes by CITY. , 

(~)' CITY shall maini:afu st~tutory workers' compens~tfon and emnloyer1s: liability coverage for all its employees \,Vho 
wJll be engaged i11 the performance of the Activitiesi incJuding.~peciaL coverage extensfon:s where applicable; with 
employer's 1iability l:fmits of ONE MILLION AND NO/l.00 DOLLARS ($1,00'o;ooo.oo)~ The poHcy shall contain 
a waiver ofsubrogatfon in favor of the State of Cillifol'llfo. 

(d) CITY shall fumish a. cc!'tifi:c~te of auto11iobile ll~bility insurm1ce, with a limit of no less than ONH MILLION AND , 
N0/100 DOLLARS ($1,000,000.00) for' each acci<l(<ni~ covering .all owned· bfrect and non-owned vehicles. The 
provM<msin Pa:ragraph 9(p)above'also ,npply tothiS lnsul'.atice. · 

The State of California, its officers, agents and employees are to be additionnU11~urcd,,a11d the certificate is to lie 
. ~ . ' 

delivered to the Department of Gcncrnl Services; 7.07 3 St•~eet, MS 501, West Sac1•1uuento; CA 95605. The 
certificate fa tC) be delivered to the Department of General Ser.vices atthe address listed h1 Paragral>h 6(a) above. 

(e) If ClTY is self-insured ,in whole or.iii patt as to aP.y of the above described t'ypes and levels of coverage, CITY 
shall provide STATE with. wrLtten acknowledgment of this fact at the titne· o:fthe execution of this Lease, The 
State may require financfol il1forination tojustify CITY's self~insured status. 1£, at any time after the executfon of 
this .Lease, CiTY abando.ns its. self~ins1.1red status,, CITY sllafl m:unediately notify SffATE of this fact. and shall 
comply with aU of the. terms and co:ni:Htions of thfo fusurance clnuse'pe~fafoing to policies of insurance :in regard to 
those types andJeve:ls ofiiil>Utance:. 

It is agreed that 'STATE shall not be Hable for the payment of any pi:emitmlS or assessltlents on, the required 
instirance. coverage; 

10. Sublet and A$signment of ,Lkense, - The CI'l'Y shall not sublet or: assign. its· rights under this Li~ense. without 
STATE"s prkirWdtten consent. Aiiy assignmei1t 01· transffac of this License by elthe1·,party shall be subJectto the other 
parties rigllts mid obligatious hereh1, and any assignee, or transferee shall continue to perform 'such obllgatio11s and 
shall, correspondingly, be entitled to the benefits of this.License pw·suant to the terms an<lco11ditioi1s hel'.eof. 

11. Rights ofl'arties -·The rights and obligations set forthfo thi.s License wfll be bfod.illg upon.and inure to the benefit of 
the. CITY and, ST ATE and thefr successors i1nd assjgnees. This License shall not, he interpreted as creatfog any 
ease1nent or any covenant or conditfon nmriing with the land . or: a11y, further right with respect to any related real 

, property, other tlian as spedfically provided herein. The,tights 0f CD'Y and. its successors and. assigns hereunder will 
be subordinate and stibj ect to the, rights of the holder of any 1110.ttgage• deed oftrqst1 or other encumbrance against che 
property now or 11e1·eafter granfei:L or oteated by STATE ;tgait:lstthe property. , , 

12. Cooperation.~ CITY agrees to coordiilate its Activity withJlie CMD A:i:ea C<io1;dhmt01\ (916) 369<-5100,, to,1ninitnize 
any hnj:rait111e1~t of acc£Jss fo the Pi·opcrty and any inconveukmce to o.r disruption of STATE' s bus:ii:less on:the Pi·opei'Cy. 

13. Maintenance of Property ..:. ,CITY shall maintain th!" Prop~tty during the Activ.itfos by reuioving all 1itte1• from the 
Pt'operty, CJ:i'Y shiill be responsible fox kaving. the Pro petty tn as clbiui a.condition aa it was received and will prov! de 
the STATE with a 24-hour telephone n\unber(s) if it is necessiiry to' hrform CITY that the lot l'las not been cleaned .. 
Papers and otheJ! debris left on the Property must be cleared: within 24 hours pf noti:ficatiott from STATE. If the 

, Pretnises is not found, in the same condition as lt was received by. the' Cfl'Y, any and all costs assoUiated with the 
clean"up shall be paid by the Crl'Y upon: demand-]?y STA'l'E. , 

14. Improvements and Modificntious - Iit 1nakh1g im.Y excavatlQn and/Or li1stalfatio11 of equipment,' temporary bartiers, 
or fencing on the Property and/0.r easement areas, ClTY shall make the saine fo. such coTI1111ercially reasonable maime~· 
as will cause the least injury to, the surface of rhe ground around: such excavation and/o,r construction, iu1d, ~hall replace 
the earth so removed by it and: restore the surface ofthe ground and any improvement thereon to as near the same 
conditfon as-they-were prior to such excavi1tfon as iS f>t'acticable. 

Any construction or installation of such barriers Ol! foncirif;l'' shall ho roviewe.d~a11d appl~oved by tho State Chief Ei1~i11eer 
and the loca L tii'e dera1tment. · 
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15. Access to Property - Only CITY m1d its proi,erly q:ualified 'and authorJr.cd agehts; employees, conti:acto1's, and 
servants shall have the rlght ofingress· to and egvess fr01itsaid Property. ClTY will not cause or otherwise allow any 
roadway to be bfoeked or obstructed:, 

STA1'1T shall lmve access at all times to the site infrastructure for repairs and maintena11c\'.l as necessary within the 
Pl'operty outlineq in.Exhibit "A." 

16, Relocntlon " The location q.f the Property to be used. by CITY fo1'. the purpose of this License may be changed as 
required by the STATE in the event of circumstances arising to warrant Sll.ch a change. CITY agrees to accept another 
functionally equivalent' location witi1i11 the facility grounds within which to· operate· under the. same general provisfons 
oftbis License. 

17. Attorneys' .Fees • T11 the event of a default by either party or in the event of any suit 01· action adsing out of this 
License, the prevailing patty 01· the. non~defaulting party will be entitled to recover its cost and expenses1 incl\Jding 
reasonable attorneys' foes in connection t11erewith. 

18. No Joint Venture - No agency; empfoym.entagreement,joihtventnre~.orpartnershipis created between the parties by 
this License and neither party will be deeme.d to pe an agetit of the other, ti<ll' wm either patty have the right or power 
of authority to act fol' the other in any manner; or to create any obligation, contracts, 01' debts binding upon: the other 
party. 

19. Governing· Lan: • This License will be goven11ed by and constnied in accordance with the laws of the State. of 
Califomia. 

20. Amendments.• This License maybe arnended, cha11ged, ot' modified only·bywtitten agt'eement executed by the CU"t 
and STATE. No waiver or any provision of this License will be valid tmfoss in writing signed by the patty charged 
therewith. 

21. Severability ~ lf any provision, ofthis License is deterrpin~d to be illegal or unenforceable, this det¢1111ihation shall not · 
affect any other provision ofthis Lice!lse, and all other provisions shall remain in full force and effect. 

22. Separate Counterpn1·ts nu cl Photocopies··· ThiS Agceement may be ex.ecute4i fu,nmltipk counterparts, each of which 
shall bo di;iemed an original, but all of w.h.ich, together, shall constitute one and the same instrum~nt. The ©xc11ange of 
copies of this Agreement and of signature pages by eiectro;nicmail in, "portable d.ocument fo11nat" ("pdf) fonn or by 
any othe1· electronic means shall constitute effective exectition and delivety of this document and shall have. the same 
effect as copies executed and delivered wiih original signatures. 

23.. Section Headings- All section headings. contained herein are for co11ve11ie11ce. ofreference only, and are 11ot tntende.d 
to define or limit the: scope:o:t any proviSions of this Lfoen:se, 

24; EJ1tirc Agreement k This Lice1ise 1:epresent1r the .full, complete; and cnlfrc License agreement between the parties with 
i·espect. to the subject matter hereof. The License sh.all not be in full force and effect except upon: approval and 
signatu're on. behalf' of the· Director of the'. Department of General Services. · 

25. N011diilcriminntion, In the performance of thfa License, STA'rE shall not dfocriminate against any employee,, 
snbconttacto1·,. applicant for. employment: with District; or against any person seeking accommodations, advantages, 
focflities;.pl'.lvileges; services, 01:membership in all busfoess~ social, or other establishments or organizations~ on the: 
basis of the fact or perception of a pe1·s011's race; color,, creed, religion, national origfo, ancest1y, age, height, weight, 
sex, sexual orientatfon, gender identity; domestic partner status, marital status, disability or A.cquh'ed .. Inunune 
Deficiency Syndrome or HIV status (AIDS/HIV status)j oi· association with members of such protected classes; or in 
retalfation for opposit~on to discrimi11atio11 against such classes. 

THE REMAINDER OF TllIS PAGlt WAS INTENtlONAU, Y. LEFTBliANK 
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San Francisco PUC - San I•rancisco Armory 

RIGHT TO ENTER AND CONSTRUCT 

In the event ofany .dispi1te o:ver th:e:performanoe or ilitel'.pretation of tliis. Agreement, the parties agree to submit 
suchdi::ipute to the· Ca)ifornia Office of Administrative I-Ieariugs for arbitration whfoh:.shall be binding. Venue for 
any·proceedings or at'bittation shall: be.in Sacramento County, Califomia. · 

STATE.OF CALIFORNIA 
Department. of General .Services 
Daniel C. K:iin; Director · 

By: _________ _ 

MICHA.EL P~ BUTLER, Cllief · 
Real Propelfy Serv.ioes.Sectfon 

D~te: ___ ~----~---

APPROVED: 
California Militnry:Department 

By:~Y~ 
THOMAS CLARKE, 
CW4CAARNG 
Chief,. Pr.ocurement..Br.anch 

.Date: q/>.~ /.;7 

CITY AND COUN11Y OF SAN FRANCISCO; 
. a Mtu1!ci~·at ·corporation 

By: _________ _ 

HARLAN L. KELLY,JR. 
General. Manager, 
San. Francisco P\iblic Utilities Coinmissfoli. 

Date:_·-----------

A11PROVED AS TO 1roRM: 
DENNIS J. HEiUIBRA, City Attorney 

By:_· ---
RI(l;HARD i'XANDBI,;,, Deputy City. Attorney 

Date: _ __,.__, _______ _ 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Planning Commission Motion No. M-19442 

Hearing Date: 
Case No.: 
Project: 
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 A venue 
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 94103-2479 

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 
Guidelines (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 
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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 Draft EIR. 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 Planning 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 
commenters, 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 who 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 
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received during the review process, any additional information that became available, 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 FEIRis a component of the SFPUC's adopted Water Supply Improvement 
Program ("WSIP") for which the Planning Commission certified a Program Environmental 
Impact Repo.rt on October 30, 2008 (Case No. 2005.0159£) 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 I:inpact 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 

Planning Commission Motion No. 19443 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) FINDINGS 

Case No.: 
Project Name: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 

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 

Project Sponsor: San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Scott MacPherson 

Staff Contact: 

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 AS 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. 
2008.0091E, 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 
"Project") 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 5 mgd (or 2 mgd annual average) to meet the current water demand in areas of 
western San Francisco that have substantial irrigation needs. 

On June 5, 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 of 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 Commii:;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 based on the following findings: 

FINDINGS 

Having reviewed the materials identified in the Preamble above, and having heard all testimony and 
arguments, this Commission finds, 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. ~lternatives, 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 "ElR"), 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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PLANNING DEPARTMENT 3 



Motion No. 19443 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

CASE NO. 2008.0091 E 
San Francisco Wastewater Recycled Water Project 

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") for 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 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 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 water. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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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.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, 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 fandscaping 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. 

C. Environmental Review 

1. Wafer System Improvement Program Environmental Impact Report 
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On October 30, 200.8, 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 EIR ("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 

Iri 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 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 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 
potential impacts, presented mitigation measures for impacts found to be significant or potentially 
significant, and evaluated Project alternatives. The Draft EIR 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 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 tum, 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 EIR. During the public review period, EP 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. 

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 20, 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, 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 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 information 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 by Motion No. 19442, 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 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. 

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 . 

. D. Approval Actions 

i. San Francisco Planning Commission Actions 

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

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 Actfons 

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 and use of SFRPD-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 determine whether to uphold the certification or to remand the 
Final EIR 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 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 inf()rmation (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 21167.6(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 during the public 
review period, the administrative record, and background documentation for the Final EIR are available at 
the San Francisco Planning Department, 1()50 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. 
CUW30102 in the Bureau of Environmental Management, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, California 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, III, and N 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 duplication and redundancy, and because 
the Commission agrees with, and hereby adopts, the conclusions in the Final BIR, 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 opinions of Commission staff and experts, 
other ageneies, 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 BIR 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 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 BIR (see Public Resources Code, Section 21082.2, 
subdivision (e)), the Commission finds them persuasive and hereby adopts them as its own. 

These findings do tiot attempt to describe the full analysis of each environmental impact contained in the 
Final BIR. Instead, a full explanation of these environmental findings and conclusions can be found in the 
Final BIR, 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 BIR 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 BIR 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 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 
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 

intermittent 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 ai:e 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 EIR 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 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 Serviee 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 Resources: 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 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 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. 

Noise and Vibration 

• ·Impact N0-1: The Project would not result in substantial groundborne 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). 

• 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. 

• 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 at 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 _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 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 with 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 hav:e 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 'Ii 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-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. 

ill. 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 substantial1y 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 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 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 EIR 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 implementation 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 paleontological 
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 Fonnation, 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. 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 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 Paleoiltological 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 infonnation about the overall health of these fonner 
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 
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, 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 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 California red­

legged frog, western pond turtle, Yuma i:nyotis, 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 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-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 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, 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 iajured 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. 

• Mitigation Measure M-81-1 a, Nesting Bird Protection Measures 
• Mitigation Measure M-BI-lb, Avoi4ance 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 cultural 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 Jess 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 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 past cumulative projects have already caused substantial 

adverse cumulative changes to bi<?logical resources in San Francisco; the Project area was converted from 

its original sand dune habitat to current uses. Current and reasonably foreseeable 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 species, the Project's incremental contribution to 
potential cumulative impacts on biological resources Would not be cumulatively considerable (less than 
significant). 

• Mitigation Measure M-Bl-1 a, 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 SFR W 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 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 determines 
that the following significant impact on the environment, as reflected in the Final PEIR, is unavoidable, 
but under Public Resources Code Section 21081(a) (3) and (b), and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091(a) 

(3), 15092(b) (2) (B), and 15093, the Commission determines 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 5.5.5-1-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 PBIR were 
adopted by this Commission for these impacts; however, the mitigation measures could not red.uce an 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 CBQA Findings. 

Subsequent to the certification of the PBIR, 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 PBIR 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 Improvemtmt 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 alongAlameda 
Creek between 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 PBIR. The SFPUC adopted CBQA Findings with 
respect to the approval of the Calaveras Dam Improvement Project .in Resolution No. 11-0015. The 
CBQA 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 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 EIR 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 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 frohl 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 
[ugitive 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 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 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 Francisco Zoo overflow 
parking lot. Under this Alternative, distribution pipelines would avoid Route 35/Skyline Boulevard and 
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 

SAN FRANCISCO 
Pl.ANNING DEPARTMENT 24 

i 
!I 

1 
~ 

I 
' 



Motion No. 19443 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

CASE NO. 2008.0091 E 
San Francisco Wastewater Recycled Water Project 

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 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. 

This increase in water supply would improve the SFPUC's ability to deliver water to its customers in San 
Frandsco 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 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 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 less 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 oh 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/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 Jines. 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 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. The SFPUC has been informed that the Zoo 
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 oper~tions. 
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 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 26 



Motion No. 19443 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

CASE NO. 2008.0091 E 
San Francisco Wastewater Recycled Water Project 

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 WSIP 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 mgd peak-day, but customer served would be reduced to those with a demand of 1.38 mgd 
annual average and 2.81 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 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, 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 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 WSIP'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 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 tci reduce the use of potable water and groundw!tter 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 WSIP-related impact to growth are 
mitigable. On the other hand, the Project Design Alternative would cause energy waste and it would have 
the same WSIP-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 Alternative, a pew 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 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 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 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 be found in the Colma Formation as less 
excavation in that area would be required. Finally, by reducing cultural resource impacts, the contribution 
to cumulativ~ 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 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 
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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 San 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 of 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 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 of2 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. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

Pursuant to CBQA Section 21081 and CBQA Guidelines Section 15093, 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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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 Frartcisco 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 providfog 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 
l;lfeas 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 l 0 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 l.O 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, inclllding 
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 alternatives 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 Motion on September 3, 2015. 

Commission 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: 

GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL 

HEARING DATE SEPTEMBER 3, 2015 

2015-007190GPR 
San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 
P (Public) Zoning District 
OS (Open Space) Height and Bulk District 

7281/007 
Project Sponsor: SF Public Utilities Commission 

c/o Scott MacPherson 

Staff Contact: 

525 Golden Gate A venue 
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 OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND WITH THE 
PRIORITY POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1 FOR THE PROPOSED WESTSIDE 

RECYCLED WATER PLANT PROJECT 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 
chahge 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 
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Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) and within 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 
Environmental 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~. 

The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the 
public hearing and in writing durmg 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 Planning 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 Commission. 

On September 3, 2015, the Planning 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 Qtiality 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"). 

The 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 a:nd 
Chapter 31. 

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

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING l>EPARTMENl' 2 



Resolution No. 19444 
Hearing Date: September 3, 2015 

CASE NO. 2015-007190GPR 

San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project 

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 provide 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 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 
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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:I)Iling 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 Cornnlission 
reviewed and considered the EIR and found the contents of said report and the procedures 
through which the EIR was prepared, publicized an.d 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 by 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 J::,etween 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 to 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. 

POLICY5.1 

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 preserv~ current neighborhood-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 preserve the cultural and economic diversity of 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 
would 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 Sf PUC employees. As such, commuter traffic would not 
increase notably that would impede 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 reliability 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 
Francisco'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 
pipli~es 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 new pumping station would be approximately 20 
feet tall. T11is 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 open 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 (WSIP) for meeting water 
supply demands, otherwise known as Project No. CUW3020l, 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. l 7734; 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 PElR 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 EIR for the Project that is tiered from 
the PEIR, as authorized by and in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and · 

WHEREAS, 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. 2008.0091E, consisting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
and the Responses to Comments document, and found that the contents of said repmt 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 hs 
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 



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 Commiss1on; and . 

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

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as 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 
herein 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 execute 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 terms 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 Genera{ 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. 
CUW3020 l, 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 



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 tbe San Francisco Westside Recycled Water Project ("SFRW Project" 
or "Project") described in Section I, Project Description, below, tbe San Francisco Public Utilities 

Commission ("SFPUC") 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 2!081 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., 2008.009 IE, 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 measures; 

Section V evaluates the differem 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 
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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 fo11h 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 fotth 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 be used in Golden Gate 
Park for inigation 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 (Il'lgd) 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 provide additional storage capacity 
and a new pump station to provide increased pumping 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 itTigation 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 this Commission on October 30, 2008 (see Section C. !). 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, fully operational system. 

The Project would help meet WSIP level-of-service goals and system performance objectives. 
These goals include providing a total of lO 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 l.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 1,vells to recover 2.5 to 3.0 mgd of groundwater in the first phase and conversion 

of existing iffigation wells in Golden Gate Park to potable use, providing 1.0 to l .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. 
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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 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 Westside Recycled Water Project Environmental Impact 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 potential impacts, presented mitigation measures for impacts found to be significant or 
potentially significant, and evaluated Project alternatives. The Draft EIR 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 
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construction 1u1d operational impacts of the Pr~ject, 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 tum, based on CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, with some 

modifications. 

The Draft EIR was circulated for public comment from March 18, 2015 through May 4, 20L5. 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, updated information and chu·ification on issues raised 
by commenters, as well as SFPUC and Planning Depaitment 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, transp01tation and circulation, air quality, 
hydrology and water quality, biological resources, and Project alternatives. This augmentation 
and update of infonnation in ihe 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 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. 
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D. Approval Actions 

1. San Francisco Plannhtg Commission Actions 

On August 13, 2015, the Planning Commission cettified the Final EIR. 

The Planning Commission also adopts CEQA Findings, makes General Plan consistency 
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 iii and use of SFRPD-managed land for recycled 
water facilities and pipelines. 

3. San Francisco Recreation and Parks Commission 

The Recreation and Parks 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 certification 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 
structmes 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 
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• California Anny National Guard (lease amendment) 

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

• . Califomfa 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) 

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 BIR or Final EIR include both the Draft BIR and the Comments and 
Responses document.) 

• The PEIR for the Phased WSIP Variant, which is incorporated by reference in the SFRW 
Project BIR. 

• All information (including written eviden.ce and testimony) provided by City staff to the 
SFPUC and Planning Commission relating to the EIR, the Pr~ject, 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 repmts 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). 

7 



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 Department 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 EIR 
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 Project No. CUW30 I 02 in the Bureau of Environmental Management, San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission, 525 Golden 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, IU, and IV set forth the SFPUC'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 
SFPUC regarding the environmental impacts of the Project and the mitigation measures included 
as part of the Final BIR and adopted by the SFPUC as part 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 experts, 
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 significance 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. fn 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 lhese 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 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 M11RP fails .to acciirately 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. 

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 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 impact.<; 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 unique geologic features of the site; (JO) 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; (I I) Hazardous 
Materials: create a safety hazard from aircraft or fires; (12) Mineral and Energy Resources: 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. 
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The SFPUC further finds that implementation of the Project will 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!;itablished 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 acunmlative 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-I: 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 
management program. 

• Impact TR-2: Closure of travel lanes during Project constrnction would temporarily 
reduce roadway capacity and increase traffic delays on area roadways, causing 
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temporary and intermittent 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 performance of the 
circulation system. 

• Impact TR-4: Project constmction 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 dete1iorate 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 
increases on local and regional roads. 

Noise and Vibration 

• Impact N0-1: The Project would not result in substantial groundborne vibration or 
grounclborne 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 Ordinarice (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 e1mss1ons during 
Project construction and operation, but not at 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 m 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. 

• 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 have 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 permitted 
capacity to accommodate the Project's solid waste disposal needs .. 

• Impact UT -4: The Project would comply with <lll 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 disrnption, relocation, or accidental damage to existing utilities. 

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

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, 
policies, and regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS. 

• Impact Bl-3: The Project would not have a substaniial 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 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 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 constmction 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 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 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-l: The Project would not have a significant cumulative hydrology and 
water qua! ity 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 matetials. 

• 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-based paint, PCHs, bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate (DEHP), and mercury, 
or result in a release of these materials into the environment during constrnction. 

• 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-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. 
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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 mea'>ures 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 Attachment B, 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 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 constmction. 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 discovered. 

• 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-dislllrbirtg activities associated with the constrnction 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 Formation and the depth of 

excavation, the Pr~ject 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 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 Discovety 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 sign~flcant 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) 

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 project<; 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. 
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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. Construction E)nissions 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 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 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 Anny 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 ~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 signijicC1nt 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 direct mortality of special-status bats. Direct mortality of special-status 
bats would be a .1:ignificant 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-l 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, 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 injured or killed, a significant impact. Mitigation 
measure M-BI-lc wQuld mitigate the effect by requiring pre-construction surveys within 14 days 
of the constmction activity. With implementation of mitigation measure M-BI-lc, the impact 

would be less than significant. 

• Mitigation Measure M-BI-1a, Nesting Bird Protection Measures 
• Mitigation Measure M-BI-lb, Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Special-Status 

Bats 
• Mitigation Measure M-BJ-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 cons-iderable 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 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 <4.Paleontological Resources 
• Mitigation Mea.mre M-CP-4, Accidental Discovet)' 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 cumulative 
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. [t is assumed that the cumulative projects including the past 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 foreseeable projects could have construction-related impacts if constmction 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 contributio1J 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 cumulatively considerable (less tlian 
significant). 

• Mitigation Measure M-Bl-la, Nesting Bird Protection Measures 
• Mitigation Measure M-Bl-1b, Avoidance 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 

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 fu1ther 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 
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 !5091(a) (3), l5092(b) (2) (B), and 15093, the SFPUC determines 
that the impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations described in Section VI below. 
This finding 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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Sr.ream Flow: E:ffects on .flow along Alameda Creek below the Alameda Creek Division. Dam; 

Impact 5.5.5-1-Fisherfes: Effects on fishery resources in Crystal Springs reservoir (Upper and 
Lower); and Impact 7-1-lndirect 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 1nitigation measures could not reduce all the impacts to a less than 
significant level, and these impacts were determined 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 two of the significant and unavoidable water supply impacts 
identified in the PEIR. In the case of Impact 5.5.5.-1, the Prqject-level fisheries analysis in the 

Lower Crystal Springs Dam Improvement Project Final BIR 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. 10-0175. 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 prQject level 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. l J-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 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 EIR 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 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 delive1y 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. 

The WSIP aims to provide a total of I 0 mgd annual average of water supply from recycled water, 

groundwater, and conservation projects to meet retail demand in San Francisco. Of this amount, 
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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 tl1e 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 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 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, 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 ill the Final ElR 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 15091 (a)(3), that make such Alternatives 
infeasible. In making these infoa<;ibility 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 
uncierlying 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. 

Altemative A: No Project 

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 offaet potable 
demand. Existing irrigation demand at Golden Gate Park, Lincoln Park, and the Presidio, as well 
as lake refill would continue 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 
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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 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 ilTigation 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 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 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 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 related to growth~ To the extent 
that the 2 rngd 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 Prqject 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 Altemative 

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 Zoo overflow parking lot north to 
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Wawona Street, then east to 34th Street, and north up 34th Street inco Golden Gate Park. 
Construction activities would be sequenced and staggered, reducing the amount of concurrent 
construction am;l extending the overall Project construction 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 
less 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 
constmction 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 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 constrnction 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 Califomia 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 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 lhe 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 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 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 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 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. 
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The SFPUC has been informed that the Zoo 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. 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 implementing the Project. Finally, the Project Design Alternative would result 
in minimal to no benefit to the environment. All Project impacts, with the exc:eption of the WSIP· 
related impact to growth are mitigable. On the other hand, the Project Design Alternative would 
cause energy waste and it would have the same 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. Undenhe 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 Centrnl Reservoir would be eliminated. 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 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 pumpii:ig 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 archeologica! resources and unknown human remains. Third, 
constmcting 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 
activities are reduced, the total volume of air pollution emitted during construction is Jess 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 itTigation 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 WSIP 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 l.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 mgd peak-day, 
but customer served would be reduced to those with a demand of l.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 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 l.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 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 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 l.7 mgd, causing the 

SFPUC to fall short of 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 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 itTigation 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 Alternative as infeasible. 

VI. Statement of Overriding Considerations 

Pursuant to CEQA Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15093, the Commission hereby 
finds, after 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 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 teference 

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 patt of the process of obtaining Prqject 

approval, all signii'icant effects on the environment from implementation of the Project have been 

eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible. All mitigation measures proposed in the Final 

EfR 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 rrre now using imported 
potable surface water or groundwater for ilTigation. 

• 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 LO to 1.3 mgd of potable groundwater 
supply. 

In addition, the Project will further the WSIP'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 particular reasons set fo1th 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 prope1iy 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 sutface 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 l.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 that is 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 sutface 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 Califomia 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 frntherance of the WSIP goals 
and objectives outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, and that the adverse 
environmental effects are therefore acceptable, 
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Moniloring ;md Reporting ~rogram 

llcviewing:ind ~ 
- .. __, .. _______ _ 

lmp.ai:t Summary Adopliid Mltig.alion Me.uureti llespon.sibleP.i.tly Appnrntl Party Monitoring anJ Rcportins Actions Implementation Schei.Jul~ 

"S .. ..., .... ~,.,.~':E~~;~~~~E~~~.~ "'' , .... r· ,, , . ,.I: • r, ...... \, .... "" .. ,,< .,\-... :_!~· ;·~~l-=.:__:, 
a ~opy 111 IM lrarum1tt.:il of lt11 'FARR to th-.. NWIC '01e Env11011men1.ji\ J'l•mning 
d1v~1u11 ••t !he- l'hummg Ocp.irt1nc.nt ~h.ill fCWIVll .ill~ bound ~"PY• one unhound 
copy.ind one unlod.ed, il!arch.\ble (Up~ OJ\a>mpacl disk (CD) lhn.i:-cople..s uftlw 1 

FARR rucmg with q:ipu.'11 of 1my funnol Sil~ ti!OOJtl!ltiOf\ fom\?I (CA DPR5'1:3 ~llne~) I 
,111d/or llll\·ument;it1on fornom1J1.:atloJ\ lo du· N:atlonal RcgMer of l lls\Imc 
l'lat=/( ~hfumlll R<!gls\UTol lfl.1..1unc.1.I k<'~our1..'l!S In 111.1.ano=. ofhlgh. pulllk inll..'rt:!,.l ' _J 
or mterpreliw value. tht! RRO •nay require J dlfferml tt11al report '<>nlent. 1om\<1t, 

-·--~--~~~~bu~~~llu.tpll-~'n~v: __ -------- _ __ ------.. ------ ~ -·--~~--
CP-3 Ttui pwje.:tcuuld dir ....... 1ly or Mitig•tion Meuwe M·Cf .. 3:A<ddellld Ditcovuy uf l'.al.euntaloi;iul ksowou. I) SJ:PUC 1!1118 1) SJIPUC RliM l) lln!i\Jl"-' lh.at contr.irl dollllltenl~ include• tht·liS\1..>tf ' 1) Dt!~i~t 

~:~!:~:~o~~,,~~~:~:~~~ 1'h.¢ following roea.~ures. .1..hall ~ lmplemcnw:I ~hould corulnJctloi\ ut the recyd.:ii..I waler 2) S(r''.,'.:.Cn' lCMo\o~{,",'i M 2) SttPUC BEM nnd liRO ~~~~r:~!:~'!:,0 J:~~~:~:~:~ ~:~~::t-1tiun on 2) l'n!.:llns\roctiuu and 
site or WlilJUI! gcolnsic trc.itment pli!.11 site reruh Jn the accid1mtul dls.:nvery of paleontologlrotl resourC1:s: .. '"' .,. J) SFPUC BEM illld llRO 2.) p.UrontuluP~l's qup,)lfjrn.lions. Ensure thalcontr.1.clor'f. Coll!.1ruclion 
le~tme. T•) rcdu.:c tlu• putL1"rtlal for !h..• prnp~d ptu~d to IC.~lllt in~ s1g11Hki1nl imp.le\ on 3) SFt'UC CM11/6EM staff p.irtinpah! in Jh,• t-nvunnmcnl.U training ptior lo ~) Con!:b'uction 

paleont..,lugicDI fl'!>flutces, lh.~ 5fl'UC slw.11 .in-.mgl! for a p:aleonlulogk"l tutnlng by bt~nning \\Ork wu.l.sitn lhll trlilillng-slgn·in slit-et. 
a 11ualWl!t.I p11ko11loln11istrebtardlng llm potenlial for lluch reiiL)U?re!i to exis1 In lhe M&nlain file of slgl\-ln sheels. 
projt.'CI ~ill- ..nd how 11' Identify ~i.1ch reSOUf\'eS. ·~ lraining rould cor<Si:il (Ji 11. 

rcrorJtd pre-.ml:alion ufl.ht' initi.tl lr.:sining that rop)J W. reu}(..J lo>r new ptr-Anru!l. 
The trniniog ~)111\1.il~Q indud11.:i rc-.iew ot pcn;i.ltles i.:ir looling Jlltl d!Sturbilru.'C of 
lhcsc re.~1un:es. An nll'lt s.hertshnll bl' prepared by Uu: qu;ilifi~-4 pnl~nl<;i]oi;is\ ond 
!1hullindtt,folht!loll.nvi11gi 

). A i..1~~11ss!(ln of lh" 11otl!nt.L.d ~o (!nC1.1un1er pa.lt.:mtolo~ica! fl;";OUll.'l'.!I, 

2. lMlntdlons for rl!potli11g. ol.iserwd looting of a po.llwntologiq1\ re£ourru; olnd I 
\nstrudions th~\ 1f >l pahmntologlc.:il dl!pos.U is enwu11ten:d wilhin a pro!ect aro;,i, 
.Jll H1ll.Ji:!l1111'ing .Ktlvllh:~ in lli..e VILinll) of the ili-pL>s(t sMU .:raw mid the 
Emrlronmcnt:a! \lcvtew (lJfu:l!r (l!RO) ~hall be notified imu1eJi.a1ely. 

:i. Who to L'Onlaci in the event of an unantklpateddisoovery. 

Jr potcr.11;il fus.sl1~ illt' JimwercJ by ron..,tructlnn mw~. all ennhwork or tJ!l~r type~ 
uf grou11J dislurl.o.1111:•: within 511 fo1.11o(1hr. I ind s.h.\!\ iotop lmm11d1.i1ely until lhe I 
111u1lllitc.J profe.ssio11.i.l p11li.<0nll)logi!lt cWl aness Uie nature and impurllmoo of lhe 
find. lhL~l'<l on lhe $dt:nlifk value oruniqul!ll.essof lhc find, the pult!(mlologisl mny I 
reronl lhc find aru.l .tl\llw wor~ Ill amll11ur. or tl!rommL'l'tdsalv~i;.1: und t\"L'o\·rry oF 
the fos~ll. 'lht! paltunt..iWgiS't may al.so pr..ive1~e m<.'11.1!1\cabons 1,i·11w slop·wotJ 
r.idius l>.m:d on lhc no\\llte of thl! fi.nd, 'lk goo!ogy, .uid thi. nclwtti~ on'Urrint; on 

nonethd~ss ensure \hat lnform.ition <1n lh" natu1"e, lor.i1;1ion, unrl depth of a)l lind.l ls 

3) Jn l>lff .wtml uf .l dl~cuver}'• cunnnn su!>p~ru.lon (If 
we.di, cxam.10\! /ossil, .ind advise th'!! l!OR tu the I 
si!Qllttc.u1ce ul tm• d4covury. EILTthwork and 11ro1Jnd 
di~tuWM\Cein the vicinity of find ~h~l ~tup until 
t]u;illfit•d p:Jeonlolot:ill can i!Mtl.~ l'\il\ttrt'flmportanre I 
.. 1 Cmd and 1m1ke a re<;orn.mt:mlation regardin11 furlher 
ilLiilln. 

oi) Mnnltorlor:1ll>vn:l-thal lhl:contr.idl•r lmpl<!ni .. ;nt:; 
me.a!>Utt:o hi .:ot1tract J.:il'Utnents induUing in.~unn.i:r 

~~~ ~~f:~~~~1~s:~rln~11:~~~P~~: :~::Jl~.red i 
k1"'rt non~ump\ianl~ i'.lnd ei\Sure .:urrectlVL" <1(1ion. 

I 
the iilll!.1! lre11ln1en1 und sulv.ag.. ls. required, 1~comm1mduUuru1 sh.i.11 be consistr:lll I 
w1lh !:VI' 1995 g1mh:hnes w1cl WTrently m:n•pfed menliflc pr.ii tku. :and sh:ill be 
~ubj<'.>:l IU tl!View Jni.1 appnw.11. by lhtl EKC.'> or dblt',IU.'t'. lf requln•d, lr<!illmr:nt for 
fm:sll remains may Jndude pn:pa.ra.linn and JeL'UVl!ry of fu!ISll l\liil!:rlals so lhat they I 
can be htJitst.>d In an .\pproprt;nu mui;eum or un\v<!Mty ool!ccllon, itnd m11y alsu 
indudt pri.•paratirm or ;i reput1 for publk«1lnn dL'iCrlbing the llnds. The SFl'UC shall 
be resp<Uhible fo.rtnsurlrig th.11treatmcnl1i. impkmcoled anJ !!!ported 10 lht: Sill\ I 
Frimci~tul'l.mnlng Oepartrnel\L l{ no report Is requi.n!d, Uw Sfl'UC ~hill! 

·~;~~~~~:~l~b!:~:::~=::'.: Uuoug~\UllVe~~-i11rnlionurollw~L-.---·-- .. - I 
.. -----· .. L ·-----..... ------·-·-·.!----.... -·. 

8£M" (SFPUC) Hu111au of E11vlmniNmlal M11.11~~~frl11nt 
COfWc Culifomi& Dup .. 11t1Mnl of fish atld \W.i~lr: 

S11.1tfllll\O'J.C<>'W11~ R~~INIWi!Wf'lO;<~ 
MMHI' 

CMS"' (GFPUC) Consl/udion Mon.'tQOmDlll 811tu1.1 
!!MB= (SFl'UCJ f~lf\(tj)/lnQ Mlnl1(l911lBrll Butaau 

ERO"' SF PJtnnlng Dopanmont Envtronu'Hlntal Re~l•w Qlflc.qt 
SF PUC "San Francia~ Pulllic Utllii\r:.!. Commls~ion 

USFWS" un~od Sl11tus fish and Wlld~f11 Ser.ito 

Eru!JOO!llif!l.alPl111lllJOVClllW!iQo,;.>iJO!LO(l~lE 
Au_gust201S 
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BEM" (SFPL.JC) B111e11u Pf fllyjro111ron1a1 Man11011mc::nt 
COfW"' Cr.~tcmla 01p..:ir1rn1.1111 Ill Fish 81\d Wik.1(11& 

s~n fl~'lCl•c~WiHt?Jdlt ~K)'t:I•~ w..1~1 Pro/l!Q: 
MlNiP 

CMS" (SFPUC) C1.1n~t1uedon Manage11~crnl Bure Ju 
EMB .,._(Sf PUC) En11~1tcrlifr,i IA4Ull.1111'o!111\ Burou 

ERO" SF Plannmg Depvunen1 EnWonmenul Review Officer 
SF PUC" S.an Fr.nci;.co Pub~ \.h.J~liei Cummlt~ 

E"NWIMnlhl f'\Qr.ninQ c.u~ No. ~~&.OOlllE" 
AW<:S:21l1!. 
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;F.~1hu"'!.#j~'.t~~1~1~~~~ ·~~.otiff,f:f1~~9·.~;:;'.f !,,..~. · .. ··~/f.:·=~:~ ····:t,?/!r?~: !-=· /1;~1f~~.:· ;: . ··'.::Ji:?~·:· ··:: . ·1~1'215~:::<: . :··:~ti7'.:~· ·.. ~ T<i;. . ·: ·-:;~i(: : .. : ·:·::~f;::r:.' .. , . :''.l~~w;t:· .. ::i~~f';1·· . .,,~. 

Cf.!i r 1ttw Llm"(Jlnt'.:irk Pump $Ution. The AMP sh.lll be conductell In w.:i:oidance with the · 1 
(wnq I approved AMP. Tilil AMP i;hall minlm111\y lncludi: the following provisions: 

• The .irchcok•gic-.il r1mlu\l;int, pra}lll1 ~voru\lr, ,ui,l fiKO $h(&ll meet and ti.1\!i1llt on th11 ! 

~ct•)>E" ol lhe AMI' 1~.u.1m;.il.lly prlor \o ;iny pr..1~1:1.-rd~ll!ll ~llil~ d1~hlrb!11g ;it11vltfo~ 
comme.m:i11g. 1he lil<O In ronsult.itlon wilh tho! ardlcologk.il OOf\5\1\lunt ~hall 
de1~rmlrw wh.ll ptoji:c1 ;1diviliws shi!.11 bl! ari;hl'ologir.llly monltol'l!d and the 
(~quemy. Jn most ta:.l'S. ;i.ny soil~- .l!slurbing ,ll'\ivill-es, such as dllmoUhon, 
foumfoliun n•muv:i\ t•kC.H'.1tio11, Jolnding.. utilhle5 imlalla1iutt. found.:num worlo\, 
driving of p1l.a> (founJ.:1lion, ~hi.Jring,. 111~.). Site remediation, •:li.:., shall t'"}Ulre 
arcl1eologiml monl.ll1n11g bmm~e .:il 1he ri~k U1ese ac.tivltits pose to potentrnl hum:u1 
re1rullns >iml to their d1,.pos\Uonal L'1mte1'.li 

The ard1e1)loi;IC.3I cc.nsult.u1t ~hall .idd~e all pro}eet l:llnlr.ic"tUr!i h1 bl.' un the .:i\rut for 
eviil.i.iru.'11 of Uv: pre~o.•11u~ of the .1,piettcd rl!so.\Um{~). of h.:i1v ''' idenl!i)' tl1\! 1widen.:1.J 
nf lhc. &(l(!Cil~ resouu:u(5), and ot 1he appropri.ite protocol In the event uf apparent 
diseovety of humnn remains; 

The anlu:o\l•glt'ill U1••nlll1r(s) sh.111 be ptt-s.mt on tlie projact slto according 10 a 
$c:hllLlul<" ;1gm . .J UJl<li\ by IM .:m:h~il•~gkal am~uU.m\ 11n.:l lhc EHO unril lhe IH<O l..u, 
in c:onsult..ition with pruJcct arch~h1gl~I coni.u1tent, dclt:nmru:d Iha! pn•jed 
OOJ1!;trucllon al1ivities cuuld have no t1Uei:ts on hum.an Il.'miliru; · 

1he anht'.ololtkal mMilvrs:h.11\ ttl-ord and bt- .iulhorl:red to .;ullect soil i.;u11pL.!1> am.I 
;artff.u:lu1l/i:<nfi1t:tw.I mall'rta.l a..~ warrilll~d lor a11alpi!>; 

Jfhumnn remains ;i.re tnc:uunti:rl.'d, all ~olls•disturblng. .:idt\'l\lll'S In the \'idnlty of the I 
find shall cease.. 1'tw .:irchl.'Oloslcal monitor 'haU be empowt>n:J lo temporarily 
re<llrerl d••molition/itJL:c,wallon/pllt> llrivingfcon~tntdion art1\·illr.s nnd e~ulpml'f\1 
1.1nlll 1M- find b·t·vuluo11o:d. lhf' ardu:i>l·'&k,U •'01"'lll\ilnl )\wll imnwdi.iltl)' notify 1h1: 
l!RO of lhc eni:ounl<'~d hum.in ri:m.:iill5. l 

lf human re11111lnll art! wcounten.'<l, lhl!te s:lu\l be no furtlwr l.'xcavalfonor disturbance of I 
Ille site ur ,my nearby 111.:.i ftla..~onably ~11spcdcd Ir. overlie ildj.it·ent human remains until: 
the HFl'UL' irmut"dlah:ly 11utillll's lhe $.\11 Frnnd.>1t> C(•\.lnly nir.:.n.:r fot (I) a dell'rrtdnr.liC>n 
th4t no llwt~lit;.itlun ol lhl" causl.' oi Jc.ith Is ~ui~d; ,md (ii) a do..11.'rminauon whelhcr 
th~ hi1JM.n u-mairu> are N~liw Ami:m:.m. If the humnn remain,: ,nt!-nol Nathe Arui!rknn, 
nnd if \hi! (ormwrdclt'.munl!tl the reurnin!I are no\ r.ubjed to hi.!! ar hl.'r .iulharily, lhe ERO 
In mnsulli1thm with \ht- ilri:hcologir.al ~-unsullllnl )}1~11 d.elt:rml11~ if add1U1mal me~ure~ 
.ir1: warr.u1kd.. Add1ttun.1I m~.c11i.rc:~ th.:1t ma)" k>i! uml\:t"1.U.t1n mdudc .idc!i1tom1! 
iUrlw(1lab'lc.1I h:~iin11 ;md/u1 M ADRI'. ll thc BllO dcl.ennlne!. th.it lhe humv.n. remains 
ruuld be .i.J.\ll!l'.Sel}' alfoi;tOO by I.he propP~ed proje'll, al the dlscreliun of lhe" projecl 
~pcmr.PrdtJwr. 

thei1n.lisll·.uihl.!:'. 

:: ;:~~;~;:~;;;~;~;~;,;~;;~~·;;;;~;;,;:;;~;;;;:;~~: l . 
Ncltiwlo1:1'.:od lJulu. fW,•(•V«!f l-'rogri.1171, If requitt'<i by !he lllttl, lhe arcllooltigil'<il data l 
t\!Cuvcry program $hall be. co111lu~"\ll'd m accord with an ADU.I'. lhe ardil!Qfog.lca.l. 

·---·--··-·-··'."~'"llo~l'.".'._"!'.:_'..'!:!"'''-'.'.~'.'."_'l'<O'.h~"'.°:''~-~~~lh~-'.l~,AD!lr .. ---·--"- .. ---.. ..-----.. ---------·· ___ l __ -,-
BEM"' (SFPUC) Bult!llll of Envlr1.1ru11un1111 MnnlllJemesrt 
CDFW"' C11.fl!om/A D&p&f\lnl!nl of Fish and Wtldlih, 

CMB"' {Bf'?UC) COO)\tud.llJn Manootrnont BUJl'IQU 
EMS= (SFf'UC) Englneeciog Manaoernent aurt111u 

-----·----------·-···-------------------------
flllfl f1•0<1<1~<1W!>01~.a.. Recyd~dW~ltr Pr~,.d 
MllflP 

ERO,. SF Ptu1ml1"1Q Ooparlm~nt Envlromnanl•IR1111\11w Olliet;f 
SFPUC"' San Fumd!ico Public IJll11Us.s Coloml5..3loll 

Er1'~11J1m•nWPl111 .... i\.tr Cll.St Na. ?li'J~ OO'JtE 
Al..'!}lalW\5 
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r~~~:,:1~:~1-· ~;;:u~i~~( Monhorlng :l:::::::d::.:.~ A;~=-
--1 

I 

lmpacl Summary { Adopted Mitigation MeasuN"S 

'"~r~·~-~~~f ~t~\ii~~~l;_'-}'f'/;~,,,;.y,,. J\t;:,I,\''"' ""'' ,,,, 

l\.'\.""O~ry, In 8Ch~r.ll, shu11IJ br 1lm(11-d lu Uh~ pnrtwn.-i I){ the hlslork>ll property th.i.t 

I .:.;1uJd be ;.dvcn.dy affot-ted hy the prupu,;1:.1. proje.-t. D~slruttivc cla1.1 rcco~t'ry meth(nls 

1

. 
!ihoU nol be .lpplliid lo prntions of lht orclwfliflgic.:al resoufl)U'. Jf rum1iestTut:llVe mi!th,)(ls 

1 ,.1tcpr<11.11<.;tl. 

l 1

11\l' ~1..'0pe of the ADRP l>hall lndui.k: lht! following. demtnt~: 1 
• Fi di I Mdho,1~ .md flri;..;..)lur.~. D~$Criplluns of proposed fi<'ld str.it<:t,lell, pr<o,"'t?dun~~. 1' 

. iln..tvpi:rJ.hl'I~. 

C.111.i/11311i1tg .i1ul l.a!w11!01y /rn~fyris". Dcscripllon of Mtle.:t.ed ca.lah,guing~ystem at\d 
iirl\f .. danaly.1sproi1.,\ures.. i . 
j)j::c.zrd uud l.kwt,;tHfo11 PJi!lry. Pl!Scriptiun ul antl rafom,1\e for Held and posHield 1· 1' 

dist .. rd :md u~·ar-1.1.':ishm pulid..:>. • I 
/11hif'l"<'liw l'n>.~1,1111. C.:or~iJ..:calion.ui .u1 "n.·Sik•/ufl-$ik pub Ii.:. m\1•1preli"1:- proi;r,1.rn I' . 
during thii i:t•lmc of 1he AURt'. 

Stl·llrily Afms11ns. IU.. .... <lmmi:r.d<d Miruritr IDl:'.JJ.un•t tv pr.•ti:Lt lh~ .1rch.!olugio1 
l'l."':\Uurte frnm ".intl•ili~111, lollling. an<l 111'1t1·in\i'!r.tionallr .J.i.mai;ing .ictkities • 

flmd fl.q>11rl. Oe>lnpthm of prnpo~ed ~port forn'lllt and Jblributian (I{ ~ulls, I I! 

C11m1itm. O..o,;t"npti1,m til the p!Ou±<.luws .i!lnd Nrnn1mi:nd11liUl'ls fN ttie mr.lltion of .iny ' 
n><:o\•t:!ri:d dil.til h.:iving potcmti.il rt•seari.:b v.-.lue,. lt.IC1ntifi~.1tion 1.1( .ippmpna.\l.l t:urntlon I 
fudlllies, illld .i ~"Ull\11\.'ITY of tht' ,1L1:1.~M1\n policil':\ of tht1~"Uratio11 fodlillo. 1· 

fiiuil Arrh.:olµpt11l Rr..51>11n·i:;; K<·rurt. 111e llrclwulogic.11 r.rmsull<mt £hall $ul<mil a Dr.Ut .

1 

, 
fln;U Aidwolugkal Re:; our~~ Repvrt (FARR) to llw lillO l/\i\l c:v-4.luall!S the histvricil 
s111.nlfi~iln<""e o! an}' di~o1wrl.ld an .. h.!ologi';i.l resuun•e aod d1.."1.."tl'be:> the nrdwulogl(a1 J11d I 
h~1urk.)I rCSl!arch nu~thmt~ cn1ploycd 111 lhe .11dw1.1!ugkal ~s!mgfmunitorinr/dala ' 

I 1etuvc1y progr.u11(.~) undrrl.iken. lnfonnallon that may pu1 .it risk any archiiologkal 
resoum· ~h.lll be providied In a sep~rnte rcmov,;iblc insert within thl' t'i11al rep.irt. I 1· 

· Om~ <ippruvcd by th!~ lil<O, coph?~ of lhl' FARR shJU be d1~tnbuted ~s lollow~~ CaU111mlJ 

I A.rch;1enloglc.:1l Sitt: Suno~y NWIC sh;11l ren~ivc on~ (1) \:Opy and \he EH.O shall rec~ivt' .t I I , 
1..'t1py of t.hl.' \ra1\5mill!tl of lhi' f'AIU{ Ill the :-11\'lC'. ·11,t &wironmmt.'11 r1unnmg divi\llll'I I 

1 •ll lhu l'l.mning Pc'pilrlml.'11t shuU Jo:l'r;liv.i l•nc bounJ, one unbound ,uui un~ unlocki!J, 

I !'ltarch;i.bl~ l'UF cq>ym1CD oflhtt FAtUl a\on8 wilh C'ilpk-s of any fonna.1 fiil{o l\!C01d,ation . 
forms (C .".!Hfomi.i Oepar\m<!Ul of 1'11rks ;1ml Rl"cre.i\1•"111 52'.\ snles) ~ml{ctr <iocunu .. 'llliltion I ' 
for nunun;.Llon !o \ht' N.iuunal Hc~iMi:r of l l~tork l'l~'.i!ifoml.i Regis let of I 

Jll.is!uric.i.l.Hesoum:s. [11insl.in,1•s tlfhig~ publkin!i:.n:sl in 11r lhc hlr)l interpretive v.ilue J_ 
•lithe .<'\.•o.:lurre. 1h..• RRO 111Jy reqt.1\N ii ..11/ft'h?f\I finJI 1"1:p•1rt ..:on\er>f,. lurm~t. .ind ~ , 

--------·- :.~ul\lha~thdtp2':~11h ... d.-.h~·--------·----- -----~--.__J________ ------·-----·-·---L----~·--·--

6EJA"' (SFPUC) 81.!re~U Df En11\runma11!4l Muna11~men1 
COFW"' CalLlurnla OeJ)attnltlnl or FLsh :l/ld Wikllih1 

CMB "'tSFPUC) COflll1f11elkm Mena~emenl 81110111.1 
EMS" !SFPUC) EoUinaenno Mllfl~IJ•HllOnt Buruu 

ERO= SF PJannJno 011par1rnantSnvlronmrin1'1R11vlew Otf.cnr 
SFPl.JC" San Frant1SfJl Pubhc UHIJll~i; Comnll»iofl 

-----·-·-----------------·--------------··--·--·--··· 
s~~ Frull<"Js® W"'tllde fh•<;yd"4W""'" l'!Ojoel . 5 
MW\P, 

E1r1J1~nmenlalf1il.rll1'rigCMutlo.2!N&.0001e 

Au~:JO~~ 
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SAN FRANCISCO WESTSIDE RECYCLED WA Tl\R l>ROJECT(S[I Environmental Planning Cage No. lOUS.0091'2.EI - MJTlGATION MONITORfNG AND REPORTING PROGRAM (Cnntinued) 

Thu propose:J projert's 
cur1slrncllrul .1~1ivilic~ wuuld 
ttner11tefug:lll\'edus1and 
c.:rlkria air 1~vllutanW, iirid 

~\1uldv10ME"".maitquo1)ily 
:.i.sndard dr cor1trlbu~ 
sub~tintlallr to ;m ~.'listing 
or prn~cte~J ait quality 
~11.11aliun 

lmpli!ment Miti&lltlon M1:.1~11~ M-CP·2.{A.i.:cidt:n\;J Oisct.Wt:I) n{ A.rcht:ol11~ic.1l 
lU.·~.:iurcei),M·CP-3 (Au.;Jen111l D1.i..:t.1very ol P.il<!'OnlologicJJ f<r.511utc.!S), M-CP-1 
(Aaident11l f)i::l(:ovl!ry of Unknown Hiuruin llem.:ihls), .md M-CP·5 {Arclli.'Ologlcnl 
Munlloring.Prngrilm). 

Mitig:;iotfon M1:.i.11u' M-AQ·:Z: Cnn.t.tnldinn Emi1aio1U1 Mlniruiutltin, 

A. Additi.on.:.l E:Juuul Coulml M'uuzn.. [n ;idditlun tocon1plyinr; wllk lhc Cle;1.r1 
CanslmctlCIJ\ (.)1din(ll\llf> o:qui1'lmei11s(u~..i ofblodll,';$ol} fud gradll fi20 <'It h!11.ht:r, a11d 
l•ither nlL'l.!I~ otcxON<ls Ti CI ?engines ur opera I~ with the most effectiw.! VDEQ) for uff-
10.1tl ttt/nlpmcnl), av .. 1.igt't.'\'JUln1ctio11 rol~kd NO< i:~~iuu,; f1Q111 .l1l l•,wl;:ippinr, 
pto)'lct tuinpi..iMnb sl1.tl111u\·elt0!'<!J !){ pDUlhi~ ~r day. Uu: tunstrui:tlcm L"OllltJ.:t 
bpt'cifk-.itions shull l'l!qulw the ((lntr.ictorto submit J rompzdvaislve inventory of .ill 
off-roild 1:mistrut.1.iun cqulpllll'llt grt1>1Wr than 2.ShtmA!powtor 11nd oper.otl11g for more 
\h.u' 20 ICJ\JI huun1 Ovl!r tho• L'l\tlre duulion 61r.on.:trudl'1fl11divllles. "lh<! lnvl'.nl<.iry 
~hall i11duJe t'Udl vcl1kfc'u liren:;i.~ p!Jtt' numNr, luiisepc>wer r.itin~ i:nt:tne pn.i.lu(\ion 
)'Car, and prujed.ed hnurs 0£ ui;c or (uel throughyut forear.h pla11: of C(jUipmenL Urn 
mvt.-ritoryr.h.l\l demofl'ltrnte, lhroui;h theuw <'lfTil'I 3 enr;inc:s (or en gin~ n:t.wfiUL.J 
wilh CAll.H le Yd 3 Vi!ulicd Dl~l limisS\ons Control Slt.i\1:1!¥ ), lh11l 1he rombincd 

1) SFPUC:rr>.rn 1) SPPUCliHM 

2J Sf'J'UC C/.IHJIHl.M 2J SFl'UC HEM/ 

1) F.11.suie 1111 .i.pproprlai..: bnsuagc in~orpor.it~iJ into 
c.:ontru.:1do,11111r.nts 

2) Monitor tu i:nsure that tonlrattor lmpWments mei1~1lllt.5 
In (.'Ulllr.lC\ documents In duding tl1e uptla11: :and 
mnnthly ~ubm\lml nf t:t•mprehm~h·e invimluti!!.'i lo tlw 
SFl'UC 1lu'l'lushou1 thl! <luratlmt r1f I.tie pmj...>.:t. 

ll Deslr,n 

C(Jre.trncrion 

1 ~~ :~:;.~~~~:!~~~~ :~~;\~~!~~~~ k;:~:~~r:~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~ !'~~~,~~ l 

..,._,_ ,,--~"ff -rl~=,~~=.i~~?~~..,l~-r-~.,~..,--~""'=- ........ -. ~. =,.,,., - ... '.i;;.'.•.~' 1,_-~:W,.·,f""'.'. '.c-_!i;;·_-'.;.'li,";'1"° ""'=''"'""'''""''"''""""'"""""'~"";=-'•<=7'!>C:..,,,"')c'C"C,'S'";'.'C' !l~ir:·~~·~o~~-.J·~·, __ :.1.' .,_~· 1·Ji;: _:L __ _ 1f;:~~~--~ __ ;:f~ '-'i~''' r;;r~'· 
UH lhc: pro)«-t would Mitig1Uon Mt,uurc M·lH-la: Ni:.linis lli:Jd Prol,ction Mtuwc11. l) Sfl'UC ll11S j 1) SFPUC Bf:J.l l) fuuufl!" th.n requirement.f relalL ... 1 tu rwstint; bird 

Jllllenlfally have" ~ub~.1•111 llal N~~lin~ birth 11.11d 1hdt11i::.I." ~luill be prul!.'\.il:d during ron~lru~1klll bym.: ~! lhi: fullowing: 2) ~FPUC CMB/Bli.M 2) SFPL'(' UHM pro~t'Uon "~Included In C(Jlilra<'t dot."Ulllmls-. 11reronslruclion and 
Con~tmctiun JdvcM dh1c1. dth!:r din:dlw (Quallfi!:J 111 ilnglsl) I 2J Olil11l.n uml wvtew rr<~ume ot (Jlhor do.:.11mc1t\,l\ianuf 

urllnou~lihllliil!it • • Cu11~Ut:lln$H•gutul1u11.mUt'1..'t!rrmov.tl1m,1o.:urultu~-iiun.i.\'UVitl.:~oul~ldeih.-bird . • ' J) SFl'UClnlM I \, I • lift l C d 
modUlcations, on spi:dcs uestmg n!.1~011 (l'1~btu.1ry 1 to Aut;ust 30), lo th~ e;.ib:nl f\',\'>1l"lle. 3) SH'UC t:M6 ~"::,~~~:1 1 ~~~::~~e!.>~

1 :re 1::~du:g u!>~t~l~~:cy:. '
1
" '.IJ 

il.li:nliflltd ai. candidntt, If COJllilrucfion on-uni 4mi~ tlw bird f\l.'$tl11y. )~ason, a q1mlified wllcllift- bioJusht I e!ltolblish buffl!;r2on~, curuolting with USFWS/CDFW 
St"n~lllve, ur sp1lcial-~1.i1u~ 1;a•uld wnd11.;t pm::mwlmctioJ\ ~ur-·rys wiU<in Sl'Yt.'fl J,\rs of lhr. stMI t>f conslrudlon .is nl!il-"!iSaty. and monilt•r regulurly. Docurrtcnt 
~pt'de~ iu lot:.<d or nogi~·~ M .i.flcr ,1t1y <ut\Slru..::li<>n bt<!:ik!i ul 14 Jap ur mu1e ICl iJ<'nhfy actiw~ n~t.s. A tt~'jl Is rrwnlwllni;, .itrivitles Ir. lugs. 
plans, polkic$, or de.fined 10 be active for rap lo IS If the(C Is ii pair of raplOTS displaying teproductwe I 
rey1ulatlun~. or by the C'DFW l,l~ha.vlor {I.e., t;ourllng) pl llu! ru!~l nmt/or if thll' ner.t contains i:gg';> ordlids. Sun!!)'s 
'"' l.J~il!WS. ~h:ill b~· ptirforml'tl for 1h1:1 pro)i'.:1 ~itl' ;ind St!ital•l1:1 hllbh:i1 within 250 jl"\11 of the 

pruJCl;t MIC In ordl'r l<J h11.~IW ar1y Jt.1ivt: pil..\~!lr111e nest.~ .md wllhih !i()J i"'cl of lhe 
pmjcct sit.! LO the 'l(\,,.nt at;re;s fa iv.in led by ,1tJ\c.!r.propo:ny owners to locale any 
aL11ve r.iptt•r(birds of pn'}') N!sts 11rdouble-cre~ted cormorant or h~ron rook~~~. 

~;~~~~:t~~:~ ·~~al~~~~t;: ~~~j;!~:~~f~~~~~~!~:::~~~~~~1~.~~~";{i~~~:1~~:;!~ l 
nl!'>l iUUl the following n1ea.<mrCS :1hall ~ lm11lell\l!fltcd b.hi?d oei lhi:lr dttennh\.l\ion: 1 
I. If cumtrucllon is no I likely to .11fect 1he Ql..'tivc 1wst, II m11y proe«:J without 

n':'llri1'11rm; how~n-r, .l bin!ulChl ~hall n:t,ularly m1)nilor I.he ncs1 lu ~"nfim1 \htl'f' 
is f\ll ,h.\V~ll:".: cff~'t .ind IJ\Ll)' l°\!Yi:lt.' lhc1t do:t ... 1111in.i.tio11 .i\ uny Ihm: Judllti \hi: 

3) Monitor th ensure th.il con1t11ctor(s) lmplem~nts 
mca~ufl!5 in contrad documenl5, P.i:porl 
noru.'!lmpli,u1re, 1111J tim1re corr~ .. 1ive act!un. 

ncstingso.uun.l11tlili;e11~c,lhufollowini;~wuult1appl.:_Y. ____ __t_ _____ -J. ______ _,_ ______________ _,_ ______ _ 

aeM" ($fPUC) B1111:rnu Ill Envl/'Onmcnl;iol Man11gunmnl 
CDFW= Cu(ifomill 011panmu111 or Fish Md \Mkillr11 

%•1Fruo::1....,w~•\dlOO flo£ttl~ll'Ml\llr f'ibl"~ 

""'"' 

CMB" (5Ff'UCJ C0Mtnie1ion Mena11cD'1t.nl Buro au 
EMS = (SFPUC) EAg~nlei\1111 ManaQ>mient Bureau 

ERO .. 5f' Pl<lnnlno Oapo.rlroof\\ E1\V11\11\l?ter1111I R~"levt Olflc.e1 
Bf PUC .. S(Jn Francisco Publle Utllltin CommiSSiOT\ 

Em11!lf\ffi\lnW f111;ooing Cui N<J. 2ood.o.:r.!1t:: 
All'jlll'i10i$ 



SAN FRANCISCO WF.STSIDE REC\'CLED WATER PUOJECT (SF Envlron.11\ental Planniiig Case No. ZOOS.fJOIJlZEl - MlTIGA TION MONlTORlNG AND REPORTING PROGRAM (Continued) 

--,:3--------------1--------*--------------;-==:-:::r Rovlow;~g ~~--;;;:;;:nng"'.'d Rop:~'"•-~~g"m---=--:~---=-=-=--~= 

No. t Res.pon!ilble Parl)' l Approval Party Monitoring and R.iportingActione l lmpl-ementdtiOn Schedule 

2.. llconstrncl1on may nfkct the <1i;tivt 11cst, thl' biolo11ist !>liaU C6"iablish a no 
dl$11trbannt bu Her. TI1e biologist s.lillll dchmnh1c lhe"appropriak- bu({er ta Ung 
tnto .l(count 1l1~ spcdes involvt1d, the preSt>nO! of any obstnKtion, sud1 as a. 
builJlng, il> within llne·of-~ight bc1w .... 11 ll1e nei.t ~d ron>lrudiun, and the k·v~l 
oi pruj1•ct and .unl•ient a(tivity lie. aJi.,~ent to a road oroicti~·.-i tt.lil). No 
dislurh;inw buH .... ~ for paswruN~ typi...J.!ly ,;.try from 25 fl.'('t and i::,wJtcr .md ll•T 
rnpton: lr1'm ;rnfl foH t1.mt gre.iter. rur bird ~pedes that ;;in.· fed~r.:iUy amllor st.:il\'-
listcd si:11mw~ \~es (i.e., threuknt:d, endangen.-d, fully prah:derl, :ipeties 01 
speciAI 011Kmn), an SFPUC repres<"nl.llive, ~uppurted by the wlldlifo biologist, 
sh.1\1 ~unsull with the uSl:ws ;uulJor CDFW reg•mhng nt$t buffers:. 

Rt!ll\Ovlng ina,1ivr pMserln~n~t~ mbY llo:rut at ;iny time. ]na.-1iw raplorne:>ts shall 
not be removP.J 1111lll~ ilpproved l>j• the USH-VS and/or COfW. 

Jtemoving •ir td1,.:.1tins Jctive ll"Sb ~hall ix• .,:;,).;.1rdin.iled by lhe ~l'l'UC reprt->entub\·~ 

~11~·. : l 
~:;:tr:I~~~:~:~~: ~~e~s~e:0t~~:·;!~.~:lt:;! :~~::::=~~~~e~~ ::i I 

with t1u: l~llW!i/.:iml ur CDr"\\', il$. approprlill\.', i,o\vtm. \lw ne~I~ ill<!\ '1rt- foUl\d 011 lhc 1 ' l 
Any birdti thatb.!11in11~1\ngwithin th~ rroiect an:a;imisun·cy bulfo~ amiJ I t 
;:i~ilvcncstsin lhl">r.1'<1.Si::s. l . 

·~;irig•tion ~;~~~~~-~;~b~:,:~id::~ ~tir\lml.u.ti°Cto Mu~~~;;:;~tci•I· .. ·1·-1) SFl'UC l'M~· -· .. _ ll S~;.tJ('BEi.-1 -- lj -·~~~·~~ 1tu~ ro-;~~;J:~.~.inl"'.1'..:h1de app!~~b~... i l) ·-~;~;;;; .. ,. ....... ·---·. 
SU.ltaSab . 2) SFl'UCl;MB/flF.\1: 2) SFl'llCllb'.M .ivuid .. nre;mdnuiwmz,iuonrna};o.~ures. l) 1'1won~tr11ltiunaml 

t l111.:uualim1lion wiU1 lh1: Sfl'UC. il t\Ualified k'ildlife biologlsl sh;ill mnduct (Qualifle<l Hfoloi;t!>tj 3.) Sl'PUC »EM 2) tlbt.:iin ;.nd review re!."\lrrn- c.t ulher docume-11\<>tiun uf Conslrn~'bun 

l ~~~~:~~:~:.:~~·:~~~~~1~';!;~~=~~;;i~~:1~11;:11;;;1~:':~~r1:~;:v:~.~rle for j 3) sn•uc CMH{llEM' ~ :::!l~8!1~~~~;·s1~1=~~~~~~~~,~~~[;~,~ ;\) Construction 
•iclive tfoy or night rciusls uro found, I.he wUdllfe biologilit ~hall tal<L• ;i.':tium· to m;ike ~'Ud\ l approprl..lt.! meit!>'lln;w Ponm1ent a~tlvltkll m morulom1& 
roo~t.suru11.1\lilb~ hJbitatbefure trees ilt'ld!'t1\WUres arL'remov~d. Anu·dbturbance I' lor,'S. 
l•~•ffor of 10[1 foct sh:ill I>..• cnwte<l 11rour".l .11tivi,.bal toosl~ btiny. 11..cd for 1nalemiry 1;1r MunHl'.lr tn eMute lhA\ wntrih .. 1ur{s) unplemo:nl 1J'><,!HHircs 
hil>cn\illion purprm•s li,u roosts lhnt l>l't,1111\11nng construct11.m ari= pn:~umed lob<' m l"Ot\ll'ilct 11,~UII'll'nb. ikpon l\o.ll1o..'umpliMw • .mil 
un.ilfL.ded, . .111J nn bulfo.:rwou\'1\wnr"e~5.ll)'· ~urc .:onedh'e A<.'t!Un. 

r;;~tisatfo-n Me~~·;;;:;~~~;ow:i::-;;~i:1iminti1111 Meu:~:~ ;;;r C11lifornia ·-..... ;)- SFJ'llC HMs·-··-.. 1) Sl'!'UC liHM - .F..n~ur~ l~-,o-n"'-rt-do..'llmentslmlude npplk.thl" ---~;;i-~··----·--· 

j :~~;:~t::~.::nwR:~::;;,~::~:~::,1ev;trd, nl theC~nlral l'ump Station site, on [ l) i:1~~~~iU/Btf<f 2
) SFl'UC UllM ;;J'.~~~~ 7~!J.~~~~0o~~~~~~;;,li :~;~~zmra ll ~~=:~~~~un und 

I 
lh ' r . hl G ld l' k . h b. 1 d d ' f l I J) SPI'UC Bl:M n·q~lrt:Jnent forexdusion ft'nctng:>. 
H:~

1

i~~ ~~~:i ~1!~rb~t l~oJ~nsta~m~til%~~~~~~Jl~~~ ;i:'u <.-n~~;Ju~o~o~l~:I J) ~~:~~~ri;~B/llf.M 4) Sl<'l'UC HliM 2) Dl'vel,)p wru~cr tr.i.lninr, phl)l;rJm w1d cns1m: thJt Jli :\) 
rnv11i1<1r ls pfe>\'nl durini; in.>\illlacfor, of l.!-du~iu11 (i'ndnr, .ind iniu.i.l Vi'&i'l.::illon dNring . o:on~Lnn1hm per~wruv:I parUdp.lk' in th<- 1~tw1ronmcnt,1I l 
11nJJor ~rndi~1& ,md sh .. l! implement the!' ful\uwing measUr\·s: 4) SH'UC C'Ml\f\IEM tuinirig prior to bt!i;inning worJ.. ilt !he job ~ik($), 4) 

1 • Within one WC<t'k bo?foro work al U11m• ~i!B l1egins (in dud~ di:mulltioo ond kl"qUJn• workers lo si~n thP. tr:iinlng program ~ign·m 
1 v(.'getatio11 I<'muv:ol), o qu11/ified bioloi;i$1 ~haU supctvlse- the 1Mi.,.ll;r.1iot1 of ei.:dusion : shf'f't. Main lain ftfo of training sign·ln $hl't!ts. 

Prtt'•m~tnu:tion and 
Cm,~lrm:th>l\ 

height of 3 feel ,l!n11·.i llmund surfoa: with ,111 additional -1.·b imh._.$ •If fence mat.en.ii p·.i~sit>lu for lhe ~pedes In mo11l' au! of th!! pTOJl!d Jr•'.l 

:~n::~e~Z~i~!f:~~~~~;g~~t~:;o~~-~:~~;~~~~1~:s:;:~n~i~;11~!ls~ I [) ~~~11;~db:~~;;~~~i~~.~~~.J~~~:~:mtionof 
work area. The t:l.'lHLrucilon conlr-ador shJ!l inslall suitable fo11dng with a mlnimjm pro:construclion surv1."}'!>.. ~p"des relo.:alion (II it i~ n.:it 

b. udi!d fur 11np.iv1:J.;;uifa.:t"11 an.I ~.intl·b<ll:l!\"'d ill thel•nvert<dl:lt' wh~r,,..11i:ede1I for l out n11i.:.,•wn vnlitiun. .md. in 1h~.:~ f1/ ;,11 idrntifii:J 

-·---'----·· . --·-·--·-.. ··--_..- ~~~'.~d suri.1!~~-··~1.~.:~-~~~l'ilnn<1t ~:.~!.~~~~~!:~ ... -··-·-- . ·-----·· .. -------- -~~J·lcgg~d ir?g(s), ~!~~~:'._~~~-~y the USFWS uoci:_~-· .. J _____ M ...... ·-.. ··----

BEM "(Sf PUC) 811/eilll nf En'o'lroOmet'lllll MllllO!IBffianl 
CDFW" Clllllomla OttpJ1tn111nt ciJ fl$h .11n<1 WJdJ1!a 

:,;~n fm1~~e.e W..1~·~ Hoct:l•~Wiitoi l'ro)ll't 

"""' 

CMB., (Sf PUC) Censtruc:Uon M1mageme.n1 801111111 
EMS"' (SFPUC) Eng111&11nn11 MIUllljJllHlO/ll fiLll11illl 

ERO " SF Pl!:lnnitt!J Department Enwcnioentnl Review Officer 
SFPL.lC .. San Frnnei~eo P<1bt.eU\lln111s CommJSSIO/l 

~11>ll~nn1en~ Pll>llr>~Q Clli!t Sa. 20011.0091;; 
~~0\S 
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SAN r:RANCJSCO WESTSIDE RECYCLED WATF.R l'ROJECT (Sf F.nrironmental Planning Ca.se No. 2008.llOIJllEJ- MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM {Co"linued) 

Impact 
No. 

Bl·l 
(cont.) 

A qu&Hfied b!olugl>t shnll com.lut'l cnvlrnt11Mntal uwunmess trJlning in pcn.""Onor vi.i 
vlcl~o fm' 0ill r.onstructlun woiker.; prlor to construction wor~ ht.ginning thclt worll 
dforts on 1he pro~ct. The tr.:iining sh;:i\I im:lude information or. ~red~s JJentiflt:atian, 
1iv11IJ2nre. measuws 10 b<l implenumleJ by the projttt;. ami llw t11gula1.0ry 
fL'lul~~nts .md pcn.:.IUt>5 for11imwmpliJJ1<¥. If 11=::iuy, the C.lnlmt shilll vary 
.il'<:Otdfot: t« ipt"dfk Ll!n~tn.1n1.1n .Ji:t•.& (e g .• worL?rs on c:i1y ~trwts will rc.:<.-ive 
It.lining on nc~tmg b1r..b bul nol tin C1.11ifomi.l rcd·lesg.e.J frug ldent1lk.-.tionl. 

A quahficd biol1lghl shall !IUrvuy the 1irllj«:t .:ireu withln 46 h•'\Ur'O befon: the (lruel ('If 
initial r,n1w1d-~Usturbh1g acUv:illes and ~h;i.111.ie pti:!sent during initial veg11tatic.m 
d~aring ;imf gruuruJ.Jisturbing ,u:tMUe~. TI111 liiologkal. numil11r shnll IJIDJlilot the 
~lusion fencing w~-.:!.:.ly to con Ii rm prc.1-er maintcnuno.t and Inspect for frogs ;md 
tu11lcs. lf C'..1111omloi ~-leBslltl frog~ or .,.,'1~1em panel turtle!. o1n.- !ound, the SF PUC 
~h.1ll li..1U con..tnwhm Jn the vl.dnlly lh.il !'•'*'.;: ~ llueul lo the lihii.,ldual as 
delwmlt1e'J liy the qu.illfo~d bi•1li1gbL I! po~~ible, the in.JMifo.il sh.ill bf: ;illoweJ t..i 
mu vu uut nf ih,• prnjt.'l.1 area of Us own ~·ulition (i.e., U ll il>- """'r U1e llllcluslon fon ... '! 
1h11t =be t.em11or~rilJ' removed to let ii p;us). For wes1em p.:ontl turtle;, a qu;i:Wir.J 
biologi~I sl1>1U rel1'1r,1le lurlli:s to lhc neart.st ~-ullable lrnbltaL Jl11r Ca\iiomLl red-legged 
Jrog,. n Sllf'UC niprosenl.ilive :>holll_.:.unliil"I the US}o1VS and/or CD.PW for instructions 
on how lo prou..,J. Construction sh.all n..,;ume aftt:r !he lnJ\vld1i.il is out ofhann'.s 
Wil}'• 

Onrlng prnj<:<:I ;icti\'\tle~, l''<cav;it\un~ J(X<p . .-1 1h.m 6 indw•~ .h..ttl h• mw1red ovl!m1~1 
ur un csc:ipo!' tamp uf earth om w.i,1d~n pl.:1111< Oil .i3:1 rl~ .$h;il\ bl.: msw.lled; u~nins~ 
s\ldl .u pipes 1vhl'lti Ctliromla rtid ll'S&<'d hu~ ur western pund turll.e:s might sn.•k 
refuge ~hall be ,·over.::?d when not ln we, ;irut all trash thntmJ~· ii\lu1t'l predaton or 
hide C'~ilifomfa l't!d·leggl..-d frogs orw,-:;wm pond turth::s $11.ill 00 properly rontalned 
un u ddlly b!l.Sb, reinovcJ ft om lhc worl.{ilc, .i.nd Jispo.:M.-d o( n.!gulady. following 
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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, m1d 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 Prope1ty 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 Gum·d's righ,t to 
occupy the Property expires on Jam.1m·y 28, 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 Prope1ty. 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, 2015, and SFPUC staff and the City Reul Estate Division reviewed and agreed with the 
appraisal in August 2015; and 

I 
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WHEREAS, An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) as required by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was prepared for the Project and the Final BIR (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 Improvement Program Environmental Impact Report 
(PEIR) adopted by the this Commission in 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 Supervisoi's approval, where required; and 

WHEREAS, The Project files including FEIR, PEIR, and SFPUC Resolution No. 15-
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 and 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 
from State; now, therefore, be it · 

RESOLVED, That this Commission recommends to the City's Board 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 Commission authorizes the General Manager and/or 
the Director 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 necessary 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 oi· 
materially diminish the benefits to the City; are necessary or advisable to effectuate the ptll'poses 
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 Utilities 
Commission at its meeting of March 8, 2016. 

(11 ' ~61V1U-.\Jh'()L 
Secretary, Public Utilities Commission 



San Francisco 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, 1oth Floor 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

Water 
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 Moller Caen 
Commissioner 

Francesca Vietor 
Commissioner 

Anson Moran 
Commissioner 

Harlan L. Kelly, Jr. 
General Manager 



Respectfully, 

~ . 

Harlan L. K~ ¥_ 
SFPUC General Manager 

cc: Naomi Kelly, City Administrator 

w/ Resolution; 
Rosanna Russell SFPUC 


