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FILE NO. 160743 RESOLUTION NO.

[Real Property Lease Amendment - Mission Valley Rock, Co. - Sunol, California - $29,700]

Resolution authorizing the amendment of Mission Valley Rock, Co.’s lease of property
from the City and County of San Francisco, to reduce the size of the leased premises to
accommodate the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) Sunol Long
Term Improvements Project, Project No. CUW27701, in consideration of City’s payment
of $29,700 and reimbursement of certain expenses; adopting environmental findings
under the California Environmental Quality'Act (CEQA), CEQA Guidelines, and
Administrative Code Chapter 31; and authorizing the Director of Property and/or the
SFPUC General Manager to execute documents, make certain modifications, and take

certain actions in furtherance of this Resolution.

WHEREAS, The City and County of San Francisco (“City”) owns in fee certain real
property in unincorporated Sunol, Alameda County, California, under the jurisdiction of the
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (“SFPUC”) designated as SFPUC Parcel 65; and

WHEREAS, The City, acting through the SFPUC, entered into a Quarry Lease (the
“Lease”) dated September 26, 2000, w_ith Mission Valley Rock, Co. (“MVR” or “Tenant”) for
the lease of a portion of such property cbnsisting of approximately 242 acres of land, as
further described in the Lease (the “Premises”) for an initial 39-year term; and

WHEREAS, Alameda County (“County”) issued that certain Surface Mining Permit 32
(“SMP 32”) to MVR pursuant to the County’s Surface Mining and Reclamation Ordinance and,
in connection with SMP 32, MVR entered into a reclamation plan (the “Reclamation Plan”);

and

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission :
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WHEREAS, The Premises include an agricultural/ noise/ air emissions buffer
(“Buffer Area”) around the existing quarry approved under SMP 32 and the Reclamation

Plan; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC developed and approved the Sunol Long Term Improvements

Project No. CUW27701 (“Project”), a project involving the construction of a new Watershed
Center adjacent to the Sunol Water Temple, and the redevelopment of SFPUC’s existing ‘
Sunol Corporate Yard; and

WHEREAS, A Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (“FMND”) as required by the
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) was prepared for the Project by the San
Francisco Planning Department, File No. 2012.0054E; and

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Planning Commission on December 2, 2015
certified the FMND for the Project, and adopted findings under CEQA, including the
adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP?”), together ( the
“CEQA Findings”); and

WHEREAS, Implementation of the Project requires that the City amend the Lease to
modify the Premises as follows: (i) terminate the Lease with respect to the area needed for
the Watershed Center, and (ii) recover temporary possession of the portion of the Premises
needed for construction staging during the Project construction period; and

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff, through consultation with the Director of Property and the
Office of the City Attorney, have negotiated with Tenant a proposed First Amendment to
Quarry Lease (“Lease Amendment”), a copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board
of Supervisors under File No. _|,0742 , which is incorporated herein by reference, by
which City would pay Tenant the sum of $29,700 as compénsation for the necessary
permanent and temporary modifications of the Premises, subject to additional payments of

$180 per month if City extends the periods of temporary possession, all as determined by a

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
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staff appraisal conducted in accordance with a methodology approved by an MAI appraiser;
and

WHEREAS, The modification of the Premises necessitates that Tenant obtain an
amendment of the Reclamation Plan, and the proposed Lease Amendment provides that
Tenant will diligently seek such amendment and that City will pay certain costs incurred by
Tenant in connection with obtaining such Reclamation Plan amendment, subject to the terms
and conditions of a reimbursement agreement (“Reimbursement Agreement”), a copy of
which is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors under FileNo. _ and
incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, On December 8, 2015, by SFPUC Resolution No. 15-0264, a éopy of
which is on file with tshe Clerk of the Board of Supervisors under File No. {0143 | which is
incorporated herein by this reference, SFPUC adopted CEQA Findings, including adoption of
the MMRP, approved thé Project, and authorized the SFPUC General Manager or his
designee to negotiate a lease amendment to acquire possession of the needed portions of the
Premises, for compensation to the Tenant not to exceed the fair market value of the del‘eted
premises, then estimafed to be less than $50,000, and the reimbursement of certain Tenant
expenses resulting from such lease amendment, and, if approved by the Board of Supervisors
and Mayor, to accept and execute the lease amendment, and any other related documents
necessary to consummate the transactions contemplated therein, as determined by the
General Manager in consultation with the SFPUC Real Estate Director and the City Attorney;
and

WHEREAS, Charter, Section 8B.121(a) grants the SFPUC the exclusive charge of the
real property assets under the Commission’s jurisdiction, and Charter, Section 9.118(c)
requires that any amendment of any City lease of real property having a term of ten or more

years be approved by resolution of the Board of Supervisors; and

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
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WHEREAS, The Project files, includinQ SFPUC Resolution No. 15-0264 and San
Francisco Planning Department File No. 2012.0054E have been made available for review by
the Board of Supervisors and the public, and are considered part of the record before this
Board; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the information
contained in the FMND, and thé CEQA Findings, including all written and oral information
provided by the Planning Department, the public, relevant public agencies, the SFPUC and
6ther experts and the administrative files for the Project; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors, having reviewed and considered the FMND
and record as a whole, finds that the proposed Lease Amendment is within the scope of the
project analyzed in the FMND and previously approved by the San Francisco Planning
Commission and the SFPUC; and, be it

FURTHER RESCLVED, The Board finds that the FMND is adequate for its use as
the decision-making body for approval of the Lease Amendment and hereby incorporates
by reference the CEQA Findings made in SFPUC Resolution No. 15-0264, Board File No.

I61N?  concerning the Project; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board further finds that since the FMND was finalized,
there have been no substantial project changes and no substantial changes in project
circumstances that would require major revisions to the FMND due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or an increase in the severity of previously identified
significant ifnpacts, and there is no new information of substantial importance that would
change the conclusions set forth in the FMND; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That in accordance with the recommendations of the
SFPUC General Manager and the Director of Property, the Board of Supervisors hereby

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
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approves the Lease Amendment and the transaction contemplated thereby in substantially
the form of such instrument presented to this Board; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors authorizes the Director of
Property and/or the SFPUC’s General Manager to enter into any additions, amendments,
or other modifications to the Lease Amendment (including, without limitation, the attached
exhibits) that the Director of Property and/or the SFPUC’s General Manager determines are
in the best interest of the City, that do not materially increase the obligations or liabilities of
the City, and are necessary or advisable to complete the transaction contemplated in the
Lease Amendment and effectuate the purpose and intent of this resolution, such
determination to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery by the Director of
Property of the Lease Amendment and any améndments thereto; and, be it

FURTHER RESQLVED, That the Director of Property and/or the General Manager
of the SFPUC are hereby authorized and urged, in the name and on behalf of the City and
County, to execute and deliver the Lease Amendment with Tenant, in substantially the form
of such instrument presented to this Board, and to take any and all steps (including, but not
limited to, the execution and delivery of any and all certificates, agreements, notices,
consents, and other instruments or documents) as the Director of Property or SFPUC
General Manager deems necessary or appropriate in order to consummate the modification
of the Premises pursuant to the Lease Amendment, or {o otherwise effectuate the purpose
and intent of this Resolution, such determination to be conclusively evidenced by the
execution and delivery by the Director of Property or SFPUC General Manager of any such

documents.

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
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$29,700 available
Index Code: 562772

I U WS QAL

T
Controller

RECOMMENDED: o

Director oﬁﬁdﬁeﬁ&({ o
Real Estate Division

RECOMMENDED:

LD
General Manager
San Francisco Public/Jtilities Commission
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FIRST AMENDMENT TO QUARRY LEASE
(SFPUC Lease No. L3931)

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO QUARRY LEASE (this “Amendment”) is made as of
, 2016, in San Francisco, California, by and between CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO, a municipal corporation (“City” or “Landlord™), acting through its Public
Utilities Commission (“the SFPUC”) and MISSION VALLEY ROCK CO., a California
corporation (“Tenant”).

RECITALS

THIS AMENDMENT is made with reference to the facts and circumstances described in
the following Recitals.

A. City and Tenant entered into that certain Quarry Lease dated September 26, 2000
(the “Lease™), for the lease of approximately 242 acres of land located in Alameda County,
California, and known in the SFPUC’s records as a portion of SFPUC Parcel 65, Alameda
County Lands (the “Premises”), as further described in the Lease. The Premises are under the
SFPUC’s jurisdiction.

" B. The Lease provides for a term of 40 years, commencing on November 1, 2000,
and expiring on October 31, 2040.

C. The SFPUC is undertaking the Sunol Long Term Improvements Project (the
“Project”) which includes construction of the Alameda Creek Watershed Center (“Watershed
Center”) and Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements (“Sunol Yard”). The Watershed Center
will serve as a valuable cultural resource in the Alameda Creek Watershed, while the Sunol Yard -
improvements will enhance the SFPUC’s water operations in the Sunol Valley. City is proposing
to use portions of the Premises for the Project, and Tenant is willing to agree to such use, on the
terms and conditions set forth in this Amendment.

ACCORDINGLY, in consideration of the matters described in the foregoing Recitals, and
for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are mutually
acknowledged, the City and Tenant agree as follows:

_1. Effective Date; Commencement Dates.

1.1  Effective Date. The date on which this Amendment shall become effective (the
“Effective Date™) is the date upon which both of the following shall have occurred: (a) City’s Mayor
and Board of Supervisors, in their sole and absolute discretion, shall have adopted a resolution or
enacted an ordinance approving this Amendment in accordance with all applicable laws, and (b) this
Amendment shall have been duly executed and delivered by the parties hereto.

1.2 Watershed Center Commencement Date. The “Watershed Center
Commencement Date” shall be the date on which City or its contractor commences using the
area identified as the “Alameda Creek Watershed Center Permanent Area” on attached
Exhibit A to commence construction of the Watershed Center.

1 MVR Lease Amendment (03.28.16) Final + subtitle.doc



1.3  Staging Area Commencement Date. The “Staging Area Commencement
Date” shall be the date on which City or its contractor commences using either of the areas
identified as “Staging Area A” or “Staging Area B” on attached Exhibit A to commence
staging for construction of the Project. '

2, Modification of Premises.

2.1. Permanent Deletion of Alameda Creek Watershed Center Permanent Area.
On the later of the Watershed Center Commencement Date or the Effective Date, the Alameda
Creek Watershed Center Permanent Area shall be deleted from the Premises for the balance of
the Term. On the Watershed Center Commencement Date, Tenant shall tender possession of the
Alameda Creek Watershed Center Permanent Area to City and its contractor free and clear of any
and all trash, vehicles, equipment, inventory, other personal property, and structures.

2.2, Temporary Deletion of Staging Areas A and B. Commencing on the Staging
Area Commencement Date, and continuing until the expiration of the Construction Period, as
defined below, the portions of the Premises identified as “Staging Area A” and “Staging Area B”
on Exhibit A shall be deleted from the Premises. On the Staging Area Commencement Date,
Tenant shall tender possession of Staging Areas A and B to City and its contractor free and clear
of any and all trash, vehicles, equipment or other personal property, and structures. The
“Construction Period” shall be the period commencing on the Watershed Center
Commencement Date and expiring on the last day of the 30th full calendar month thereafter;
however, City shall have the option to (a) extend the Construction Period beyond that date on a
month-to-month basis, or (b) terminate the Construction Period early. City shall deliver a 14-day
written notice to Tenant if City elects to exercise its option for any such extension or early
termination. Upon the expiration or sooner termination of the Construction Period, City shall
restore the surface of Staging Areas A and B as provided in Section 3, and such space shall again
be part of the Premises.

City shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless (“Indemnify”) Tenant from and against
any and all claims, costs and expenses, including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys’ fees
(collectively, “Claims”), to the extent caused by (a) City’s use of the Staging Areas A and B
during the Construction Period, or (b) any negligence of City or its Agents (as defined below) in,
on or about Staging Areas A and B during the Construction Period; provided, however, City shall
not be obligated to Indemnify Tenant or its Agents to the extent any Claim arises out of the
negligence or willful misconduct of Tenant or its Agents. In any action or proceeding brought
against Tenant by reason of any Claim Indemnified by City hereunder, City may, at its sole
option, elect to defend such Claim by attorneys in City’s Office of the City Attorney, by other
attorneys selected by City, or both. City shall have the right to control the defense and to
determine the settlement or compromise of any action or proceeding, provided that Tenant shall
have the right, but not the obligation, to participate in the defense of any such Claim at its sole
cost. City’s obligations under this Section shall survive the expiration of the Construction
Period. The term “Agents” when used in this Amendment with respect to either party shall
include the agents, employees, officers and contractors of such party.

3. Restoration of Staging Areas A and B. Upon completion of City’s Project, City shall
restore, as nearly as reasonably possible, the surface of Staging Areas A and B to their condition

2 MVR Lease Amendment (03.28.16) Final.doc




immediately prior to the commencement of the work related to the Project, and such premises
shall again become part of the Premises.

4. Compensation. Within thirty (30) days after the Effective Date (as defined in

Section 1.1), City shall pay Tenant (i) the sum of Twenty-Four Thousand Two Hundred Dollars
(824,200) as compensation for the termination of the Lease with respect to the Alameda Creek
Watershed Center Permanent Area, and (ii) the sum of Five Thousand Five Hundred Dollars
($5,500) (the “Staging Area Compensation”) as compensation for the deletion of Staging Areas
A and B from the Lease Premises during the Construction Period. Tenant acknowledges that such
payment will compensate Tenant in full, and Tenant shall not be entitled to any rental abatement
or rental reduction for the permanent deletion of the Alameda Creek Watershed Center
Permanent Area or the temporary deletion of Staging Areas A and B from the Premises.
However, if City exercises the right to extend the Construction Period pursuant to Section 2.2,
City shall pay Tenant the sum of One Hundred Eighty Dollars ($180) per month (which is the
same rate as the Staging Area Compensation for the initial 30-month Construction Period,
prorated on a monthly basis) for such extension. If City exercises the right to terminate the
Construction Period early pursuant to Section 2.2 and timely surrenders possession of Staging
Areas A and B in the condition required under Section 3, then within thirty (30) days after the
effective date of such termination Tenant shall refund to City the prorated Staging Area
Compensation attributable to the portion of the original Construction Period beyond the effective
date of such termination. The monthly rate of the Staging Area Compensation shall be further
prorated on the basis of a 30-day month for any period less than a full month. Upon request,
Tenant shall submit any standard forms required by the City’s Controller as a condition of
releasing payment to Tenant, including federal form W-9 and City form P-25.

5. Application for Mining Permit Revisions. Tenant shall apply for, and diligently pursue
an amendment to its Reclamation Plan for SMP 32 (“Permit Revisions™) pursuant to that certain
cost reimbursement agreement (“Reimbursement Agreement”) attached as Exhibit B.

6. Environmental Studies and Review. City, at City’s sole cost and expense shall apply for
and diligently pursue all environmental review under CEQA for the Project.

7. City Lease Provisions. The provisions set forth in attached Exhibit C are incorporated
into and made a part of the Lease as of the Effective Date. ‘

8. No Joint Venture. Neither this Amendment nor any activity by the City hereunder
creates a partnership or joint venture between the City and Tenant relating to the Lease or
otherwise. This Amendment does not constitute authorization or approval by the City of any
activity conducted by Tenant, and the City shall in no way be responsible for the acts or
omissions of Tenant on the Premises or otherwise.

9. Attorneys’ Fees. In the event a dispute arises concerning this Amendment, the party not
prevailing in such dispute shall pay any and all costs and expenses incurred by the other party in
enforcing or establishing its rights hereunder, including, without limitation, court costs and
reasonable attorneys' fees. For purposes of this Amendment, reasonable fees of attorneys of
City's Office of the City Attorney shall be based on the fees regularly charged by private
attorneys with the equivalent number of years of experience in the subject matter area of the law
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for which the City Attorney's services were rendered who practice in the City of San Francisco in
law firms with approximately the same number of attorneys as employed by the Office of the
City Attorney.

10.  References. No reference to this Amendment is necessary in any instrument or document
at any time referring to the Lease. Any future reference to the Lease shall be deemed a reference
to such document as amended hereby.

11.  Applicable Law. This Amendment shall be governed by, construed and enforced in
accordance with the laws of the State of California.

12.  Further Instruments. The parties hereto agree to execute such further instruments and
-to take such further actions as may be reasonably required to carry out the intent of this
Amendment.

13.  Counterparts; Electronic Signature. This Amendment may be executed in
counterparts. This Amendment shall be considered executed by a party when counterparts
bearing the signing party’s original signature are delivered to the other party or when a
counterpart bearing the signature of such signing party is delivered in an Adobe .pdf file by email
transmission to the other party. Such electronic signature shall be treated in all respects as
having the same effect as an original signature.

14.  Miscellaneous. The Lease shall remain in full force and effect as modified by this .
Amendment. The Lease as amended by this Amendment constitutes the entire agreement of the
‘parties concerning the subject matter hereof, and supersedes and conceals any and all previous

' negotiations, agreements, or understandings, if any, regarding the matters contained herein. The
execution of this Amendment shall not constitute a waiver of relinquishment of any rights that
City may have relating to the Lease. Tenant and City hereby ratify and confirm all of the
provisions of the Lease as amended by this Amendment.

[Remainder of page intentionally blank]
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In witness whereof, the parties hereto have executed this Amendment as of the first date
written above. :

TENANT: MISSION VALLEY ROCK CO.,a
California corporation

By:
Name: Mavtelo '?;a.éal{m
Its: L AA

By:
Name:
Its:

LANDLORD: CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO,
a municipal corporation

By:

HARLAN L.KELLY, JR.
General Manager
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

By: é{zoé 4/\/0 %AZ(/W

Carolyn Jot?éon Steif
Deputy City’ Attornéy
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In witness whereof, the parties hereto have executed this Amendment as of the first date
written above.

TENANT: MISSION VALLEY ROCK CO., a
California corporation

By:
Name:
Its:

Name:
Its:

LANDLORD: CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO,
a municipal corporation

By:
HARLAN L. KELLY, JR.
General Manager
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

By:

Carolyn Johnson Stein
Deputy City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A

Diagram of Alameda Creek Watershed Center Permanent Area, Staging Area A, and
Staging Area B

(Attached)
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EXHIBIT B
Reimbursement Agreement

(Attached)
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REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

This REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), dated for reference purposes
only as of , 2016, is made and entered into by and between the MISSION
VALLEY ROCK CO., a California corporation (“MVR”), and the CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO, a municipal corporation (“City”), acting by and through the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission (“SFPUC™).

RECITALS:

A. Alameda County (“County”) issued that certain Surface Mining Permit 32
(“SMP 32”) to MVR pursuant to the County’s Surface Mining and Reclamation Ordinance and,
in connection with SMP32, MVR has entered into a reclamation plan (the “Reclamation Plan”)
with the County.

B. The SFPUC has exclusive charge of the real, personal, and financial assets under
the SFPUC's jurisdiction pursuant to San Francisco Charter Section 8B.121 (a). In connection
with land under the SFPUC jurisdiction, MVR and the SFPUC are parties to a lease dated
September 26, 2000 for MVR’s use of approximately 242 acres of City-owned land (the “Leased
Premises™), pursuant to which MVR extracts material pursuant to SMP 32.

C. The SFPUC desires to (i) permanently take back a portion of the Leased Premises
to construct the Alameda Creek Watershed Center, and (ii) temporarily take back a portion of the
Leased Premises for construction staging related to the construction of the Alameda Creek
Watershed Center and the renovation of the SFPUC’s Sunol Yard.

D. The SFPUC’s proposed permanent and temporary use of such portions of the
Leased Premises requires MVR to amend the Reclamation Plan.

E. In connection with the proposed amendment of the Reclamation Plan, MVR has
retained environmental and legal consultants (“Consultants”), to perform services related to
such proposed amendment, including the preparation and filing of the application to amend the
Reclamation Plan, and MVR anticipates it will incur Consultant Costs. MVR also anticipates
that it will incur costs for fees payable to the County and the County Community Development
Agency in connection with the County’s processing and approval of MVR’s application to
amend the Reclamation Plan.

F. In connection with the proposed amendment of the Reclamation Plan, MVR
reserves the right to make certain other changes to the Reclamation Plan in the same application
for purposes of administrative ease.

-G Subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, MVR seeks to recover
certain of its costs incurred in connection with the amendment of the Reclamation Plan resulting
from the Alameda Creek Watershed Center Project and Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements,
and City is willing to pay such costs.

AGREEMENT
The parties hereby agree as follows:

1. Amendment of Reclamation Plan. Within five (5) business days after the date
(the “Effective Date”) of the mutual execution and delivery of this Agreement, City shall
provide MVR with detailed project descriptions of the Sunol Yard temporary staging and the
Watershed Center Projects (the “SFPUC Projects”), including providing polygons of the
footprint of the SFPUC Projects in a GIS layer. MVR shall submit an application to amend the

Reimbursement Mission Valley Rock (3-28-16) Final.doc




Reclamation Plan to the County’s Community Development Agency within thirty (30) days after
MVR’s receipt of the detailed project descriptions and the GIS layer.

2. Reimbursement. Subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, City
shall reimburse MVR for certain of its direct and actual costs (as further and more particularly
described below, the “Reimbursement Costs”) incurred in connection with MVR’s amendment
of the Reclamation Plan required because of the SFPUC Projects, provided that in no event shall
the total amount of Reimbursement Costs to be paid by City pursuant to this Agreement exceed
the sum of Seventy-Five Thousand Dollars ($75,000) (the “Reimbursement Cap”).

The Reimbursement Costs shall be limited to the following:

(a). all actual and direct costs paid by or on behalf of MVR to its Consultants for
services directly related to the amendment of the Reclamation Plan required because of
the SFPUC Projects, including such services as the preparation, review, amendment, and
presentation of documents directly related to the amendment of the Reclamation Plan,
consultations and meetings in the course of such efforts, and Consultants’ reimbursable
costs (e.g., copying charges, postage, and travel) directly related to the amendment of the
Reclamation Plan); and

(b).  all actual and direct costs paid by or on behalf of MVR to County and County’s
Community Development Agency in connection with County’s processing and approval
of the application to amend the Reclamation Plan reqmred because of the SFPUC
Projects.

The City shall not reimburse MVR for costs related to any other changes to the
Reclamation Plan proposed by MVR that are not related to the SFPUC Projects.

3. Reimbursement Procedures.

(a). During the term of this Agreement, MVR shall periodically prepare and
submit to City at its address designated pursuant to Section 5 below (Notices) (but not
more frequently than once every calendar month) written invoice statements detailing
MVR’s actual Reimbursement Costs incurred in the calendar month immediately
preceding such statement or such longer period since a previous statement was so
prepared and submitted. Such statements shall include or be accompanied by a
description of the work performed by Consultants or fees or costs payable to County,
hours expended and rates for such work by Consultants and appropriate invoices,
receipts, or statements for the Reimbursement Costs so incurred. Subject to the
Reimbursement Cap, City shall make reasonable efforts to pay MVR all non-disputed or
non-questioned amounts set forth in each such written statement within thirty (30) days
of City’s receipt of such statement. Should City dispute or question any amount claimed
in any such statement, the parties shall work cooperatively and promptly to resolve the
dispute and MVR shall provide City with appropriate explanations or supporting
documentation reasonably acceptable to City with respect to any such questions or
disputes.

(b). Within thirty (30) days of County approval of the Reclamation Plan
amendment, MVR shall provide City with a final written summary and accounting of all
actual Reimbursement Costs incurred by MVR. If the final actual cost is less than the
total of all amounts previously paid by City with MVR pursuant to this Agreement, then
MVR shall remit the difference to City within thirty (30) days of the date of sending the
cost summary and accounting to City. If the final actual cost exceeds the amount
previously paid by City to MVR, then City shall remit the difference (so long as the
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aggregate amount paid by City pursuant to this Agreement does not exceed the
Reimbursement Cap) to City within thirty (30) days of receipt of the cost summary and
accounting, provided, if City reasonably questions any amount stated with the cost
summary and accounting, no such payment shall be due until MVR provides City with
explanations or supporting documentation reasonably acceptable to City. If there is a
dispute regarding the final cost summary and accounting, the parties shall meet within
sixty (60) days after City’s receipt of the cost summary and accounting and attempt in
good faith to resolve the dispute.

4. Term. The term of this Agreement shall commence on the later of October 20,
2015 or the Effective Date, and terminate on December 31, 2016, unless terminated earlier in
writing by either party, or extended by the mutual written agreement of the parties.

5. Notices. Except as otherwise expressly provided in this Agreement, all notices,
demands, approvals, consents and other formal communications between City and MVR
required or permitted under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be given (a) by personal
delivery; (b) by United States registered or certified mail, first class postage prepaid, or (c¢) by
reputable commercial courier, to the City or MVR at its respective addresses for notice
designated below or such other addresses as either party may designate by written notice given in
the manner provided in this Section or to such other address as either party may from time to
time specify in writing to the other upon five (5) days' prior written notice in the manner
provided above. The parties' initial addresses are:

MVR: Marcelo Barajas, Area General Manager
' Lehigh Hanson West Region
12667 Alcosta Blvd., Suite 400
San Ramon, CA 94583

City: ' Assistant General Manager
Water Enterprise
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
525 Golden Gate Avenue, 13th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102-3220

With a copy to: Bryan Dessaure, Project Manager
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
525 Golden Gate Ave., 9th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone 415-551-4619
Email: bdessaure @sfwater.org

and to: Real Estate Director
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
525 Golden Gate Avenue, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102-3220
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Any correctly addressed notice given by a means that affords the sender evidence of delivery,
attempted delivery, or rejected delivery shall be deemed to have been given and received at the
date and time of confirmed delivery, attempted delivery (provided delivery is attempted on a
business day), or rejected delivery. For convenience of the parties, copies of notices may also be
given by email to the email address set forth below, if any, or such other email address as may be
provided from time to time by notice given in the manner required under this Agreement;
however, neither party may give official or binding notice by telefacsimile or email.

6. General Provisions.

(a). Nondiscrimination. In the performance of this Agreement, MVR shall not
discriminate against any employee, City employee, or contractor working with MVR or
any MVR contractor, applicant for employment with MVR, or its contractors, or person
seeking accommodations, advantages, facilities, privileges, services, or membership in
any 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 HN status (AIDS/HIV status), or
association with members of such protected classes, or in retaliation for opposition to
discrimination against such classes.

(b).  Submitting False Claims: Monetary Penalties. Pursuant to San Francisco
Administrative Code §21.35, any contractor, subcontractor or consultant who submits a
false claim shall be liable to City for three times the amount of damages that City sustains
because of the false claim. A contractor, subcontractor, or consultant who submits a false
claim shall also be liable to City for the costs, including attorneys’ fees, of a civil action
brought to recover any of those penalties or damages, and may be liable to City for a civil
penalty of up to $10,000 for each false claim. A contractor, subcontractor or consultant
will be deemed to have submitted a false claim to City if the contractor, subcontractor or
consultant: (i) knowingly presents or causes to be presented to an officer or employee of
City a false claim or request for payment or approval; (ii) knowingly makes, uses, or
causes to be made or used a false record or statement to get a false Claim paid or
approved by City; (iii) conspires to defraud City by getting a false claim allowed or paid
by City; (iv) knowingly makes, uses, or causes to be made or used a false record or
statement to conceal, avoid, or décrease an obligation to pay or transmit money or
property to City; or (v) is a beneficiary of an inadvertent submission of a false claim to
City, subsequently discovers the falsity of the claim, and fails to disclose the false claim
to City within a reasonable time after discovery of the false claim.

(c). Conflict of Interest. Through its execution of this Agreement, MVR
acknowledges that it is familiar with the provision of Section 15.103 of City’s Charter,
Article III, Chapter 2 of City’s Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code, and Section
87100 et seq. and Section 1090 et seq. of the Government Code of the State of California,
and certifies that it does not know of any facts that constitute a violation of said
provisions and agrees that it will immediately notify City if it becomes aware of any such
fact during the term of this Agreement.

(d). Sunshine Ordinance. In accordance with San Francisco Administrative Code
§67.24(e), contracts, contractors’ bids, responses to solicitations and all other records of
communications between City and persons or firms seeking contracts, shall be open to
inspection immediately after a contract has been awarded. Nothing in this provision
requires the disclosure of a private person or organization’s net worth or other proprietary
financial data submitted for qualification for a contract or other benefit until and unless
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that person or organization is awarded the contract or benefit. Information provided
which is covered by this paragraph will be made available to the public upon request.

(e). Limitations on Contributions. Through execution of this Agreement, MVR
acknowledges that it is familiar with Section 1.126 of City’s Campaign and
Governmental Conduct Code, which prohibits any person who contracts with City for the
rendition of personal services, for the furnishing of any material, supplies or equipment,
for the sale or lease of any land or building, or for a grant, loan or loan guarantee, from
making any campaign contribution to (1) an individual holding a City elective office if
the contract must be approved by the individual, a board on which that individual serves,
or a board on which an appointee of that individual serves, (2) a candidate for the office
held by such individual, or (3) a committee controlled by such individual, at any time
from the commencement of negotiations for the contract until the later of either the
termination of negotiations for such contract or six months after the date the contract is
approved. MVR acknowledges that the foregoing restriction applies only if the contract
or a combination or series of contracts approved by the same individual or board in a
fiscal year have a total anticipated or actual value of $50,000 or more. MVR further
acknowledges that the prohibition on contributions applies to each prospectwe party to
the contract; each member of such party’s board of directors; such party’s chairperson,
chief executive officer, chief financial officer and chief operating officer; any person with
an ownership interest of more than 20 percent in such party; any subcontractor listed in
the bid or contract; and any committee that is sponsored or controlled by such party.
Additionally, MVR acknowledges that it must inform each of the persons described in the
preceding sentence of the prohibitions contained in Section 1.126.

(f).  MacBride Principles — Northern Ireland. The City and County of San
Francisco urges companies doing business in Northern Ireland to move toward resolving
employment inequities and encourages them to abide by the MacBride Principles as
expressed in San Francisco Administrative Code Section 12F.1 et seq. The City and
County of San Francisco also urges San Francisco companies to do business with
corporations that abide by the MacBride Principles. Owner acknowledges that it has read
and understands the above statement of the City and County of San Francisco concerning
doing business in Northern Ireland.

(g). Tropical Hardwood and Virgin Redwood Ban. The City and County of San
Francisco urges companies not to import, purchase, obtain or use for any purpose, any
tropical hardwood, tropical hardwood wood product, virgin redwood, or virgin redwood
wood product, except as expressly permitted by the application of Sections 802(b) and
803(b) of the San Francisco Environment Code.

(h). Amendments. This Agreement may be amended or modified only by a written
agreement signed by City and MVR.

(i).  Integration. This Agreement (including any exhibit(s) or attachment(s) hereto)
and the agreements referenced herein contain the entire agreement between the parties
concerning the subject of this Agreement, and all prior written or oral negotiations,
discussions, understandings and permits are merged herein.

(f»  Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by California law and the
City’s Charter.

(k). Attorney Fees. If either party commences an action against the other or for
breach of this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover from the other
reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs. For purposes of this Agreement, if City uses its own
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in-house attorneys, “reasonable attorneys’ fees” of City shall be based on the fees
regularly charged by private attorneys in San Francisco with comparable experience
notwithstanding City’s use of its in-house attorneys.

(D.  Relationship of the Parties. This Agreement does not create a partnership or
joint venture between City and MVR as to any activity conducted by City or its Agents
on, in or related to the Property.

(m). Exhibits. The exhibits referenced in and attached to this Agreement and the
Recitals set forth above are incorporated herein and made a part hereof.

(n). Interpretation. This Agreement has been negotiated at arm’s length and between
persons sophisticated and knowledgeable in the matters dealt with in this Agreement and
shall be interpreted to achieve the intents and purposes of the parties, without any
presumption against the party responsible for drafting any part of this Agreement. The
word “including” or similar words shall not be construed to limit any general term,
statement or other matter in this Agreement, whether or not langnage of non-limitation,
such as “without limitation”, are used.

(0). Severability. If any provision of this Agreement shall, to any extent, be invalid
or unenforceable, the remainder of this Agreement shall not be affected thereby, and each .
other provision of this Agreement shall be valid and be enforceable to the fullest extent
permitted by law, provided that the remainder of this Agreement can be interpreted to
give effect to the intention of the parties.

(p)- Non-Liability of City Officials, Employees, and Agents. No elective or
appointive board, commission, member, officer, employee, or other Agent of City shall
be personally liable to MVR, its successors, or assigns, in the event of any defanlt or
breach by City or for any amount that may become due to MVR, its successors, or
assigns, or for any obligation of City under this Agreement.

(q). Certification by Controller. This Agreement shall be subject to the budgetary
and fiscal provisions of City’s Charter. There shall be no obligation for the payment of
money by City or City under this Agreement unless City’s Controller first certifies,
pursuant to Section 3.105 of City’s Charter, that there is a valid appropriation from which
the expendituré may be made and that unencumbered funds are available from the
appropriation to pay the expenditure.

(r).  Personal Rights. This Agreement is for the sole benefit of the parties and shall
not be construed as granting rights to any person other than the parties or imposing
obligations on a party to any person other than the other party.

(s). Waiver. The omission by a party at any time to enforce any default or right
reserved to it, or to require performance of any of the terms, covenants, or provisions of
this Agreement by the other party at the time designated, shall not be a waiver of any
such default or right to which the party is entitled, nor shall it in any way affect the right
of the party to enforce such provisions thereafter.

(t).  Time of the Essence. Time is of the essence for this Agreement.
(u). Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in two or more counterparts,

each of which shall be deemed an original, but all of which taken together shall constitute
one and the same instrument.
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(v). Liability of City. CITY'S PAYMENT OBLIGATIONS UNDER THIS
AGREEMENT SHALL BE LIMITED TO THE PAYMENT OF THE
REIMBURSEMENT COSTS. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY OTHER PROVISION OF
THIS AGREEMENT, IN NO EVENT SHALL CITY BE LIABLE, REGARDLESS OF
WHETHER ANY CLAIM IS BASED ON CONTRACT OR TORT, FOR ANY
SPECIAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, INDIRECT OR INCIDENTAL DAMAGES,
INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, LOST PROFITS, ARISING OUT OF OR IN
CONNECTION WITH THIS AGREEMENT OR THE SERVICES PERFORMED IN
CONNECTION WITH THIS AGREEMENT.

[Signatures on following page]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed as of the dates
set forth below.

CITY: MVR:

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, MISSION VALLEY ROCK Co.,

a municipal corporation a California corporation
By: By:
HARLAN L. KELLY, JR., Name:
General Manager Tts:
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ’
Date: ' Date:
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DENNIS J. HERRERA,
City Attorney

By:

Carolyn Johnson Stein
Deputy City Attorney
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EXHIBIT C

City Lease Provisions

A. Local Hiring Requirements

If Tenant proposes to make improvements or alterations to the Premises that exceed
Seven Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($750,000) in cost (““‘Covered Alterations™), unless
otherwise exempt, Tenant shall comply with the Local Hiring Policy set forth in San Francisco
Administrative Code Section 6.22(g) (the “Local Hiring Policy”) in the construction or
performance of the Covered Alterations. Before starting any such Covered Alterations, Tenant
shall contact City’s Office of Economic Workforce and Development to verify the Local Hiring
Policy requirements that apply to the Improvements or Alteration, and Tenant shall comply with
all such requirements. Failure to comply shall be deemed a breach of the Lease, and may subject
Tenant to penalties as set forth in the Local Hiring Policy. Without limiting the foregoing:

@) For a Covered Project estimated to cost more than $750,000, Tenant and any
subtenants shall comply with the applicable mandatory participation levels for Project Work
Hours performed by Local Residents, Disadvantaged Workers, and Apprentices as set forth in
San Francisco Administrative Code Section 6.22(g)(4). However, because the Premises are
located outside of San Francisco but within 70 miles of its jurisdictional boundary, the
percentage requirements will only apply in proportion to City’s actual cost, if any, of the
Improvement or Alteration project, after reimbursement from non-City sources, compared to the
total cost of the project, pursuant to Administrative Code Section 6.22(g)(3)(C).. '

(ii) For a Covered Project estimated to cost more than $1,000,000, Tenant and its
subtenants shall prepare and submit a local hiring plan to OEWD for approval as set forth in San
Francisco Administrative Code Section 6.22(g)(6) prior to commencing any of the work subject
to the Local Hiring Policy. ‘

(iii)  Tenant and its subtenants shall comply with the applicable record keeping and
reporting requirements and shall cooperate in City inspections and audits for compliance with the
Local Hiring Policy, including access to employees of its contractors and subcontractors and
other witnesses at the Premises.

(iv)  Tenant agrees that (i) Tenant shall comply with all applicable requirements of the
Local Hiring Policy; (ii) the provisions of the Local Hiring Policy are reasonable and achievable
by Tenant and its subtenants; and (iii) Tenant has had, and its subtenants will have prior to
signing their subleases for the Premises, a full and fair opportunity to review and understand the
terms of the Local Hiring Policy.

Any capitalized term used in this Section A that is not defined will have the meaning given to
such term in the Local Hiring Policy.
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B. Notification of Limitations on Contributions

By its execution of this Amendment, Tenant acknowledges that it is familiar with
Section 1.126 of the San Francisco Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code, which prohibits
any person who contracts with the City for the selling or leasing of any land or building to or
from City whenever such transaction would require the approval by a City elective officer, the
board on which that City elective officer serves, or a board on which an appointee of that City
elective officer serves, from making any campaign contribution to (a) the City elective officer,
(b) a candidate for the office held by such individual, or (¢) a committee controlled by such
individual or candidate, at any time from the commencement of negotiations for the contract until
the later of either the termination of negotiations for such contract or six months after the date the
contract is approved. Tenant acknowledges that the foregoing restriction applies only if the
contract or a combination or series of contracts approved by the same individual or board in a
fiscal year have a total anticipated or actual value of $50,000 or more. Tenant further
acknowledges that the prohibition on contributions applies to each entity constituting Tenant;
each member of Tenant's board of directors, and Tenant’s chief executive officer, chief financial
officer, and chief operating officer; any person with an ownership interest of more than twenty
percent (20%) in Tenant; any subcontractor listed in the contract with City; and any committee
that is sponsored or controlled by Tenant. Additionally, Tenant acknowledges that Tenant must
inform each of the persons described in the preceding sentence of the prohibitions contained in
Section 1.126. Tenant shall provide City with the names of each person, entity, or committee
described above.

C. Bottled Drinking Water

Unless exempt, Tenant agrees to comply fully with and be bound by all of the provisions
of the San Francisco Bottled Water Ordinance, as set forth in San Francisco Environment Code
Chapter 24, including the administrative fines, remedies, and implementing regulations provided
in that statute, as the same may be amended from time to time. The provisions of Chapter 24 are
incorporated by reference and made a part of the Lease as though fully set forth.

D. Prohibition of Tobacco Sales and Advertising

Section 24.30 of the Lease is replaced in full with this Section D. Tenant acknowledges
. and agrees that no advertising or sale of cigarettes or tobacco products is allowed on the
Premises. This advertising prohibition includes the placement of the name of a company
producing cigarettes or tobacco products or the name of any cigarette or tobacco product in any
promotion of any event or product. ~

E. Prohibition of Alcoholic Beverage Advertising

Tenant acknowledges and agrees that no advertising of alcoholic beverages is allowed on
the Premises. For purposes of this Section, "alcoholic beverage" shall be defined as set forth in
California Business and Professions Code Section 23004, and shall not include cleaning
solutions, medical supplies, and other products and substances not intended for drinking. This
advertising prohibition includes the placement of the name of a company producing alcoholic
beverages or the name of any alcoholic beverage in any promotion of any event or product.
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F. Disclosure

Tenant understands and agrees that the City's Sunshine Ordinance (San Francisco
Administrative Code Chapter 67) and the State Public Records Law (California Gov't Code
Section 6250 et seq.), apply to the Lease and any and all records, information, and materials
submitted to the City in connection with the Lease. Accordingly, any and all such records,
information, and materials may be subject to public disclosure in accordance with the City’s
Sunshine Ordinance and the State Public Records Law. Tenant hereby authorizes the City to
disclose any records, information, and materials submitted to the City in connection with the
Lease.

G. Food Service Waste Reduction

Tenant agrees to comply fully with and be bound by all of the provisions of the Food

"~ Service Waste Reduction Ordinance, as set forth in the San Francisco Environment Code,
Chapter 16, including the remedies provided in that statute, and implementing guidelines and
rules. The provisions of Chapter 16 are incorporated in the Lease by reference and made a part
of the Lease as though fully set forth in this Amendment. This provision is a material term of the
Lease. By entering into this Amendment, Tenant agrees that if it breaches this provision, City
will suffer actual damages that will be impractical or extremely difficult to determine. Without
limiting City's other rights and remedies, Tenant agrees that the sum of One Hundred Dollars

- ($100) liguidated damages for the first breach, Two Hundred Dollars ($200) liquidated damages
for the second breach in the same year, and Five Hundred Dollars ($500) liquidated damages for
subsequent breaches in the same year is a reasonable estimate of the damage that City will incur
based on the violation, established in light of the circumstances existing at the time this
Amendment was made. Such amounts shall not be considered a penalty, but rather agreed
monetary damages sustained by City because of Tenant's failure to comply with this provision.

H. Criminal History in Hiring and Employment Decisions

Unless exempt, Tenant agrees to comply with and be bound by all of the provisions of
San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 12T (Criminal History in Hiring and Employment
Decisions; “Chapter 12 T""), which are hereby incorporated as may be amended from time to
time, with respect to applicants and employees of Tenant who would be or are performing work
at the Premises.

Tenant shall incorporate by reference the provisions of Chapter 12T in all subleases of
some or all of the Premises, and shall require all Subtenants to comply with such provisions.
Tenant’s failure to comply with the obligations in this Subsection shall constitute a material
breach of the Lease.

Tenant and any Subtenants shall not inquire about, require disclosure of, or if such
information is received, base an Adverse Action on an applicant’s or potential applicant for
employment, or employee’s: (i) Arrest not leading to a Conviction, unless the Arrest is
undergoing an active pending criminal investigation or trial that has not yet been resolved;

(ii) participation in or completion of a diversion or a deferral of judgment program; (iii) a
Conviction that has been judicially dismissed, expunged, voided, invalidated, or otherwise
rendered inoperative; (iv) a Conviction or any other adjudication in the juvenile justice system;
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(v) a Conviction that is more than seven years old, from the date of sentencing; or (vi)
information pertaining to an offense other than a felony or misdemeanor, such as an irfraction.

Tenant and any Subtenants shall not inquire about or require applicants, potential
applicants for employment, or employees to disclose on any employment application the facts or
details of any conviction history, unresolved arrest, or any matter identified in Subsection
(c) above. Tenant and Subtenants shall not require such disclosure or make such inquiry until
either after the first live interview with the person, or after a conditional offer of employment.

Tenant and any Subtenants shall state in all solicitations or advertisements for employees
that are reasonably likely to reach persons who are reasonably likely to seek employment with
Tenant or subtenant at the Premises, that the Tenant or subtenant will consider for employment
qualified applicants with criminal histories in a2 manner consistent with the requirements of
Chapter 12T.

Tenant and any Subtenants shall post the notice prepared by the Office of Labor
Standards Enforcement (“OLSE”), available on OLSE’s website, in a conspicuous place at the

Premises and at other workplaces within San Francisco where interviews for job
opportunities at the Premises occur. The notice shall be posted in English, Spanish, Chinese, and
any language spoken by at least five percent (5%) of the employees at the Premises or other
workplace at which it is posted.

Tenant and any Subtenants understand and agree that upon any failure to comply with the
requirements of Chapter 12T, City may pursue any rights or remedies available under Chapter
12T or the Lease, including but not limited to a penalty of $50 for a second violation and $100
for a subsequent violation for each employee, applicant or other person as to whom a violation
occurred or continued, termination or suspension in whole or in part of the Lease.

If Tenant has any questions about the applicability of Chapter 12T, it may contact
the City’s Real Estate Division for additional information. City’s Real Estate Division may
consult with the Director of the City’s Office of Contract Administration who may also grant a
waiver, as set forth in Section 12T.8.

L Non-Discrimination in City Contracts and Benefits Ordinance

1. Section 24.22 of the Lease 1s replaced in full with this Section I effective as of the
Effective Date (as defined in Section 1.1 of the First Amendment to Quarry Lease to which this
Exhibit is attached). Section 24.22 of the Lease remains in effect until the Effective Date.

2. Covenant Not to Discriminate

In the performance of the Lease, Tenant agrees not to discriminate against any Tenant
employee, any City employee working with Tenant. or any applicant for employment with
Tenant, 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

B‘4 MVR Lease Amendment (03.28.16) Final.doc



association with members of such protected classes, or in retaliation for opposition to
discrimination against such classes.

3.  Subleases and Other Subcontracts

Tenant shall include in all Subleases and other subcontracts relating to the Premises
entered into or amended on or after the Effective Date a non-discrimination clause applicable to
such Subtenant or other subcontractor in substantially the form of Subsection 2 above. In
addition, Tenant shall incorporate by reference in all subleases and other subcontracts entered
into or amended on or after the Effective Date the provisions of Sections 12B.2(a), 12B.2(c)-(k),
and 12C.3 of the San Francisco Administrative Code and shall require all Subtenants and other
subcontractors under such subleases and subcontracts to comply with such provisions. Tenant’s
failure to comply with the obligations in this Subsection shall constitute a material breach of the
Lease.

4. Non-Discrimination in Benefits

As of the Effective Date, Tenant does not, and will not during the Term, in any of its
operations in San Francisco, on real property owned by City, or where the work is being
performed for the City or elsewhere within the United States, discriminate in the provision of
bereavement leave, family medical leave, health benefits, membership or membership discounts,
moving expenses, pension and retirement benefits or travel benefits, as well as any benefits other
than the benefits specified above, between employees with domestic partners and employees with
spouses, and/or between the domestic partners and spouses of such employees, where the
domestic partnership has been registered with a governmental entity pursuant to state or local law
authorizing such registration, subject to the conditions set forth in Section 12B.2(b) of the San
Francisco Administrative Code. '

5. CMD Form

As a condition to this Amendment, Tenant shall execute the "Chapter 12B Declaration:
Nondiscrimination in Contracts and Benefits" form (Form CMD-12B-101) with supporting
documentation and secure the approval of the form by the CMD. Tenant hereby represents that
prior to execution of this Amendment, (i) Tenant executed and submitted to the CMD Form
CMD-12B-101 with supporting documentation, and (ii) the CMD approved such form.

6. Incorporation of Administrative Code Provisions by Reference

The provisions of Chapters 12B and 12C of the San Francisco Administrative Code
relating to non-discrimination by parties contracting for the lease of City property are
incorporated in this Section by reference and made a part of the Lease as though fully set forth in
this Amendment. Tenant shall comply fully with and be bound by all of the provisions that apply
to the Lease under such Chapters of the Administrative Code, including but not limited to the
remedies provided in such Chapters. Without limiting the foregoing, Tenant understands that
pursuant to Section 12B.2(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code, a penalty of $50 for each
person for each calendar day during which such person was discriminated against in violation of
the provisions of this Amendment may be assessed against Tenant and/or deducted from any
payments due Tenant.
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J. Requiring Health Benefits for Covered Employees

Unless exempt, Tenant agrees to comply fully with and be bound by all of the provisions
of the Health Care Accountability Ordinance (HCAO), as set forth in San Francisco
Administrative Code Chapter 12Q (Chapter 12Q), including the implementing regulations, as the
same may be amended or updated from time to time. The provisions of Chapter 12Q are
incorporated herein by reference and made a part of this Lease as though fully set forth herein.
The text of the HCAO is currently available on the web at http://www.sfgov.org/olse/hcao.
Capitalized terms used in this Section and not defined in this Lease shall have the meanings
assigned to such terms in Chapter 12Q.

(a) For each Covered Employee Tenant shall provide the applicable health benefit set
forth in Section 12Q.3 of the HCAO. If Tenant chooses to offer the health plan option, such
health plan shall meet the minimum standards set forth by the San Francisco Health Commission.

(b) Notwithstanding the above, if Tenant meets the requirements of a "small
business" as described in Section 12Q.3(d) of the HCAOQ, it shall have no obligation to comply
with part (a) above.

(c) Tenant’s failure to comply with the requirements of the HCAO shall constitute a
material breach by Tenant of this Lease. If, within thirty (30) days after receiving City’s written
notice of a breach of this Lease for violating the HCAO, Tenant fails to cure such breach or, if '
such breach cannot reasonably be cured within such thirty- (30-) day period, Tenant fails to
commence efforts to cure within such period, or thereafter fails diligently to pursue such cure to
completion, City shall have the remedies set forth in Section 12Q.5(f)(1-5). Each of these
remedies shall be exercisable individually or in combination with any other rights or remedies
available to City.

(d) Any Sublease or Contract regarding services to be performed on the Premises
entered into by Tenant shall require the Subtenant or Contractor and Subcontractors, as
applicable, to comply with the requirements of the HCAO and shall contain contractual
obligations substantially the same as those set forth in this Section. Tenant shall notify the
Purchasing Department when it enters into such a Sublease or Contract and shall certify to the
Purchasing Department that it has notified the Subtenant or Contractor of the obligations under
the HCAO and has imposed the requirements of the HCAO on the Subtenant or Contractor
through written agreement with such Subtenant or Contractor. Tenant shall be responsible for
ensuring compliance with the HCAO by each Subtenant, Contractor and Subcontractor
performing services on the Premises. If any Subtenant, Contractor or Subcontractor fails to
comply, City may pursue the remedies set forth in this Section against Tenant based on the
Subtenant’s, Contractor’s, or Subcontractor’s failure to comply, provided that the Contracting
Department has first provided Tenant with notice and an opportunity to cure the violation.

(e) Tenant shall not discharge, reprimand, penalize, reduce the compensation of, or
otherwise discriminate against, any employee for notifying City of any issue relating to the
HCAO, for opposing any practice proscribed by the HCAO, for participating in any proceedings
related to the HCAO, or for seeking to assert or enforce any rights under the HCAO by any
lawful means.
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® Tenant represents and warrants that it is not an entity that was set up, or is being
used, for the purpose of evading the requirements of the HCAO.

(g)  Tenant shall keep itself informed of the requirements of the HCAO, as they may
change from time to time.

(h)  Upon request, Tenant shall provide reports to City in accordance with any
reporting standards promulgated by City under the HCAQO, including reports on Subtenants,
Contractors, and Subcontractors.

1) Within five (5) business days after any request by City, Tenant shall provide City
with access to pertinent records relating to any Tenant’s compliance with the HCAO. In
addition, City and its agents may conduct random audits of Tenant at any time during the term of
this Lease. Tenant agrees to cooperate with City in connection with any such audit.
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
SAN FRANCISCO WATER DEPARTMENT

UARRY LEASE

THIS QUARRY LEASE (this "Lease") dated for reference purposes only as of
September 26, 2000, is by and between the CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, a
municipal corporation ("City” or "Landlord"), acting by and through its Public Utilities
Commission ("SFPUC"), and MISSION VALLEY ROCK CO.,, a California corporation T
("Tenant"). . '

City and Tenant hereby agree as follows:
1. BASIC LEASE INFORMATION

The following is a summary of basic lease information (the "Basic Lease Information").
Each item below shall be deemed to incorporate all of the terms set forth in this Lease pertaining
to such item. In the event of any conflict between the information in this Article and any more
specific provision of this Lease, the more specific provision shall control.

Lease Reference Date: September 26, 2000

Landlord: CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, a
municipal corporation, acting by and through the
SFPUC

Tenant: MISSION VALLEY ROCK CO., a California
corporation

Premises (Section 3.1): . | Approximately 242 acres of land located in

Alameda County, California, owned by City under
the jurisdiction of the SFPUC, as more particularly
described in Exhibit A attached hereto and shown in
Exhibit A-1 attached hereto. Tenant shall also have
a nonexclusive license to use the area shown on
Exhibit A-2 for landscaping and for the placement
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of a conveyor belt to transport mined material from
the Premises to the access road.

Term
{Section 4.1): Commencement Date:

November 1, 2000,

Expiration Date:
October 31, 2040.

Base Rent (Section 5.1): Annual Base Rent:

$100,000 per year for each of the first twenty (20)
years of the Term, payable in annual installments
commencing on the Commencement Date and on
each subsequent anniversary thereof for the
following nineteen (19) years,

Perceptége Rent

(Section 5.2): 10.5% (“Royalty Rate™) of the Sales Price, times the
aggregate and material, including overburden,
extracted from the Premises and measured in tons.

Adjustment Dates

(Section 5.2(f)): On the fifth (5;"} anniversary of the Commencement .
Date, and each fifth (5*) anniversary thereafter
during the Term.

Use (Article 7): The quarrying and removal of gravel and rack
products, the construction, maintenance and use of
related necessary structures and equipment,
incidental vineyard and orchard uses and other uses
contemplated by the Approved Plans and Permits,
and for no other purpose whatsoever. The strip of
land connecting the 242 acre parcel to the CalTrans
easement under I-68Q shall only be used for ingress
and egress purposes and for the transportation of
quarried materials, )
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Security Deposit/Bond
{Article 23):

Notice Address of City
(Section 24,1):

with a copy to:

Key Contact for City:
Telephone No.:

Notice Address of Tenant

(Section 24.1):

Key Contact for Tenant:

Telephone No.:

Alternate Contact
for Tenant:

Telephone No.:

Brokers (Section 24.8):

NASPCLPROMCSULLIVAPUCMYR\MVRLSEZ.DOC

Twa Million Dollars ($2,000.000)

Public Utilities Commission
Commercial Land Management
1155 Market Street, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94102
Attn: Gary Dowd, Manager

Fax No.: (415) 487-5200

Office of the City Attorney
City Hall, Room 234

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682
Attn: PUC General Counsel

Fax No.: (415) 554-4283

Gary Dowd, SFPUC Commercial Land Manager

(415) 487-5211

Mission Valley Rock
7999 Athenour Way

_Sunol, California 94586
‘Fax No.: (510) 862-0229

William Howard

(510) 862-2257 .

Mort Calvert

- {510) 862-2257

None.
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2. DEFINITIONS

For purposes of this Lease, mmally capitalized terms shall have the meanings ascribed to
them in this Section:

2.1  "Additional Charges" means any and atl real and personal property taxes and
assessments, possessory interest taxes and other costs, impositions and expenses desctibed in
Article 6 hereof or otherwise payable by Tenant under this Lease.

22 "Adjustment Date(s)" means the date(s) for adjusting the Royalty Rate as
specified in Basic Lease Informatidn and Section 5.2(f) hereof. ..

2.3 "Affiliate of Tenant" means any person or entity which directly or indirectly, -
through one or more intermediaries, controls, is controlled by or is under the common control
with, Tenant. As used above, the words “control,” "controlled” and "controls" mean the right and
power, directly or indirectly through one or more intermediaries, to direct or cause the direction
of substantially all of the management and policies of a person or entity through ownership of
voting securities or by contract, including, but not limited to, the right to fifty percent (50%) or
more of the capital or earnings of a partnership or, alternatively, ownership of fifty percent (50%)
or more of the voting stock of a corporation.

2.4 "Agents" means, when used with reference to either Party to thi$ Lease, the
officers, directors, employees, agents, contractors, subcontractors, and invitees of such Party, and
their respective heirs, legal representatives, successors and assigns.

2.5  "Alterations" means any alterations, installations, or additions to any
Improvements or to the Premises.

2.6 “Approved Plans and Permits” means all permits, plans, materials and maps
relating to the Premises and submitted to, or required by, Alameda County, the City, and any
other governmental or regulatory entity with jurisdiction, and approved or to be approved by
such entity, including without limitation the following: Surface Mining Permits 29 and 32, the
Sunol Valley Quarry Phasing Plan attached hereto as Exhibit B, the Alameda Watershed
Management Plan dated as of September 26, 2000, the Landscape and Recreation Plan, and the
Environmental Impact Reports for Surface Mining Permits 29 and 32 and the mitigation
requirements set forth therein. Any permits, plans, materials, and maps relating to the Premises
which arise after the date of this Lease, and any modifications to any existing Approved Plans
and Permits, shall be subject to the City’s prior written approval. '

2.7  "Assignment" has the meaning given in Section 15.1 hereof.
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38  "Award" means all compensation, sums or value paid, awarded or received for a
Taking, whether pursuant to judgment, agreement. settlement or otherwise.

2.9  "Basic Lease Information” means the information with respect to this Lease
summatized in Article 1 hereof.

2.10 "Base Rent" means the annual Base Rent specified in the Basic Lease
Information and described in Section 5.1 hereof.

2.11  "City" means the City and County of San Francisco, a municipal corporation.

2.12 "Commencement Date” means the date on which the Term of this Lease
commences as described in Section 4.1 hereof, .

2.13 "Date of Taking" means the earlier of (i) the date upon which title to the portion

_ of the Premises taken passes to and vests in the condemnor or (ii) the date on which Tenant is

dispossessed.

2.14 "Effective Date" means the date on which this Lease becomes effective pursuant
to Section 4.2 hereof.

2.15 "Encumber" means create any Encumbrance; "Encumbrance" means any
mortgage, deed of trust, assignment of rents, fixture filing, security agreement, or similar security
instrument, or other lien or encumbrance on or relating to the Premises.

2.16 "Encumbrancer" means a mortgagee, beneficiary of a deed of trust or other
holder of an Encumbrance. :

2.17 "Environmental Laws" means any present or future federal, state or local Laws
or policies relating to Hazardous Material (including, without limitation, its use, handling,
transportation, production, disposal, discharge or storage) or to human health and safety,
industrial hygiene or environmental conditions in, on, under or about the Premises (including any

permitted Improvements) and any adjacent property, including, without limitation, soil, air and
groundwater conditions.

2.18 "Event of Default” means any one of the events of default described in
Section 16.] hereof,
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2.19 "Force Majeure Delav" means the occurrence of an event beyond Tenant’s
reasonable control. such as a war or riot, labor strike or civil disturbance, flood, earthquake,
explosion, or other act of God, that causes Tenant's performance of an obligation hereunder to be
impossible or substantially delayed; provided that Tenant takes immediate and diligent steps to
comply with the obligation as soon as possible under the circumstances. Force Majeure Delay
shall not include (i) failure to obtain financing or have adequate funds, or (ii) work shortages
when qualified workers are available. To be deemed a Force Majeure Delay, Tenant shall have
first notified the SFPUC in writing of the cause or causes thereof within thirty (30) days after the
event which may constitute a Force Majeure Delay hereunder, and Tenant cannot, through
coramercially reasonable and diligent efforts, make up for the delay within the time period.
remaining prior to the applicable performance obligation.

2.20 "General Manager" means the General Manager of the San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.

2.21 "Gross Revenues' means the gross selling price, after discount, of all gravel,
rocks, overburden, and other products derived from, sold, or delivered in or from the Premises by
Tenant, its permitted subtenants, licensees, or concessionaires, whether for cash or on credit
{whether collected or not). In the event Tenant sells product from the Premises to an Affiliate of
Tenant, “Gross Revenues” shall mean the selling price of such product that Tenant would have
received had Tenant sold such product to an entity that was not Affiliate of Tenant (based upon
comparable sales to non-Affiliates of Tenant).

222 "Hazardous Material" means any material that, because of its quantity,
concentration or physical or chemical characteristics, is deemed by any federal, state or local
governmental authority fo pose a present or potential hazard to human health or safety or to the
environment, or is otherwise defined by any such governmental entity as a hazardous or toxic
material. Hazardous Material includes, without limitation, any material or substance defined asa’
"hazardous substance,” or "pollutant” or "contaminant” pursuant to the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 ("CERCLA", also commonly
known as the "Superfund” law), as amended, (42 U.S.C. Sections 9601 et seq.) or pursuant to
Section 25281 of the California Health & Safety Code; any "hazardous waste" listed pursuant to
Section 25140 of the California Health & Safety Code; any asbestos and asbestos containing
materials whether or not such materials are part of the structure of any existing improvements on
the Land, any Improvements to be constructed on the Land by or on behalf of Tenant, or are
naturally occurring substances on, in or about the Land; and petroleum, including crude oil or
any fraction thereof, and natural gas or natural gas liquids,

2.23 "Hazardous Material Claims" means any and all enforcement, Investigation,
Remediation or other governmental, regulatory or private actions, agreements or orders
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threatened, instituted or completed pursuant to any Environmental Laws, together with any and
all Losses made or threatened by any third party against City, the SFPUC, their Agents, or the
Premises or any Improvements, relating to damage, contribution, cost recovery compensation,
loss or injury resulting from the presence, release or discharge of any Hazardous Materials,
including, without limitation, Losses based in common law. Hazardous Materials Claims
include, without limitation, Investigation and Remediation costs, fines, natural resource damages,
damages for decrease in value of the Premises, any Improvements, and/or any adjoining
property, the loss or restriction of the use or any amenity of the Premises, any Improvements,
and/or any adjoining property, and attorneys', consultants’, and experts’ fees and costs.

2.24 "Improvements" means any and all buildings, structures, fixtures and other
improvements constructed, installed or placed on the Premises by or on behalf of Tenant
pursuant to this Lease, including, without limitation, any trailers, mobile homes, permanent tent
facilities, signs, billboards or other advertising materials, roads, trails, driveways, parking areas,
curbs, walks, fences, walls, stairs, poles, plantings and landscaping.

2.25 "Indemnify” means indemmfy, protect, reimburse, defend and hold harmless
forever.

2.26 "Indemnified Parties” means City, including, but not limited to, all of its boards,
commissions, departments, agencies and other subdivisions, including, without limitation, the
SFPUC, and all of its and their respective Agents, and their respective heirs, legal
representatives, successors and assigns, and each of them. ’

227 “Index” means the Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (base years
1982-1984 = 100) for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose area, published by the United States
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. If the Index is changed so that the base year
differs from that used as of the date most immediately preceding the Commencement Date, the
Index shall be canverted in accordance with the conversion factor published by the United States
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. If the Index is discontinued or revised during
the Term, Landlord shall replace it with such other government index or computation which, in
Landlord’s reasonable estimation, would obtain substantially the same result as would be
obtained if the Index had not been discontinued or revised.

2.28 "Investigation” when used with reference to Hazardous Material means any
_activity undertaken to determine the nature and extent of Hazardous Material that may be located
in, on, under or about the Premises, any Improvements or any adjoining property or which have

been, are being, or threaten 1o be Released into the environment. Investigation shall include,
without limitation, preparation of site history reports and sampling and analysis of environmental
conditions in, on, under or about the Premises, any Improvements or any adjoining property.
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2.41 “Premises” has the meaning given in Section 3.1 hereof. The Premises shall
include any permitted Improvements, together with any additions, modifications or other
Alterations thereto permitted hereunder. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Lease,
the Premises do not include the SFPUC Facilities, nor any water rights, riparian rights, water
stock, mineral rights unrelated to normal sand, gravel and rock quarrying operations or timbet
rights relating to the Premises; provided, however, Tenant shall have the right to conduct
standard dewatering operations in accordance with industry custom and ghall have the right to
use and dispose of ground water obtained in connection therewith. Tenant may not sell any
water from the Premises to any third party without the prior written consent of the General
Manager, and the proceeds of any such sale shall be included in Gross Revenues.

242 "Release” when used with respect to Hazardous Material means any actual or
imminent spilling, leaking, pumping, pouring, emitting, emptying, discharging, injecting,
escaping, leaching, dumping, or disposing into or inside any existing improvements or any
Improvements constructed hereunder by or on behalf of Tenant, or in, on, under or about the
Premises, or which have escaped from the Premises onto adjoining property or SFPUC Facilities,
or any portion thereof, or which have escaped from adjoining property onto the Premises.

2.43 " "Remediation" when used with reference to Hazardous Material means any
activities undertaken to clean up, remove, contain, treat, stabilize, monitor or otherwise control
Hazardous Materials located in, on, under or about the Premises, or which have escaped from the
Premises onto adjoining property or SFPUC Facilities, or which have been, are being, or threaten
to be Released into the environment. Remediate includes, without limitation, those actions
included within the definition of "remedy" or "remedial action” in California Health and Safety
Code Section 25322 and “remove" or "removal” in California Health and Safety Code Section
25323, -

2.44 "Rent" means the Base Rent. together with Percentage Rent and any and all
Additional Charges. '

245 "Sales Price” means the average of (i) the average price per ton charged by
Tenant for sand, and (ii) the average price per ton charged by Tenant for gravel, during a
Percentage Rent Period. '

2.46  "SFPUC" means the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission.

2.47 "SFPUC Facilities" means any and all eleciric power transmission lines, pump
stations, water pipelines, drainage pipelines, hatch covers, wells, ranney collectors, and other
surface and subsurface utility facilities owned by the SFPUC and now or later located in, under,
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on or about the Premises for the collection, storage, transportation or distribution of energy or
water for municipal purposes. together with all appurtenances thereto and all monuments thereof.

2.48 "SMP 29 and 32" means Surface Mining Permit No. 29 and Surface Mining
Permit No. 32, as adopted and approved by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Alameda.

2.49 “Sunol Valley Quarry Phasing Plan” shall mean the Sunol Valley Quarry
Phasing Plan attached hereto as Exhibit B.

2.50 "Sublease” has the meaning given in Section 15.1 hereof.

2,51 "Taking" means a taking or damaging, including severance damage, by eminent
domain, inverse condemnation or for any public or quasi-public use under Law. A Taking may
occur pursuant to the recording of a final order of condemnation, or by voluntary sale or
conveyance in lieu of condemnation or in settlement of 2 condemnation action. To the extent
permitted by Law, Landlord waives any right it may have to initiate or conduct a Taking of the
Premises in order to terminate this Lease.

2,52 "Tenant" means the Party identified as Tenant in the Basic Lease Information and
at the beginning of this Lease. Except when immediately- followed by the word “itself,” the term
Tenant shall also refer to the successors and assigns of Tenant's interests under this Lease,
provided that the rights and obligations of Tenant's successors and assigns shall be limited to
only those rights and obligations that this Lease permits to be transferred and that have been
transferred in accordance with this Lease.

2.53 "Tenant's Personal Property” means the personal property of Tenant described
in Section 8.3 hereof. :

2.54 "Term" means the term of this Lease as determined under Section 4.1 hereof.

2.55 “Transfer" means any Assignment or Sublease.

2.56 "Transferee" means any recognized assignee of any part of Tenant's leasehold
interest hereunder or any recognized subtenant of any portion of the Premises, pursuant to a
Transfer that complies with Article 15 hereof.

2.57 "Unmatured Event of Default” means any default by Tenant under this Lease

that, with the giving of notice or the passage of time, or both, would constitute an Event of
Default hereunder.
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3. PREMISES

3.1 Leased Premises.

(a)  Subject to the terms, covenants and conditions of this Lease, City leases to
Tenant and Tenant leases from City, the approximately 242-acre parcel of the real property
located in the County of Alameda, State of California, more particularly described in the attached
Exhibit A (the "Premises") and shown in Exhibit A-1; excluding therefrom and reserving unto
City, its successors and assigns, the rights set forth in Section 3.2 below. In addition to the
Premises, Tenant shall have a non-exclusive license to use the atea down on Exhibit A-2 for
landscaping and for the placement and use of a conveyor belt to transport mined material to the
access road and to Tenant’s processing plant and for no other purpose, subject to any existing
easement terms and conditions and/or the rights of any third parties. Any acreage stated in this
Lease with respect to the Premises is an estimate only, and City does not warrant it to be correct.
However, the Parties agree that for all purposes of this Lease, any such acreage shall be deemed
to be correct. Nothing in this Lease is intended to grant Tenant any right whatsoever to possess,
use or operate the SFPUC Facilities or any portion thereof.

(b)  Following Tenant’s excavation of the product near the Sunol Water
Temple, Tenant shall backfill and landscape that portion of the Premises located within a % mile
radius of the Sunol Water Terple (the “Temple Area™) in accordance with the Approved Plans
and Permits. Following such backfill and landscaping per the Approved Plans and Permits, and
upon City’s written acceptance of same, this Lease shall be antomatically revised to delete the

. Temple Area from the Leased Premises. Upon City’s request, Tenant shall execute an

amendment to this Lease to memorialize such revision, although the lack of such separate
execution shall not affect the automatic revision as set forth above. The General Manager of the
PUC shall have the authority to accept the Temple Area and execute a Lease amendment in
connection therewith without further action from the City's Board of Supervisors or Mayor.
Notwithstanding any such deletion of the Temple Area from the Premises, Tenant shall replace
any plants located in or around the Temple Area which were planted by Tenant and which do not
survive for the full Term of this Lease.

3.2 Rights Reserved to City. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Lease,
during the Term City reserves and retains all of the following rights relating to the Premises:

()  Any and all water and water rights, including, but not limited to (i) any
and all surface water and surface water rights, riparian rights and appropriative water rights to
surface streams and the underflow of streams, and (ii) any and all groundwater and subterranean
water rights, and the right 10 export percolating groundwater for use by City or its water
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customers; provided, however, the foregoing shall not impact Tenant's right to conduct
dewatering and water disposal operations on the Premises as set forth above.

{(b)  Any and all timber and timber rights, including, without limitation, all
standing trees and downed timber;

(¢)  Any and all minerals and mineral rights of every kind and character
unrelated to normal sand, gravel and rock quarrying operations, now known to exist or hereafter
discovered in the Premises, including, but not limited to, oil and gas and rights thereto, together
with the sole, exclusive, and perpetual right to explore for, remove, and dispose of those minerals
by any means or methods suitable to City or its successors and assigns, but without entering
upon or using the surface of the lands of the Premises and conducted in such manner asnotto -
damage the surface of the Premises or to interfere with the permitted use thereof by Tenant,
without Tepant's prior written consent;

(d)  All rights to use, operate, maintain, repair, enlarge, repface, modify,
expand, and reconstruct the SFPUC Facilities so long as City uses its reasonable efforts not to
interfere with Tenant’s use of the Premises;

(e) The right to grant future rights and easements over, across, under, in and
upon the Premises as City shall determine in its sole discretion, provided that any such right or
casement shall not interfere with Tenant’s use of the Premises; and

) All rights of access provided for in Article 19 below.

3.3 Subject to City's Operatign of Water Utility. Tenant acknowledges that the
property of which the Premises are a part constitutes a portion of City's watershed property,
which City holds for the purposes of collecting, storing, transporting and distributing water for
domestic and municipal use, and Tenant agrees that it shall not engage in, and City has the right
to prohibit, any activity not contemplated by the Approved Plans and Permits and that City
determines would endanger or threaten the quality or availability of the water being collected,
stored, transported and distributed by City. In connection with City’s management and use of its
adjoining watershed property, but provided there is no Event of Default or Unmatured Event of
Default on the part of Tenant outstanding hereunder and subject to the terms and conditions of
this Lease, City shall use its best efforts to avoid interfering with Tenant's quiet use and
enjoyment of the Premises. City may adopt from time to titne such reasonable rules and
regulations with regard to Tenant’s facilities and operations hereunder as City may determine are
necessary or appropriate to protect City’s interests and to ensure that City’s intended future use
of the Premises as a water storage facility will be achieved. Upon receipt thereof, Tenant shall
comply with all such reasonable rules and regulations.
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34 As Is Condition of Premises.

(a)  Inspection of Premises. Tenant represents and warrants that Tenant has
conducted a thorough and diligent inspection and investigation, either independently or through
Agents of Tenant's own choosing, of the Premises and the suitability of the Premises for Tenant's
intended use, Tenant is fully aware of the needs of its operations and has determined, based
solely on its own investigation, that the Premises are suitable for its operations and intended uses.

(b}  AsIs; Disclaimer of Representations. Tenant acknowledges and agrees
that the Premises are being leased and accepted in their "AS IS, WITH ALL FAULTS"
condition, without representation or warranty of any kind, and subject to all applicable Laws
governing the use, occupancy, management, operation and possession of the Premises. Without
limiting the foregoing, this Lease is made subject to any and all covenants, conditions,
restrictions, easements and other title matters affecting the Premises or any portion thereof,
whether or not of record. Tenant acknowledges and agrees that neither City, the SFPUC, nor any
of their Agents have made, and City hereby disclaims, any representations or warranties, express
or implied, concerning (i) title or survey matters affecting the Premises and/or the license area to
be used for Tenant's conveyor belt and landscaping, (ii) the physical, geological, seismological
or environmental condition of the Premises, (iii) the quality, nature or adequacy of any utilities
serving the Premises, (iv) the present or future suitability of the Premises for Tenant's business
and intended uses, (v} the feasibility, cost or legality of constructing any Improvements on the
Premises if required for Tenant's use and permitted under this Lease, or (vi) any other matter
whatsoever relating to the Premises or their use, including, without limitation, any implied
warranties of merchantability or fitness for a particular purpose.

4, TERM

4.1 Term of Lease. The Premises are leased for a term (the "Term") commencing on
the earlier of (i) the date specified in the Basic Lease Information as the Commencement Date, or
. {ii) the date on which City delivers possession of the Premises; subject fo this Lease becoming
effective pursuant to Section 4.2 below. The Term of this Lease shall end on the expiration date
specified in the Basic Lease Information, unless sooner terminated pursuant to the provisions of
this Lease. The dates on which the Term commences and terminates pursuant hereto are refetred
to respectively as the "Commencement Date” and the "Expiration Date." Effective on the
Commencement Date, this Lease shall supplant and supercede: (i) the 173-acre agricultural lease
between City, as lessor, and Pacific Nurseries of California, Inc. and Tenant, as lessee, dated as
of December 10, 1991, as amended (*“Lease One™); and (ii) the 69-acre portion of the 204-acre
lease between City, as lessor, and Tenant, as successor to G, Armanino & Son, as lessee, dated as
of June 20, 1985 (“Lease Two™), which is included as part of the Premises in this Lease. Upon
the Commencement Date, Lease One shall terminate and Lease Two shall be deemed amended to
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exclude the 69-acre parcel that is part of this Lease, provided, however, in the event that this
Lease is declared invalid and unenforceable for any reason other than Tenant’s default, Lease
Two shall be automatically revised to include the 69-acre parcel. By approving this Lease,
City's Board of Supervisors and Mayor authorize the PUC to execute an amendment to Lease
Two reflecting the above terms,

4.2  Effective Date. This Lease shall become effective on the later of (i) the date
which is thirty (30) days after the City's Mayor approves this Lease and the City's Board of
Supervisors passes a resolution, in its sole and absolute discretion, approving this Lease and
authorizing the City's execution hereof, and (ii) the date on which the Pames hereto have duly
executed and delivered this Lease (the “Effective Date”).

4.3 Quarrying Activities,

(a)  Notwithstanding the above Commencement Date, Tenant shall not begin
quarrying activities on the Premises until; (i) Tenant has fulfilled all pre-disturbance mitigation
and other conditions set forth in the Approved Plans and Permits, as certified by the appropriate
governmental entities; (ii) Tenant has prepared, to City's satisfaction, a detailed landscaping and
phasing plan for the Premises; (iii) Tenant has obtained a surface mining permit from the
Alameda County Planning Department, which permit shall be subject to City's approval and
shall remain valid throughout the Term. Tenant shall complete the above requirements on or
before December 31, 2006 (the “Quarry Date™), subject to any Force Majeure Delay Tenant’s
agreement to begin quarrying on the Premises within thirty (30) days following the Quarry Date
is a material inducement to City’s agreement to enter into this Lease, and Tenant’s failure 1o .
fulfill the above requirements on or before the Quarry Date, subject to any Force Majeure Delay,
shall be an Event of Default hereunder. Upon the commencement of mining, Tenant agrees to

continvie mining without interruption for the remainder of the Term, subject only to Force
Majeure Delays.

{b)  Tenant agrees to complete the mining of Pits F2 and F3 in accordance with
the Sunol Valley Quarry Phasing Plan attached as Exhibit B, and to complete the mining of
Pit F2 by the end of calendar year 2005 and Pit F3 by the end of calendar year 2006, subject to
Force Majeure Delays. Tenant shall not commence mining on the Premises before completing
Pits F2 and F3; provided, Tenant shall perform all necessary pre-mining preparatory activities
while completing Pits F2 and F3. Tenant’s agreement to complete such mining is a material
inducement to Landiord’s willingness to enter into this Lease, and Tenant understands that
Landlord would not be willing te enter into this Lease without such agreement by Tenant.
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{c) Tenant covenants and agrees that it shall apply to Alameda County
Planning Department for, and shall use its’ best efforts to obtain with reasonable promptness, an
- amendment to SMP 24 and 32 to permit mining of the Premises to a depth of two hundred feet
(200), and for appropriate environmental review under the California Environmental Quality
Act for such increased depth.

(d)  Tenant agrees that it shall mine the Premises before proceeding with active
quarrying activities on Tenant's ather property west of Alameda Creek, including but not limited
to the property covered by Surface Mining Permit 24, unless such mining is necessary for
Tenant’s storage of silt from the Premises. Tenant shall mine the Premises in accordance with
Alternative E, and restore the Premises (by backfilling % mile around the Temple) to the
footprint in Alternative F, of the Sunol Valley Resources Management Element of the Alameda
Watershed Management Plan, Tenant shall maintain and update not less than annually detailed
maps showing the extent of Tenant’s operations on the Premises and the depth of mined
excavation to date. Tenant shall also prepare and submit to Landlord an annual mining plan at

the start of each Lease Year descnbmg Tenant’s contemplated activities for the coming Lease
Year.

44  Early Termination. Notwithstanding anything in this Lease to the contrary, this
Lease shall terminate upon Tenant’s completion of its quarrying activity and reclamation work,
as permitted and described in the Approved Plans and Permits and this Lease, but in no event
later than the Expiration Date.

S,  RENT

5.1 Base Rent. Tenant shall pay to City during the Term of this Lease, beginning on
the Commencement Date, the annual Base Rent specified in the Basic Lease Information (the
"Base Rent"). The Base Rent shall be payable in annual installments of One Hundred Thousand
dollars ($100,000) on the Commencement Date and each anniversary thereafter for a total of
twenty (20) Base Rent payments. All payments of Base Rent and other sums due and owing
hereunder shall be made to the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, c/o Finance Bureau,
1155 Market Street, 8th Floor, San Francisco, California 94103 (Reférence SFPUC lease
number), or such other place as City may designate in writing,

52 Percentage Rent. In addition to the Base Rent, Tenant shall pay to City
Percentage Rent per the following terms and conditions:

(a) Royalty Rate. Tenant shall pay to City, as Percentage Rent, a sum
equal to the Royalty Rate on all aggregate and materials extracted from the Premises and sold by
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Tenant on a monthly basis (each such month, a “Percentage Rent Period™). The Roy‘alty Rate on
the Commencement Date shall be 10.5% of the Sales Price, times the aggregate and material,
including overburden, extracted from the Premises and measured in tons. The Sales Price shall
be the average of (i) the average price per ton charged by Tenant for sand, and (ii) the average
price per ton charged by Tenant for gravel, during the applicable Percentage Rent Period. Tenant
shall compute such sum for each Percentage Rent Period on or before the tenth (10th) day of the
calendar month immediately following the close of each Percentage Rent Period, and Tenant
shall pay such amount to City on or before the fifteenth (15™) day of the calendar month
immediately following the close the Percentage Rent Period. Any transaction on an installment
basis, including without limitation any transaction involving the extension of credit, shall be
treated as a sale at the time of the transaction, irrespective of the time of payment or when title

passes. Any sale to an Affiliate of Tenant shall be included in the caleulation of total tonnage of
aggregate sold by Tenant.

{b)  Reports. Tenant shall furnish to City a statement of Tenant's Gross
Revenues for the applicable Percentage Rent Period with each payment of Percentage Rent, and
an annual statement of Gross Revenues within twenty (20) days after the end of each Lease Year, .
Such statements shall include a statement showing weights and values of the materials produced
from the Premises during the applicable Percentage Rent Period and shall be in a form acceptable
to City. Each statement shall be signed and certified to be correct by Tenant or its authorized
representative, and, if Tenant is a corporation, the statement shall be signed and certified to be
correct by a duly authorized officer of Tenant. Tenant shall keep at the Premises or at its offices
located within Alameda County complete and accurate books of account, records, receipts and
other pertinent data, in accordance with good accounting practices and in a form approved by
City, showing its Gross Revenues books and records of its mining, weighing, sampling, testing
and shipping activities. Such books of account, records, cash receipts and other pertinent data
shall be kept for a period six (6) years after the end of each Lease Year. The receipt by City of
any statement, or any payment of Percentage Rent for any period, shall not bind City as to the
correctness of the statement or payment. Tenant shall weigh all product from the Premises using
scales approved by Landlord. Tenant shall cause such scales to be tested for accuracy and
corrected at Tenant's expense by an independent licensed weight master not less than once per
year. Such weight master shall certify the results of such testing to Landlord.

(¢)  Inspection and Audit. City shall be entitled at any time and from time to
time during the Term and within three (3) years after the Expiration Date or other termination of
this Lease, to inspect, examine, copy and audit all of Tenant's books of account, records, cash
receipts, tax returns and underlying tax preparation documents, financial statements and other
pertinent data. The primary purpose of such examination 5 to enable City to ascertain, clearly
and accurately, Tenant's Gross Revenues and to verify that the form and method of Tenant's
record keeping provide adequate and proper control and check of all such revenues. Tenant shall
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cooperate fully with City and City's Agents in making the examination. City shall also be
entitled, at City’s option. to cause an independent audit to be performed by a certified public
accountant designated by City. The audit shall be limited to the determination of Gross
Revenues and shall be conducted during usual business hours at the Premises. If the audit shows
that there is a deficiency in the payment of any Percentage Rent, then Tenant shall immediately
upon notice pay the deficiency to City, together with interest thereon at the default interest rate,
set forth in Section 5.5 below, City shall pay the costs of the audit unless thé audit shows that
Tenant understated Gross Revenues by more than two percent (2%}, in which case Tenant shall
pay all costs of the audit.

(d)y  Efforts to Maximize Revenue. Subject to the express terms and
conditions of this Lease, Tenant shall use its best efforts to maximize the production of Gross
Revenues from the Premises.

{¢) Minimum Payment, In addition to the Base Rent and Percentage Rent,
Tenant agrees to pay to Landlord Two Million Dollars ($2,000,000) in the event that Tenant

terminates this Lease before the Quarry Date or Landlord terminates this Lease before the Quarry
Date as.a result of an Event of Default.

) Adjustment Dates, City reserves the right to review and adjust the
Royalty Rate on the fifth anniversary (5") of the Commencement Date and each fifth (5™)
anniversary thereafter (each, an “Adjustment Date”). Any increase in the Royalty Rate shall be
fair, as reasonably determined by City in accordance with fair market value at the applicable
Adjustment Date.

5.3  Rent Offset. At City’s request, Tenant shall deliver to City aggregate, including
sand, road base, drain rock and other mined materials or products, from Tenant’s mining on the
Premises to the extent Tenant has not previously committed such aggregate to another customer.

Tenant shall receive a credit against the next payment(s) of Percentage Rent in the amount of the
rate then being charged by Tenant for such aggregate. If Tenant charges different rates to
different customers, City shall be charged the cheapest rate that Tenant charges to its most valued
customers. Upon City’s request, Tenant shall notify City of the availability of the requesied
aggregate and the price of the aggregate, Upon City’s written agreement as to the price, Tenant
shall deliver the aggregate and receive the above-specified credit against Percentage Remt.

54  Late Charge. If Tenant fails to pay any Rent within five (5) days after the date
the same is due and payable, such unpaid amount will be subject to a late payment charge in each
instance equal to the greater of (i) fifty dollars ($50), or (ii) six percent (6%) of the unpaid
amount. The late payment charge has been agreed upon by City and Tenant, after negotiation, as
a reasonable estimate of the additional administrative costs and detriment that City will incur as a
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result of any such failure by Tenant, the actual costs thereof being extremely difficult if nat
impossible to determine. The late payment charge constitutes liquidated damages to compensate
City for its damages resulting from such failure 10 pay and Tenant shall promptly pay such
charge to City together with such unpaid amount.

5.5  Default Interest. If any Rent is not paid within five (5) days following the due
date, such unpaid amount shall bear interest from the due date until paid at the rate of ten percent
(10%} per year or, if a higher rate is legally permissible, at the highest rate permitted under Law.
However, interest shall not be payable on late charges incurred by Tenant nor on any amounts on
which late charges are paid by Tenant to the extent this interest would cause the total interest to

be in excess of that which is lawfully permitted. Payment of interest shall not excuse or cure any .
defauit by Tenant. .

5.6  Net Lease. This Lease is a "net lease.” Accordingly, Tenant shall pay to City the
Base Rent, Percentage Rent, Additional Charges and any other payments hereunder free of any
charges, assessments or deductions of any kind, without prior demand and without abatement,
counterclaim or sctoff (except as set forth in Section 5.3 above). Under no circumstances,
whether now existing or hereafier arising, and whether or not beyond the present contemplation
of the Parties, shall City be expected or required to make any payment of any kind whatsoever
with respect to Tenant's use or occupancy of the Premises and any permitted Improvements or
with respect to this Lease, except as may otherwise be expressly set forth herein. Without
limiting the foregoing, Tenant shall be solely responsible for paying each item of cost or expense
of every kind and nature whatsoever, the payment of which City would otherwise be or become
‘liable by reason of its estate or interests in the Premises and any Improvements, any rights or
interests of City in or under this Lease, or the ownership, leasing, operation, management,
maintenance, repair, rebuilding, remodeling, renovation, use or occupancy of the Premises, any
permitted Improvements, or any portion thereof. Except as may be specifically and expressly
provided otherwise in this Lease, no occurrence or situation arising during the Term, nor any
present or future Law, whether foreseen or unforeseen, and however extraordinary, shall relieve
Tenant from its liability to pay all of the sums required by any of the provisions of this Lease, or
shall otherwise relieve Tenant from any of its obligations under this Lease, or shall give Tenant
any right to terminate this Lease in whole or in part. Tenant waives any rights now or bereafter
conferred upon it by any existing or future Law to terminate this Lease or to receive any

abatement, diminution, reduction or suspension of payment of such sums, on account of any such
occurrence or situation.
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6. TAXES, ASSESSMENTS AND OTHER EXPENSES

6.1 Taxes and Assessments, Licenses, Permit Fees and Liens.

(a)  Payment Responsibility. Tenant shall pay any and all real and personal
property taxes, general and special assessments, excises, licenses, permit fees and other charges
and impositions of every description levied on or assessed against the Premises, any
Improvements, Tenant's Personal Property, the leasehold estate or any subleasehold estate, or
Tenant's use of the Premises or any Improvements. Tenant shall make all such payments directly
to the charging authority when due and payable and at least ten (10) days prior to delinguency,
subject to Tenant's right to contest the validity of such charge pursuant to subsection {c) below.
However, with respect to real property taxes and assessments levied on or assessed against the
Premises for which City receives the tax bill directly from the taxing authority, Tenant shall

reimburse City for payment of such sums within thirty (30) days following City’s demand
therefor.

.

{(b)  Taxability of Possessory Interest. Without limiting the foregoing,
Tenant recognizes and agrees that this Lease may create a possessory interest subject ta property
taxation and that Tenant may be subject to the payment of property taxes levied on such interest.
Tenant further acknowledges that any Sublease or transfer permitted under this Lease may
constitute a change in ownership within the meaning of the California Revenue and Taxation

Code, and therefore may result in a reassessment of any possessory interest created hereunder in
accordance with applicable Law.

() No Liens, Tenant shall not allow or suffer a lien for any taxes payable by .
Tenant hereunder to be imposed upon the Premises or upon any equipment or other property
located thereon without promptly discharging the same. Tenant may have a reasonable
opportunity 10 contest the validity of any such taxes provided Tenant, before commencement of
any proceeding or contest, furnishes to City a surety bond issued by a surety company qualified
to do business in California and acceptable to City's Controller. The amount of such bond shall
be equal to one hundred twenty five percent (125%) of the amount of taxes in dispute and shall
be in such form as approved by the City Attorney of City. The bond shall insure payment of any
judgment that may be rendered should Tenant be unsuccessful in any such contest. Tenant shall
Indemnify City, the other Indemnified Parties, and the Premises from and against any Losses
arising out of any proceeding or contest or any failure to pay any charges provided for hereunder.
The feregoing Indemnity shall not be limited by the amount of the bond.

(d)  Reporting Requirement. Tenant agrees to provide such information as

City may request to enable City to comply with any tax reporting requirements applicable to this
Lease.
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6.2 Other Expenses. Tenant shall be responsible for any and all other charges, costs

~'and expenses related to its use, occupancy, operation or enjoyment of the Premises or any

Improvements permitted thereon, including, without limitation, the cost of any utilities or
services necessary for Tenant's use. Tenant shall be solely responsible for any and all costs which
may be incurred for the relocation or removal of any and all water transmission pipelines,
aqueduct or overhead power transmission lines located on the Premises, if relocation or removal
is necessitated by Tenant’s use or occupancy of the Premises or Tenant atherwise requests such
relocation or removal.

6.3 Evidence of Pavment. Tenant shall, upon City's request, furnish to City within
ten (10} days after the date when any charges are due and payable, official receipts of the
appropriate taxing authority or other evidence reasonably satisfactory to City, evidencing
payment thereof.

7. USE; COVENANTS TO PROTECT PREMISES AND SFPUC FACILITIES

71  Tenant's Permitted Use. Tenant may use the Premises and any Improvements
allowed hereunder only for the use specified in the Basic Lease Information and in the Approved
Plans and Permits and for no other purpose. Any construction, alterations, and improvements 10
the Premises which are not contemplated by the Approved Plans and Permits and which shall be
permanent in nature shall, at all times, be subject to the approval of the City, acting through the
General Manager. Plans for such work must be submitted to and approved by the General
Manager in writing before commencing the work. City’s intention, following completion of the
mining and reclamation required under approved plans and permits and the terms of this Lease ,
as set forth in Sunol Valley Quarry Phasing Plan attached hereto as Exhibit B, is to use the
Premises for water storage, and City would not lease the Premises to Tenant if Tenant’s use of
the Premises did not further this goal. Tenant shall use the Premises and perform all excavation -
and other work permitted hereunder in keeping with City’s future use of the Premises, and shall
perform such work in such a manner so as to realize water storage at the Premises at the earliest
possible date in accordance with the approved phasing program set forth in the Sunol Valley
Quarry Phasing Plan attached hereto as Exhibit B. The quarrying operations conducted by
Tenant on the Premises shall be operated by Tenant in such a manner and to such extent as to

" meet all reasonable demands for the sale of quarry products.

7.2 Covenants Regarding Use. All matters provided for in this Section shall be in
accordance with the direction of, and to the satisfaction of, the General Manager. As a material
inducement to City to enter into this Lease, Tenant covenants with City as follows:

(a)  No Unlawful Uses or Nuisances. Tenant shall not use or occupy any of
the Premises or any Improvements, or permit the use or occupancy thereof, in any unlawful
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manner or for any illegal purpose. Except as contemplated by or permitted by the Approved
Plans and Permits, Tenant shall not permit to be carried on any offensive, immoral, noisy or
hazardous use of the Premises or any use in violation of the conditions of any certificate of
occupancy, permit, recorded document, or other restriction relating to the Premises. Tenant shall
take all precautions to eliminate immediately any nuisances or hazards relating to its activities on
or about the Premises or any Improvements permitted hereunder.

(b)  Covenant Against Waste. Except as expressly contemplated by or
permitted by the Approved Plans and Permits, Tenant shall not cause or permit any waste,
damage or injury to the Premises.

() Coveriant Prohibiting Disposal of Siit. Exctﬂ:p.t~ as approved by the
SFPUC in writing or as set forth in any of the Approved Plans and Permits, there shall be no
disposal of silt on the Premises.

(d) Covenant te Comply with Permits and Approved Plans. Tenant shall
comply with, and strictly abide by all the terms and provisions of, all Approved Plans and
Permits, approved specifications, recorded documents and instruments, and other approvals and
governmental consents relating to the Premises. Tenant shall not apply for any permit or
governmental approval relating to the Premises or Tenant’s use thereof, or any amendment,
modification, suspension or termination of any existing permit or governmental approval,
without having first obtained Landlord’s prior written consent, which consent shall not be
unreasonably withheld; provided, however, Landlord may condition any such consent on
requested reasonable modifications to any such permit or approval.

(¢)  Right to Relocate and/or Remove SFPUC Facilities. Tenant shall have
the right to relocate and/or remove SFPUC Facilities which interfere with Tenant’s quarrying
operations provided that the cost of such removal and/or relocation shall be borne by Tenant and
further provided the removal and/or relocation of domestic water supply lines and other facilities
which do not exclusively serve the Premises shall be subject to the consent of the General
Manager, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld. Any such relocation shall be to a
location and in accordance with plans and specifications approved in advance by the General
Manager, and shall be performed at no cost to the City. The relocated SFPUC Facilities shall be
at least equal to or better than the replaced SFPUC Failities in every respect. In the event that
Cny requests increases in the size of pipes or other enhancements, Tenant shall instafl such larger
pipes or enhancements so long as City pays the increased costs to Tenant resulting from such
increase in pipe size or enhancement.

) Covenant to Protect SFPUC Facilities. At all times during the Term of
this Lease, Tenant shall take reasonable steps to protect the SFPUC Facilities located on the
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Premises from any damage, injury or disturbance. If Tenant or any of its Agents or Invitees
damages, injures or disturbs any of the SFPUC Facilities, or any portion of the SFPUC Facilities
(including monuments), located on the Premises, Tenant shall immediately notify City of that
occurrence. City may, without limiting any of its other rights hereunder, take all action it deems
proper to repair such damage (including relocation of monuments) at Tenant's sole expense. City
may adopt from time to time such reasonable rules and regulations with regard to Tenant's
facilities and operations hereunder as City may determine is necessary or appropriate to protect
City’s interests and to ensure that City’s intended use of the Premises as a reservoir will be
achieved. Upon receipt of notice of such rules and regulations, Tenant shall comply with all such
rules and regulations.

{g) Covehant to Protect Water Courses. Tenant shall not cause or permit
any flooding on adjacent land, nor engage in any activity that causes any pollution or change,
disturbance, fill, alteration or impairment to the bed, bank or channel of Alameda Creek, nor
shall Tenant discharge any wash water into Alameda Creek. Tenant will not be permitted to
pump water from Alameda Creek for quarry operations but shall purchase such water from the
City, although it is expected that Tenant will pond and recycle in accordance with the Rules and
Regulations governing water service to consumers as adopted by the SFPUC.

(h) Recycled Water and Water Supply. Except for waier obtained through
its dewatering procedures on the Premises, Tenant shall purchase any water it uses on the
Premises from City at City's standard rates for customers and uses such as Tenant's, and Tenant
shall, whenever possible and to the extent available, recycle water that it uses in its guarrying
operations or use such water for the landscaping on the Premises. City reserves the right to
substitute recycled water for potable water used by Tenant for industrial or mining purposes.
Notwithstanding anything to the contrary herein, City shall have the right to take any surplus
water generated by Tenant’s dewatering activities and use such water for storage or for potable or
nonpotable purposes. ‘

(i) Water Resource and Hydrological Studies. City reserves the continuing
right to conduct water resource and hydrological studies of the Premises in conjunction with its
operation of a municipally-owned water utility. Tenant shall allow City, its Agents and
employees to enter upon the Premises for the purposes of conducting said studies and Tenant
shall cooperate with City’s performance of said studies and any work that City may desire to
perform upon the Premises in implementing the results thereof or recommendations thereunder;
provided that any such entry or work by the City shall not unreasonably interfere with Tenant’s
use of the Premises and shall be scheduled so as to occur at a time mutually convenient to City
and Tenant.
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i) Covenant to Monitor Water Quality. City shall have the right to
monitor water quality in and about the Premises at its sole cost and expense provided, however,
that Tenant shall monitor the water quality of any water that Tenant discharges into Alameda
Creek. Tenant shall provide to Landlord copies of any reports or data generated by Tenant’s
testing of water quality, or any other test results or reports by Tenant relating to the Premises.

(k)  Covenant Against Dumping. Tenant shall not cause or permit the
dumping or other disposal on, under or about the Premises of landfill, refuse, Hazardous
Materials ot other materials that could pose a hazard to the human health or safety, wildlife, or
the environment.

U] Covenant to Protect Trees or Other Native Vegetation/Erosion.
Tenant shall not engage in or permit the cutting, removal, or destruction of trees ot any other
native vegetation on the Premises in violation of the Approved.Plans and Permits without the
prior written approval of the General Manager. Tenant shall at its cost install culverts, drain
ditches and control barriers promptly wherever and whenever, in the opinion of the General
Manager, it becomes necessary to limit damage from erosion.

{(m) No Tree Planting, Tenant shall not plant any trees on the Premises, nor
shall Tenant plant any other vegetation on the Premises except as otherwise expressly provided

for in the Approved Plans and Permits or in plans and specifications or permits approved by the
City.”

(n)  Covenant Against Hunting or Fishing. 'Tenant shall not engage in or
permit any hunting, trapping or fishing on or about the Premises, except for hunting or trapping
for the purpose of controlling predators or problem animals by the appropriate use of selective
control techniques approved in advance by the General Manager and provided such hunting and .
trapping is done in strict accordance with all applicable Laws. Whenever possible, all measures
used for such control shall be limited in their application to the specific problem anitals. Tenam
shall not use poison bait, cyanide guns, traps or other similar non-selective control techniques.

In no event may Tenant use any prophylactic predator control measures. '

{0)  Covenant Against Use of Chemical Herbicidgs_ and Pesticides. Tenant
shall not cause or permit the application of biocides, defoliants, chemical fertilizers, pesticides or
other agrichemicals. This Lease shall be subject to, and Tenant agrees to comply with, the San

Francisco Integrated Pest Management Program set forth in Chapter 39 of the City’s
Administrative Code.
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{(p) Weed Control. Tenant shall not introduce any noxious weeds on or about
the Premises, and Tenant shall control and eliminate any and all noxious weeds located in or on
the Premises.

‘ (q) Maintenance of Roads and Watercourses. Except as contemplated by
or permitted by the Approved Plans and Permits, Tenant shall keep all roads on the Premises

open as same now exist and are used, except as approved by City in writing, and shall not
interfere with travel on said roads by City’s officers, employees and agents who shall have the
right to enter upon and pass through or across the Premises or any part thereof at any and all
times. Tenant shall maintain and keep in good repair all roads and water courses located in or on
the Premises, and shall at no time, in violation of the Approved Plans and Permits, cause dust or

other detrimental factors affecting the agricultural and pasture lands and livestock in the adjacent '

area. Tenant shall promptly and satisfactorily repair, or cause to be repaired, any damage to
roads located on the Premises or other City property caused by operation thereon of its vehicles,
or by vehicles of its customers hauling gravel or quarry products from Premises.

(r) Covenant Against Burning. Tenant shall not burn any weeds, debris or
other substances on or about the Premises. Tenant shall prepare, and update as appropriate, a
fire prevention program subject to City’s review and approval.

(s) No Off-Road Vehicles. Tenant shall not use or permit the use of off-road
vehicles on any portion of the Premises except on existing roads and except to the extent
necessary and appropriate in accordance with Tenant’s quarrying activities,

'¢3) Restrictions on Heavy Equipment and Vehicles. To prevent damage to .

City's underground pipelines, Tenant shall strictly adhere to the following restrictions when
using vehicles and equipment within twenty feet (20") of City's pipelines:

(i) The depth of soil cover over the tops of City's pipelines must be at
least three feet (3") for steel cylinder pipe and four (4) feet for reinforced pre-stressed concrete
cylinder pipe to accommodate the loading as defined below in item (ii). [f any equipment with
axle loading exceeds the weight stated in item (ii) below or if the depth of soil cover is less than
stated above, Tenant shall submit to City for review and approval, engineering calculations
prepared by a registered civil engineer to provide adequate protection of the pipelines showing
that City's pipelines will not be adversely affected.

{iiy  The effects of vehicle and eq\iipment loads to the pipe must not
exceed the effects of the "AASHO Standard H-10 Loading." H-10 loading is defined as loading
caused by a two-axle truck with a gross weight of ten tons (20,000 1bs.), axles fourteen feet (14')
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apart, and rear axle carrying 8-tons (16,000 Ibs.). Tenant shall be responsible to provide City
adequate evidence that Tenant's equipment and vehicles meet the foregoing requirements.

(i)  Tenant shall not use vibrating compaction equipment unless it first
obtains City's written approval.

(iv)  If the depth of the soil cover over the pipeline (determined by
potholing or other proof procedure) is less than the miniroum stated in (i) above, unless an
alternate method is approved by City, all excavation and grading over the pipeline shall be
performed manually. For any machinery equipment excavation and grading over and within
twenty feet (20°) on each side of the centerline of the pipeline (measured on the surface), Tenant
shall submit g written proposal together with all supporting calculations and data to City for
review and approval. In any case, the two feet of soil around the pipeline shall be removed
manually or by other methods approved by City with due care as provided above. '

(u)  Watershed Management Plan. Provided that they do not materially
interfere with Tenant's quarrying operations per the Approved Plans zand Permits, Tenant shall
comply with any and all other regulations or requirements resulting from City's development of

the Alameda Creek Watershed Management Plan, and any modifications or additions to such
plan, . :

(v)  Lateral and Subjacent Support. Tenant shall conduct mining operations
so as to provide lateral and subjacent support to the owners of other estates. Any collapse shall
be Tenant’s responsibility, notwithstanding Landlord’s approval of plans and specifications.

7.3  Commingling. Tenant may commingle mined product from the Premises with
mined product from other property, provided Tenant shall calcnlate or weigh the product from
the Premises prior to commingling.

8. IMPROVEMENTS

8.1 Construction of Improvements. Except as contemplated by or permitted by the
Approved Plans and Permits, Tenant shall not construct or install any Improvements nor make or
permit any Alterations in, 10 or about the Premises, without City’s prior writien consent in each
instance, which consent shall be through its General Manager and which shall not unreasonably
be withheld. The reasonableness of the General Manager's actions shall be considered in light of
the City’s future use of the Premises and adjacent property for water storage and public
recreational uses. Subject to the General Manager’s consent as provided above, any permitted
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Improvements or Alterations shall be done at Tenant's sole expense (i) in strict accordance with
plans and specifications approved in advance by City in writing, (ii) by duly licensed and bonded
contractors or mechanics approved by City, (iii) in a good and professional manner, {iv) in strict
compliance with all Laws and approved permits, and (¥) subject to all other conditions that City
may reasonably impose, including, without limitation, provision of such completion security as
is acceptable to City. In no event shall the construction or installation of any such Improvements
or the making of any Alterations impair the use or operation of the SFPUC Facilities, orany
portion thereof, or City's access thereto, Prior to the commencement of any work on the
Premises to construct any permitted Improvements or make any permitted Alterations, Tenant, at
its sole expense, shall procure all required permits and approvals and shall promptly upon receipt
deliver copies of all such documents to City. No material change from the plans and
specifications approved by City may be made without City's prior consent. City and its Agents
shall have the right to inspect the course of such construction at all times. .Upon completion of
such Improvements or Alterations, Tenant shall furnish City with a comiplete set of final as-built
plans and specifications. Tenant shall pay to City an administrative fee equal to City’s actual

costs in reviewing the plans and specifications and preparing any documentation relative to any
consent hereunder. ‘

-

8.2  Qwnership of Improvements. Any Improvements or Alterations constructed on
or affixed to the Premises by or on behalf of Tenant pursuant to the terms and limitations of

Section 8.1 above shall be and remain City’s property. Upon the Expiration Date or any earlier
termination hereof, Tenant shall surrender all such Improvements and Alterations without any
further action by either party, without any obligation by City to pay any compensation therefor to
Tenant and without the necessity of any deed from Tenant to City. However, in the event that
City, at its sole option and without limiting any of the provisions of Section 8.1 above, requires
as a condition to approval of any such Improvements or Alterations that Tenant remove such
Alterations or Improvements from the Premises upon the expiration or termination of this Lease. -
Tenant shall do so in accordance with the provisions of Section 21.1 hereof.

\

8.3  Tenant's Personal Property. All furniture, furnishings and articles of movable
personal property and equipment installed in or around the Premises by or for the account of
Tenant that can be removed without structural or other material damage to the Premises (2ll of
which are herein called "Tenant's Personal Property”) shall be and retnain the property of Tenant
and may be removed by it subject to the provisions of Section 21.1 hereof. At least ten (10) days
prior to delinquency, Tenant shall pay all taxes levied or assessed upon Tenant’s Personal
Property and, upon request, shall deliver to City satisfactory evidence of such payment.

9. REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE
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9.1  Tenant Responsible for Maintenance and Repair. Tenant assumes full and
sole tesponsibility for the condition, operation, repair and maintenance and management of the
Premises and any permitted Improvements from and after the Commencement Date. City shall
not under any circumstances be responsible for the performance of any repairs, changes or
alterations to the Premises or any adjoining property (including, without limitation, access roads,
utilities and other infrastructure serving the Premises), nor shall City be liable for any portion of

the cost thereof, Tenant shall make all repairs and replacements, interior and exterior, structural

as well as non-structural, ordinary as well as extraordinary, foreseen and unforeseen, that may be
necessary to maintain the Premises and any permitted Improvements at all times in clean, safe,
attractive and sanitary condition and in good order and repair, to City's reasonable satisfaction, in
compliance with the Approved Plans and Permits and with applicable Law. If any portion of the .
Premises or any of City's property located on or about the Premises is damaged by any of the '
activities conducted by Tenant ot its Agents or Invitees hereunder, Tenant shall immediately, at
its sole cost, repair any and all such damage and restore the Premises or City'’s property to its
previous condition.

9.2  Utilities. City has no responsibility or liability of any kind with respect to any
utilities that may be on or about the Premises. Tenant has the sole responsibility to locate such
utilities and protect them from damage. Tenant shall make all arrangements directly with the
utility companies for, and shall pay for, any and all utilities and services furnished to or used by
it, including, without limitation, gas, electricity, water, sewage, telephone service and trash
collection, and for all deposits, connection and installation charges; provided, Tenant agrees that
it shall purchase all water and electricity necessary for its operations from City unless and to the
extent City is unwilling or unable to provide same to Tenant, The Partiés agree that any and all
utility improvements shall be subject to the provisions of Section §.1 and that such
improvements shall be deemed part of City's real property, and not personal property or trade
fixtures of Tenant. During the Term, Tenant shall repair and maintain any and all utility systems -
and improvements located on or within the Premises (except for the SFPUC Facilities) in good
operating condition. City shall not be liable for any failure or interruption of any utility service
furnished to the Premises, and no such failure or interruption shall entitie Tenant to any
abatement in Rent or to terminate this Lease. :

9.3  Maintenance of Fences. Tenant shall construct and maintain in good condition
and repair throughout the Term a fence, subject to City’s approval, along or about the property
line of the Premises. Gates at all entrances to the Premises shall be kept locked and secured
when Tenant's employees are not on site. '

94  No Right to Repair and Deduct. Tenant expressly waives the benefit of any
existing or future Law or judicial or administrative decision that would otherwise permit Tenant
to make repairs or replacements at City's expense, or to terminate this Lease because of City's
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failure to keep the Premises or any adjoining property (including, without limitation, access
roads, utilities and other infrastructure serving the Premises) or any part thereof in good order.
condition or repair, or to abate or reduce any of Tenant's obligations hereunder on account of the
Premises or any adjoining property (including, without limitation, access roads, utilities and
other infrastructure serving the Premises) or any part thereof being in need of repair or
replacement. Without limiting the foregoing, Tenant expressly waives the provisions of
California Civil Code Sections 1932, 1941 and 1942 or any similar Laws with respect to any
right of Tenant to terminate this Lease and with respect to any obligations of City for
tenantability of the Premises and any right of Tenant to make repairs or replacements and deduct
the cost thereof from Rent.

10. LIENS

Tenant shall keep the Premises (including, without limitation, the SFPUC Facilities) free
from any liens arising out of any work performed, material furnished or obligations incurred by
or for Tenant. In the event Tenant does not, within five (5) days following the imposition of any
such lien, cause the lien to be released of record by payment or posting of a proper bond, City
shall have in addition to all other remedies provided herein and by Law or equity the right, but
not the obligation, to cause the same to be released by such means as it shall deem proper,
including, but not limited to, payment of the claim giving rise to such lien. All such sums paid
by City and all expenses it incurs in connection therewith (including, without limitation,
reasonable attorneys' fees) shall be payable to City by Tenant upon demand. City shall have the
right at all times to post and keep posted on the Premises any notices permitted or required by
Law or that City deems proper for its protection and protection of the Premises and City's
property, from mechanics' and materialmen's liens. Tenant shall give City at least fifteen (1 5)
days' prior written notice of the commencement of any repair or construction on any of the
Premises. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Tenant shall have the right, upon posting of an
adequate bond or other security acceptable to City, to contest any such lien, and in such case City
shall not seek to satisfy or discharge such lien unless Tenant has failed to do so within ten (10)
days after final determination of the validity thereof. Tenant shall Indemnify City, the other
Indemnified Parties and the Premises against any and all Losses arising out of any such contest.

11. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

11.1  Compliance with L,g_vg,s_.' Tenant shall promptly, at its sole expense, maintain the
Premises, any Improvements permitted hereunder and Tenant's use and operations thereon in
strict compliance at all times with all present and future Laws, whether foreseen or unforeseen,
ordinary as well as exiraordinary. Such Laws shall include, without limitation, all Laws relating
to health, sanitation and safety (including, without limitation, applicable regulations of the
Alameda County Health Department, the policies and directives of the SFPUC or its successor,
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and Californiz Health and Safety Code §§ 4450 and 4458), disabled accessibility including,
without limitation, the Americans with Disabilities Act, 42 U.S.C.5. §§ 12101 gt seq. and

Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations, all present and future Environmental Laws, and -
the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 and any state and local ordinances
enacted pursuyant thereto. The parties acknowledge and agree that Tenant's obligation to comply
with all Laws as provided herein is a material part of the bargained-for consideration under this
Lease. Tenant's obligation under this Section shall include, without limitation, the responsibility
of Tenant to make substantial or structural repairs and alterations to the Premises (including any
Improvements), regardless.of, among other factors, the relationship of the cost of curative action
to the Rent under this Lease, the length of the then remaining Term hereof, the relative benefit of
the repairs to Tenant or City, the degree to which the curative action may interfere with Tenant's
use or enjoyment of the Premises, the likelihood that the parties contemplated the particular Law
involved, and whether the Law involved is related to Tenant's particular use of the Premises,

- Without limiting Section 5.6 hereof, no occurrence or situation arising during the Term, nor any
present or future Law, whether foreseen or unforeseen, and however extraordinary, shall relieve
Tenant from its obligations hereunder, or shall give Tenant any right to terminate this Lease in
whole or in part or to otherwise seek redress against City. Tenant waives any rights now or
hereafter conferred upon it by any existing or future Law to terminate this Lease, to receive any
abatement, diminution, reduction or suspension of payment of Rent, or to compel City to make
any repairs to comply with any such Laws, on account of any such occurrence or situation.

11.2 Regnlatory Approvals.

(a)  Responsible Party. Tenant understands and agrees that Tenant's use of
the Premises may require authorizations, approvals or permits from governmental regulatory
agencies with jurisdiction over the Premises, including, without limitation, the County of
Alameda, California Department of Fish & Game, California Division of Mines & Geology.
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, U.8. Ammy Corps of Engineers, and others.
Tenant shall be solely responsible for obtaining any and all such regulatory approvals. Tenant
shall not seek any regulatory approval without first obtaining the written consent of the SFPUC.
Tenant shall bear all costs associated with applying for, obtaining and maintaining any necessary
or appropriate regulatory approvals and shall be solely responsible for satisfying any and all
conditions imposed by regulatory agencies as part of a regulatory approval. Any fines or
penalties levied as a result of Tenant's failure to comply with the terms and conditions of any
regulatory approval shall be immediately paid and discharged by Tenant, and City shall have no
liability, monetary or otherwise, for any such fines or penalties. Tenant shall Indemnify City and
the other Indemnified Parties against all Losses arising in connection with Tenant's failure to
obtain or comply with the terms and conditions of any regulatory approval.

NASPCLPROMSULLIVAWPUCAMYR\WMYRLSET.DOC 9718700

29

- s



(b)  City Acting as Owner of Real Property. Tenant further understands and
agrees that City, acting by and through the SFPUC, is entering into this Lease in its capacity as a
property owner with a proprietary interest in the Premises and not as a regulatory agency with
police powers. Nothing in this Lease shall limit in any way Tenant's obligation to obtain any
required approvals from City departments, boards or commissions having jurisdiction over the
Premises. By entering into this Lease, City is in no way medifying or limiting Tenant's
obligation to cause the Premises or any permitted Improvements to be used and occupied in
accordance with all applicable Laws, as provided further above.

11.3 Compliance with City's Risk Management Requirements. Tenant shall not do
anything, or permit anything to be done, in or about the Premises or any Improvements permitted
hereunder that would create any unusual fire risk, and shall take comniercially reasonable steps
to protect City from any potential premises liability. Tenant shall faithfully observe, at its
expense, any and all reasonable requirements of City's Risk Manager with respect thereto and
with the requirements of any policies of public liability, fire or other policies of insurance at any
time in force with respect to the Premises and any Improvements as required hereunder.

11.4 - Reports and Communications. (a) Within forty-five (45) days following the
expiration of each Lease Year, Tenant shall submit 1o City a report detailing progress of
excavation work and compliance with Approved Plans and Permits, as well as any other
information reasonably requesied by City. Each annual report shall certify compliance with all
Laws, and include a map showing current pragress of mining and reclamation activities.

(b) Tenant shall promptly provide to City copies of any and all environmental, physical,
geotechnical or other similar reports in Tenant’s possession relating to the Premises. Tenant
represents and warrants that it has delivered to City all such existing reports in Tenant’s
possession or control. {(¢) Tenant shall copy City on all communications to any governmental or
regulatory entity relating to quarrying activities on or about the Premises, and shall forward to
City, within ten (10) days following receipt, a copy of all communications received from any
governmental or regulatory entity relating to quarrying activities'on or about the Premises,

12.  FINANCING; ENCUMBRANCES; SUBORDINATION

12.1  Encumbrance of Landlord's Fee Interest. The following provisions shall apply
notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this Lease.

(2)  Encumbrance by City. To the extent permitted by applicable Law, City
may at any time sell or otherwise transfer or encumber its fee estate in any portion of the
Premises provided that (i) any such sale or Encumbrance shall be subject and subordinate to all
of the terms of this Lease and the leasehold estate created hereby, (ii) the right of possession of
Tenant to the Premises shall not be affected or disturbed by any such sale or Encumbrance, or by
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the exercise of any rights or remedies by any purchaser or Encumbrancer arising out of any
instrument reflecting such sale or Encumbrance so long as no Event of Default or Unmatured
Event of Default is outstanding hereunder.

(b)  Encumbrance By Tenant. Tenant shall not under any circumstances
whatsoever Encumber in any manner the Premises, the SFPUC Facilities, City's estate in the
Premises or any adjoining property, City's interest under this Lease, or any portion thereof.

()  Leaschold Encumbrances. Without limiting Article 15 hereof. Tenant
shall not Encumber this Lease, or assign or pledge assignment of the same as security for any
debt, without first obtaining the written consent of City, which City may give or withhold in its
sole discretion. . '

13. DAMAGE OR DESTRUCTION

13.1 Damage or Destruction to the Improvements. In the case of damage to or
destruction of the Premises ot the Improvements by fire or any other casualty including
earthquake or land slides, whether insured or uninsured, Tenant shall, at its sole cost and with
reasonable promptness and diligence, restore, repair, replace or rebuild the Premises and
Improvements to a satisfactory condition as required by applicable Laws.

13.2  Waiver. The Parties understand and agree that the foregaing provisions of this
Section are intended to govern fully the rights and obligations of the Parti¢s in the event of
damage or destruction to the Premises or Improvements, and City and Tenant each hereby
waives and releases any right to terminate this Lease in whole or in part under Sections 1932.2
and 1933.4 of the Civil Code of California or under any similar Laws now or hereafter in effect.
to the extent such rights are inconsistent with the provisions hereof.

14,  EMINENT DOMAIN

14,1 General. If during the Term or during the period between the execution of this
Lease and the Commencement Date, any Taking of all or any part of the Premises or any interest
in this Lease occurs, the rights and obligations of the Parties hereunder shall be determined
pursuant to this Article. City and Tenant intend that the provisions hereof govern fully in the
event of a Taking and accordingly, the Parties each hereby waives any right to terminate this
Lease in whole or in part under Sections 1265.120 and 1265.130 of the California Code of Civil
Procedure or under any similar Law now or hereafter in effect.

14.2  Total Taking; Automatic Termination. If a total Taking of the Premises
occurs, then this Lease shall terminate as of the Date of Taking.
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14‘3 Partial Taking: Election fo Terminate.

(a)  IfaTaking of any portion (but less than all} of the Premises occurs, then
this Lease shall terminate in its entirety if the partial Taking renders the remaining portion of the
Premises untenantable or unsuitable for continued use by Tenant and Tenant elects to terminate;
otherwise this Lease shall continue in full force and effect.

(b)  Either Party electing to terminate under the provisions of this Article 14
shall do so by giving written notice to the other Party before or within thirty (30) days after the
Date of Taking, and thereafter this Lease shall terminate upon the iater of the thirtieth day after
such written notice is gwen or the Date of Taking. , -

(¢)  Rent; Award. Upon termination of this Lease pursuant to an election
under Section 14.3(a) above, then: (i) Tenant's obligation to pay Rent shall continue up until the
date of termination, and thereafter shall cease, except that Rent shall be reduced as hereinafler
provided for any period during which this Lease continues in effect after the Date of Taking, and
(ii) City shall be entitled to the Award in connection with the value of its interest in the Premises
excluding any portion of the Award made for the value of Tenant's interest in the leasehold
estate created by this Lease, and Tenant shall have no claim against City for the value of any
unexpired term of this Lease {provided Tenant make a separate claim for compensation), and (iii)
Tenant shall be entitled to pursue and obtain an Award from the condemning authority for the
value of its interest in the leasehold estate. In addition, Tenant shall receive any Award made
specifically to Tenant, for Tenant's relocation expenses or the interruption of or damage to
Tenant's business or damage to Tenant's Personal Property.

(d) ' Partial Taking; Coutinuation of Lease. If a partial Taking of the
Premises occurs and this Lease is not terminated in its entirety under Section 14.3 above. then
this Lease shall terminate as to the portion of the Premises so taken, but shall remain in full force
and effect as to the portion not taken, and the rights and obligations of the Parties shall be as
follows: (i) there shall be no reduction in Base Rent; (ii) City shall be entitled to the Award in
connection with its interest in the Premise, excluding any portion of the Award made for the

. value of the Tenant’s interest in the leasehold estate created by this Lease; and (iii) Tenant shall

make any necessary changes to the Approved Plans and Permits to accommodate such Taking,
subject to City’s prior written approval which shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed.
Tenant shall be entitled to pursue and obtain an Award from the condemning authority for the
value of its interest in the leasehold estate created by this Lease, provided, Tenant shall have no
claim against City for the value of any unexpired Term of this Lease: In addition, Tenant shall
retain any Award made specifically to Tenant for Tenant's relocation expenses or the interruption
of or damage to Tenant's business or damage to Tenant's Personal Property.
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14.4 Temporary Takings. Notwithstanding anything to contrary in this Section, if a
Taking occurs with respect to all or any part of the Premises for a limited period of time not in
excess of three hundred sixty-five (365) consecutive days, this Lease shall remain unaffected
thereby, and Tenant shall continue to pay Rent and to perform all of the terms, conditions and
covenants of this Lease. In the event of such temporary Taking, Tenant shall be entitled 1o
receive that portion of any Award representing compensation for the use or occupancy of the
Premises during the Term up to the total Rent owing by Tenant for the period of the Taking, and
City shall be entitled to receive that portion of any Award attributable to the Percentage Rent
City would have received but for the Taking. City shall be entitled to receive a portion of the
Award related to its fee and leasehold interests in the Premises, including any loss of revenue.

15.  ASSIGNMENT AND SUBLETTING

15.1 Restriction on Assignment and Subleiting.

(a)  Tenant shall not directly or indirectly (including, without limitation, by
merger, acquisition or other transfer of any controlling interest in Tenant), voluntarily or by
operation of Law, sell, assign, encumber, pledge or otherwise transfer any part of its leasehold
estate hereunder (collectively, "Assignment"), or permit any portion of the Premises to be
occupied by anyone other than itself, its Agents, employees or Invitees, or sublet any portion of
. the Premises {collectively, "Sublease”), without City's prior written consent in each instance,
City shall not unreasonably withhold its consent to any such Transfer. In determining whether to
consent to a Transfer, City shall consider the proposed tenant’s financial ability, mining
experience, ability to comply with all of the contracting provisions set forth in this Lease, as well
as any other matters permitted by Applicable Law. Tenant understands and agrees that the City
is relying on Tenant’s financial ability and mining experience in granting this Lease. Any
Transfer without City’s prior consent shall be voidable at the option of City in its sole discretion -
and the General Manager shall have the right to immediately terminate this Lease by sending
written notice to Tenant.

(b)___Tenant agrees and understands that the intent and purpose of this Lease is
to allow for use of the Property as provided in the Basic Lease Information, and not for the
purpose of creating an investment in property. Any Transfer of this Lease, including but not to
any Transfer to an Affiliate of Tenant, shall be subject to the payment of a transfer fee in the
amount of Two Million Dollars ($2,000,000), as adjusted by Index on the date of the proposed
Transfer as compared to Index on the Commencement Date (the “Transfer Fee™), and City may
condition any consent to such a Transfer on the receipt of the Transfer Fee. The parties agree
that the Transfer Fee is not a penalty, is a material part of the consideration for this Lease, and
Landiord would not enter into this Lease without the Transfer Fee.
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() Any dissolution. merger, consolidation or other reorganizationt of Tenant,
or the sale or other transfer of a controlling percentage of the stock or ownership interest of
Tenant, or the sale of fifty percent (50%) or more of the value of the assets of Tenant, shall be
deemed a Transfer for purposes of this Lease. The phrase “controlling percentage” shall mean
the ownership of, and the right to vote, stock or ownership interests constituting at least fifty
percent (50%) of the total combined voting power of all classes of stock or ownership interests
that are outstanding. Any such sale, transfer or other conveyance shall be considered on a
cumulative basis, such that multiple transactions shall result in a “Transfer” if and when the fifty
percent (50%) threshold is met when compared to the stock or ownership interests of Tenant on
the Commencement Date. Tenant shall notify City within thirty (30) days following the transfer
of any stock in Tenant, or any reorganization or alteration in ownership interests in Tenant. This _
provision shall be read broadly in a manner so as to prevent Tenant’s owners from attempting to
transfer ownership or control of the corporation without the payment of the Transfer Fee,

15.2 Permitted Transactions. Notwithstanding anything in Section 15.1 to the
contrary, Tenant shall be entitled to Sublease portions of the Premises for nonquarrying activities
such as vineyard and/or orchard use, as permitted by or contemplated by the Approved Plans and
Permits provided that City’s consent shall be obtained thereto, which consent shall not be
unreasonably withheld. City shall be entitled to any profit received by Tenant in connection with
such subleasing provided, however, that in determining such profits, Tenant shall be able to
recoup any reasonable third party expenditures it has incurred with respect to such Sublease.

15.3 Notice of Proposed Transfer. If Tenant desires to enter into an Assignment or a
Sublease, including but not limited to any transfer for which Landlord’s consent is not required
hereunder, then Tenant shall give written notice (a "Notice of Proposed Transfer”) to City of its
intention to do so. The Notice of Proposed Transfer shall identify the transferee and state the
terms and conditions under which Tenant is willing to enter into such proposed Assignment or
Sublease, including a copy of the proposed Assignment or Sublease agreement. Tenant shall
provide City with financial statements for the proposed transferee, a statement of the proposed
transferee’s relevant experience, and such additional information regarding the Proposed
Transfer as City may reasonably request.

154 City's Response. Within twenty (20) business days after City's receipt of the
Notice of Proposed Transfer and any such additional information requested by City (the
"Response Period™), City shall, by written notice, inform Tenant whether or not it is willing to
consent to the Proposed Transfer. If City consents to the Proposed Transfer, then Tenant shall be
entitled for a period of ninety (90) days to enter into such Assignment or Sublease with the party
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identified in the Notice of Proposed Transfer and on the terms and conditions set forth therein
and upon payment of the Transfer Fee.

Notwithstanding the foregoing. if any Event of Default or Unmatured Event of Default by
Tenant is outstanding hereunder at the time of Tenant’s Notice of Proposed Transfer, then City
may elect not to respond to Tenant’s Notice and may pursue any rights or remedies it may have
hereunder or at Law or in equity.

155 Effect of Transfer. No Sublease or Assignment by Tenant nor any consent by
City thereto shall relieve Tenant, of any obligation to be performed by Tenant under this Lease,
Any Sublease or Assignment that is not in compliance with this Article shall, at City's option in
its sole discretion, be void and, at City's option, shall constitute a material Event of Default by
Tenant under this Lease. The acceptance of any Rent or other payments by City from a proposed
Transferee shall not constitute consent to such Sublease or Assignment by City or a recognition
of any Transferee, or a waiver by City of any failure of Tenant to comply with this Article.

15.6 Assumption by Transferee. Each Transferee shall assume all obligations of
Tenant under this Lease and shall be and remain liable jointly and severally with Tenant for the
payment of Rent, and for the performance of all of the terms, covenants and conditions to be
performed by Tenant under this Lease. No Assignment shall be binding on City unless Tenant or
Transferee shall deliver to City a counterpart of the Assignment and an instrument in recordable
form that contains a covenant of assumption by such Transferee satisfactory in substance and
form to City, and consistent with the requirements of this Article. However, the failure or refusal .
of such Transferee to execute such instrument of assumption shall not release such Transferee
from its liability as set forth above. Tenant shall reimburse City on demand for any reasonable
costs that may be incurred by City in connection with any Proposed Transfer, including, without
limitation, the costs of making investigations as to the acceptability of the proposed Transferee
and legal costs incurred in connection with the granting of any requested consent.

15.7 Indemnity for Relocation Benefits. Without limiting Section 15.6, Tenant shall
cause any Transferee to expressly waive entitlement to any and all relocation assistance and
benefits in connection with this Lease. Tenant shall Indemnify City and the other Indemnified

Parties for any and all Losses arising out of any relocation assistance or benefits payable to any
Transferee.

16. DEFAULT; REMEDIES
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16.1 Events of Default. Any of the following shall consmute an event of default
("Event of Default"} by Tenant hereunder;

{a)  Rent. Any failure to pay any Rent or other sums as and when due, and the
continuation of such. failure for a period of five (5) days after the same is; provided, however, if
Tenant has failed twice in any twelve (12) month period to pay Rent or other sum as and when
due, no such five (5) day cure period shall thereafter be applicable;

{b)  Covenants, Conditions and Representations. Any failure to perform or
comply with any other covenant, condition or representation made under this Lease, including
without limitation the failure to obtain and maintain all requisite approvals and permits and the
failure to begin quarrying on or before the date set forth in Section 4.3 hereof, provided Tenant
shall have a period of fifteen (15) days from the date of written notice from City of such failure
within which to cure such default under this Lease, or, if such default is not capable of cure
within such 15-day period, Tenant shall have a reasonable period (not to exceed 120 days) to
complete such cure if Tenant promptly undertakes action to cure such default within such 15-day
period and thereafter diligently prosecutes the same to completion; provided, however, if Tenant
has failed to perform the same covenant, condition, or representation twice in any twelve (12)
month period, no such fifteen (15) days notice and cure period shall thereafter be applicable.

(¢)  Yacation or Abandonment. Any vacation or abandonment of the
Premises for more than fourteen (14) consecutive days; and

(d)  Bankruptey. The appointment of a receiver to take possession of all or
substantially all of the assets of Tenant, or an assignment by Tenant for the benefit of creditors,
or any action taken or suffered by Tenant under any insolvency, bankruptcy, reorganization,
moratorium or other debtor relief act or statute, whether now existing or hereafter amended or
enacted, if any such receiver, assignment or actlon is not released, discharged, dismissed or
vacated within sixty (60) days.

16.2 Remedies. Upon the occurrence of an Event of Default by Tenant, City shatl

have the followmg rights and remedies in addition to all other nghts and remednes available to
City at Law or in equity: '

(3)  Terminate Lease and Recover Damages. The rights and remedies
provided by California Civil Code Section 1951.2 (damages on termination for breach),
including, but not limited to, the right 1o terminate Tenant's right to possession of the Premises
ard to recover the worth at the time of award of the amount by which the unpaid Base Rent and
Additional Charges for the balance of the Term after the time of award exceeds the amount of
rental loss for the same period that Tenant proves could be reasonably avoided, as computed
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pursuant 10 subsection (b) of such Section 1951.2. City's efforts to mitigate the damages caused -
by Tenant's breach of this Lease shall not waive City's rights to recover damages upon
terminatton.

(b)  Continue Lease and Enforee Rights. The rights and remedies provided
by California Civil Code Section 1951.4 (continuation of lease after breach and abandonment),
which atlows City to continue this Lease in effect and to enforce all of its rights and remedies
under this Lease, including the right to recover Rent as it becomes due, for so long as City does
not terminate Tenant's right to possession. For purposes hereof, none of the following shall

" constitute a termination of Tenant's right of possession: acts of maintenance or preservation;
efforts to relet the Premises or the appointment of a receiver upon City's initiative to protect its
interest under this Lease; or withholding consent to an Assignment or Sublease, or terminating an  ~
Assignment or Sublease, if the withholding or termination does not violate the rights of Tenant
specified in subdivision (b) of California Civil Code Section 1951.4. If City exercises its remedy
under California Civil Code Section 1951.4, City may from time to time sublet the Premises or
any part thereof for such term or terms (which may extend beyond the Term) and at such rent and
upon such other terms as City in its sole discretion may deem advisable, with the right to make
alterations and repairs to the Premises. Upon each such subletting, Tenant shall be immediately -
liable for payment to City of, in addition to Base Rent and Additional Charges due hergunder. the
cost of such subletting and such alterations and repairs incurred by City and the amount, if any,
by which the Base Rent and Additional Charges owing hereunder for the period of such
subletting (to the extent such period does not exceed the Term) exceeds the amount to be paid as
Base Rent and Additional Charges for the Premises for such period pursuant to such subletting.

No action taken by City pursuant to this subsection shall be deemed a waiver of any default by
Tenant and, notwithstanding any such subletting without termination, City may at any time
thereafter elect to terminate this Lease for such previous default,

(<) Appointment of Receiver. The right to have a receiver appointed for
Tenant upon application by City to take possession of the Premises and to apply any rental

collected from the Premises and fo exercise all other rights and remedies granted to City pursuant
to this Lease.

16.3  City's Right to Cure Tenant's Defaults. If Tenant defaults in the performance
of any of its obligations under this Lease, then City may at any time thereafter with three (3) days
prior oral or written notice (except in the event of an emergency as determined by City), remedy
such Event of Default for Tenant's account and at Tenant's expense. Tenant shall pay to City, as
Additional Rent, promptly upon demand, all sums expended by City, or other costs, damages,
expenses or liabilities incurred by City, including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys' fees,
in remedying or attempting to remedy such Event of Default, Tenant's obligations under this
Section shall survive the termination of this Lease. Nothing herein shall imply any duty of City
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to do any act that Tenant is obligated to perform under any provision of this Lease, and City's
cure or atternpted cure of Tenant's Event of Default shall not constitute a waiver of Tenant's
Event of Default or any rights or remedies of City on account of such Event of Default.

17. WAIVER OF CLAIMS; INDEMNIFICATION

17.1  Waiver of Claims,

(a)  Tenant covenants and agrees that City shall not be responsible for or liable
to Tenant for, and, to the fullest extent allowed by Law, Tenant hereby waives all rights against
City and its Agents and releases City and its Agents from, any and all Losses, including, but not
limited to, incidental and consequential damages, relating to any injury, accident or death of any =~
person or loss or damage to any property, in or about the Premises from any cause whatsoever;
provided however, nothing herein shall relieve City from liability caused solely and directly by
the active negligence or willful misconduct of City or its Agents, but City shall not be liable
under any circumstances for any consequential, incidental or punitive damages.

(b)  Tenant expressly acknowledges and agrees that the Rent payable
hereunder does not take into account any potential liability of City for any consequential or
incidental damages including, but not limited to, lost profits arising out of disruption to the
Improvements or Tenant's uses hereunder. City would not be willing to enter into this Lease in
the absence of a complete waiver of liability for consequential or incidental damages due to the
acts or omissions of City or its Agents, and Tenant expressly assumes the risk with respect
thereto. Accordingly, without lmiting any indemnification obligations of Tenant or other
waivers contained in this Lease and as a material part of the consideration for this Lease, Tenant
fully RELEASES, WAIVES AND DISCHARGES forever any and all claims, demands, rights,
and causes of action against for consequential and incidental damages (including without
limitation, lost profits), and covenants niot to sue for such damages, City, its departments,
commissions, officers, directors and employees, and all persons acting by, through or under each
of them, arising out of this Lease or the uses authorized hereunder, including, without limitation,
any interference with uses conducted by Tenant pursuant to this Lease regardless of the cause,
and whether or not due to the negligence or gross negligence of City or its Agents.

-{¢) As part of Tenant's agreement to accept the Premises in its "As Is”
condition as provided herein; and without limiting such agreement and any other waiver
coutained herein, Tenant on behalf of itself and its successors and assigns, waives its right to
recover from, and forever releases and discharges, City and its Agents, and their respective heirs,
successors, administrators, personal representatives and assigns, from any and all Losses,
whether direct or indirect, known or unknown, foreseen and unforeseen, that may arise on
account of or in any way be connected with the physical or environmental condition of the
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Premises and any related improvements or any Laws or regulation applicable theretd or the
suitability of the Premises for Tenant's intended use.

(d) Inconnection with the foregoing releases, Tenant acknowledges that it is
familiar with Section 1542 of the California Civil Code, which reads:

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

Tenant acknowledges that the releases contained herein includes all known and
unknown, disclosed and undisclosed, and anticipated and unanticipated claims. Tenant realizes
and acknowledges that it has agreed upon this Lease in light of this realization and, being fully
aware of this situation, it nevertheless intends to waive the benefit of Civil Code Section 1542, or

any statute or other similar law now or later in effect. The releases contained herein shall survive -

any termination of this Lease,

17.2 Tenant's Indemnity. Tenant, on behalf of itself and its successors and assigns,
shall Indemmnify City and the other Indemnified Parties from and against any-and all Losses
incurred in connection with or arising directly or indirectly, in whole or in part, out of: (a) any
accident, injury to or death of a person, including, without limitation, Agents and Invitees of
Tenant, or loss of or damage to property (including, without limitation, the SFPUC Facilities)
howsoever or by whomsoever caused, occurring in, on or about the Premises or any other City
property; {(b) any default by Tenant in the observation or performance of any of the terms,
covenants or conditions of this Lease to be observed or performed on Tenant's part; (c) the use,
occupancy, conduct or management, or manner of use, occupaicy, conduct or management by
Tenant, its Agents or Invitees or any person or entity claiming through or under any of them, of
the Premises or any Improvements; {d) the condition of the Premises or any Improvements; (e}
any construction or other work undertaken by Tenant on or about the Premises or any
Improvements whether before or during the Term of this Lease; (f) any acts, omissions or
negligence of Tenant, its Agents or Invitees, or of any trespassers, in, on or about the Premises or
any Improvements; or (g) City’s issuance of this Lease to Tenant, including but not limited to
any third party lawsuit challenging the validity or effectiveness of this Lease; all regardless of the
active or passive negligence of, and regardless of whether liability without fault is imposed or
sought to be imposed on, the Indemnified Parties, except to the extent that such Indemnity is
void or otherwise unenforceable under applicable Law in effect on or validly retroactive to the
date of this Lease and further except only such Losses as are caused by the active negligence or
intentional wrongful acts or omissions of the Indemnified Parties. The foregoing Indemnity shall
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include, without limitation, reasonable fees of attorneys, consultants and experts and related costs
and City's costs of investigating any Loss. Tenant specifically acknowledges and agrees that it
has an immediate and independent obligation to defend City and the other Indemnified Parties
from any claim which actually or potentially falls within this indemmnity provision even if such
allegation is or may be groundless, fraudulent or false, which obligation arises at the time such
claim is tendered to Tenant by City and continues at all times thereafter. Tenant's obligations
under this Section shall survive the expiration or socner termination of the Lease,

18. INSURANCE

18.1 Tenant's Insurance. Tenant shall procure and maintain throughout the Term of
this Lease and pay the cost thereof the following insurance:

(a)  Property Insurance. Atall times Tenant shall, at its sole cost, keep the
Premises insured for the mutual benefit of City and Tenant against loss or damage by. such perils
as are included in the standard "All Risks Form" of property damage insurance, in amounts
sufficient to prevent City or Tenant from becoming a co-insurer within the terms of the
applicable policies, and, in any event, in an amount equal to 100% of the Full Insurable Value of
the Premises. :

(b)  Public Liability and Other Insurance. Tenant shall at all times, at its
cost, also maintain insurance for the mutual benefit of City and Tenant against:

{i) Claims for personal injury, including, without limitation, bodily
injury or property damage, occurring in or upon the Premises, the SFPUC Facilities or the
property adjoining the Premises, under a policy of general public liability insurance, with such
limits as may reasonably be required by City from time to time, but in any event not less than
Ten Million Dollars ($10,000,000) combined singie limit.

(i)  Worker's compensation insurance with employer's liability
insurance covering all persons employed by Tenant and with respect to whom death or bodily
injury claims could be asserted against City or Tenant, with limits of not less than $1,000,000
each accident.

(iif) Comprehensive automobile liability insurance with limits not less
than $1,000,000 each occurrence combined single limit for bodily injury and property damage,
including owned and non-owned and hired vehicles, if Tenant uses automobiles in connection
with its use of the Premises.
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(©) Insurance to be Provided by Contractors in Connection With
Improvements. In the event Tenant engages any contractors to perform Improvements to the
Premises, Tenant shall require such contractors to provide evidence of commaercial generat
liability insurance and comprehensive all-risk builders insurance for the benefit of Tenant and
Landlord and which shall at all times be in full force and effect during the course of any
construction on the Premises. Such insurance shall provide not less than $2,0600,000 of
combined single limit public liability insurance, Each such contractor shall also provide
evidence of wotker’s compensation insurance, with employer’s liability insurance, covering all
persons employed by such contractor at the Premises.

18.2 General Requirements. All insurance provided for under this Lease shall be
effected under valid enforceable policies issued by insurers of recogmzcd responsibility and
. reasonably approved by City.

[y

(a)  Should any of the insurance required to be provided by Tenant be provided
under a claims-made form, Tenant shall maintain such coverage continuously throughout the
term hereof and, without lapse, for a pgribd of three (3) years beyond the expiration or
termination of this Lease, to the effect that, should occurrences during the Term give rise to

claims made after expiration or termination of this Lease, such claims shall be covered by such
claims-made policies.

(b)  Should any of the insurance required to be provided by Tenant be provided
under a form of coverage that includes a general annual aggregate limit or provides that claims
investigation or legal defense costs be inctuded in such general annual aggregate limit, such
general aggregate limit shall double the occurrence or claims limits specified above.

(¢) All liability insurance policies provided by Tenant shall be endorsed to
provide the following;

() Name Tenant as the insured and the City and County of
San Francisco, its officers, agents and employees, as additional insured, as their re5pectwe
interests may appear hereunder.

(ii)  That such policies are primary insurance to any other insurance
available to the additional insureds, with respect to any claims arising out of this Lease, and that
insurance applies separately to each insured against whom claim is made or suit is brought. Such
policies shall also provide for severability of interests and that an act or omission of one of the
named insureds which would void or otherwise reduce coverage shall not reduce or void the
coverage as to any insured, and shall afford coverage for all claims based on acts, omissions,
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injury or damage which occurred or arose {or the onset of which occurred or arose) in whole or in
part during the policy period.

(iti)  All policies shall be endorsed to provide thirty (30) days' advance
written notice to City of cancellation, non-renewal ot reduction in coverage, mailed to the
address(es) for City set forth in the Basic Lease Information.

18.3 Proof of Insurance. Tenant ghall deliver to City certificates of insurance in form
and with insurers satisfactory to City, evidencing the coverages required hereunder, on or before
the Commencement Date, together with complete copies of the policies promptly upon City's
request, and Tenant shall provide City with certificates or policies thereafter at least thirty (30)
days before the expiration dates of expiring policies. In the event Tenant shall fail to procure
such insurance, or to deliver such policies or certificates, City may, at its option, after giving
Tenant ten (10) days prior notice, procure the same for the account of Tenant, and the cost
thereof shall be paid to City within five (5) days after delivery to Tenant of bills therefor.

18.4 Review of Insurance Requirements. Tenant and City shall periodically review
the limits and types of insurance carried pursuant to this Section. If the general commercial
practice in the City and County of San Francisco is to carry liability insurance in an amount or
coverage materially greater than the amount or coverage then being carried by Tenant with
respect to risks comparable to those associated with the Premises, then, at City's option, Tenant
shall increase at its sole cost the amounts or coverages carried by Tenant to conform to such
general commercial practice.

18.5 No Limitation on Indemnities. Tenant's compliance with the provisions of this
Section shall in no way relieve or decrease Tenant's indemnification obligations hereunder, or
any of Tenant's other obligations or liabilities under this Lease.

18.6 Lapse of Insurance. Notwithstanding anything 1o the contrary in this Lease, City
may elect, in City’s sole and absolute discretion, to terminate this Lease upon the lapse of any
required insurance coverage by written notice to Tenant, provided Tenant has been given written
notice of such lapse by city, and Tenant has failed within ten (10) business days thereafter to
cause such insurance o be reinstated if such insurance is then commercially available.

18.7 Tenant's Personal Property. Tenant shall be responsible, at its expense, for
separately insuring Tenant's Personal Property.

18.8 City's Self Insurance. Tenant acknowledges that City has no insurance

obligations hereunder, and City shall not be required to carry any insurance with respeet to the
Premises or otherwise.
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18.9 Waiver of Subrogation. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained
herein, to the extent permitted by their respective policies of insurance, City and Tenant each
hereby waive any right of recovery against the other party and against any other party
maintaining a policy of insurance covering the Premises and their contents, or any portion
thereof, for any loss or damage experienced by such other party with respect to the Premises or
any partion thereof or the contents of the same or any operation therein. whether or not such loss
is caused by the fault or negligence of such other party. If any policy of insurance relating to the
Premises carried by Tenant does not permit the foregoing waiver or if the coverage under any
such policy would be invalidated due to such waiver, Tenant shall obtain, if possible, from the
insurer under such policy a waiver of all rights of subrogation the insurer might have against City
or any other party maintaining a policy of insurance covering the same loss, in connection thh
any claim, loss or damage covered by such pohcy

19. ACCESSBY CITY

.19.1 Access to Premises by City.

(a)  General Access. City reserves for itself and its designated Agents, the
right to enter the Premises and any portion thereof at all reasonable times, for any of the
following purposes:

(i) To determine whether the Premises are in good condition and to
inspect the Premises (including, without limitation, soil borings or other Hazardous Matenal
Investigations);

(i)  To determine whether Tenant is in compliance with its obligations
hereunder and to cure or attempt to cure any such default in accordance with the provisions of
Section 16.3 hereof;

(iii)  To serve, post or keep posted any niotices required or allowed
under any of the provisions of this Lease;

4

{iv)  To do any maintenance or repairs to the Premises that City has the
right or the obligation, if any, to perform hereunder upon delivery of not less than five (5) days
prior written notice; and

(v}  Toshow it to any prospective purchasers, brokers, Encumbrancers
or public officials, or, during the last year of the Term of this Lease, exhibiting the Premises to
prospective tenants or other occupants, and to post any "for sale” or "for lease" signs in
connection therewith upon delivery of not less than five (5) days prior writien notice.
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{b) Emerpency Access. In the event of any emergency, as determined by
City, City may, at its sole option and without notice, enter the Premises and alter or remove any
Improvements or Tenant's Personal Property on or about the Premises, if such alteration or
removal is necessary to appropriately respond to the emergency. City shall have the right to use
any and all means City considers appropriate to gain access to any portion of the Premises in an
emergency. In such case, City shall not be responsible for any damage or injury to any property,
to the extent City has not acted unreasonably in light of the circumstances, and any such
emergency entry shall not be deemed to be a forcible or unlawful entry onto or a detainer of, the
Premises, or an eviction, actual or constructive, of Tenant from the Premises or any portion
thereof.

() No L;ablhg Unless City shall have behaved umeasonably in light of the
cxrcumstances, City shall not be liable, and Tenant hereby waives any claims, for any
inconvenience, disturbance, loss of business, nuisance or other damage arising out of City's entry
onto the Premises in accordance with this Section 19.

(d) No Abatement. Tenant shall not be entitled to any abatement in Rent if
City exercises any rights reserved in this Section.

)] Minimize Disruption. City shall use its reasonable good faith efforts to
conduct any activities on the Premises allowed under this Section in a manner that, to the extent
practicable, will.minimize any disruption to Tenant's use hereunder,

19.2 Pipeline and Utility Installations. Without limiting Section 19.1 above, but
provided the same does not result in any material disruption to Tenant’s use hereunder, City shall -
have the right at all times, to enter upon the Premises upon forty eight (48) hours advance written
or oral notice (except in cases of emergency as determined by City), to use, install, construct.
repair, maintain, operate, replace, inspect, and remove SFPUC Facilities or any other public
utility facilities. City shall bear the expense of any such activities, unless the need is occasioned
by the acts, omissions or negligence of Tenant, its Agents or Invitees. City shall not be
responsible for any temporary loss or disruption of Tenant's use of the Premises occasioned by
any such facility installations or other activities.

19.3 Roadways. City and its Agents shall have the right to enter upon and pass
through and across the Premises on any existing or future roadways and as City otherwise
determines necessary or appropriate for purposes of maintaining or using the SFPUC Facilities,
provided that City shall use its reasonable good faith efforts to use such roadways in a manner
that will, to the extent practicable, minimize any disruption to Tenant's use hereunder.
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20.° ESTOPPEL CERTIFICATES

Either Party hereto shall, from time to time during the Term upon not less than twenty
(20) days' prior written notice from the other Party, execute, acknowledge and deliver to the
other Party, or such persons or entities designated by such other Party, a statement in writing
certifying: (a) the Commencement Date and Expiration Date of this Lease, (b) that this Lease is
unmodified and in full force and effect (or, if there have been modifications, that the Lease is in
full force and effect as modified and stating the modifications), (c) that there are no defaults
under this Lease (or if so, specifying the same), (d) the dates, if any, to which the Rent has been
paid, and (e) any other information that may be reasonably required by any such persons or
entities, Any such certificate-delivered pursuant to the provisions hereof may be relied upon by
the other Party or any praspective purchaser or Encumbrancer of its estate.

21. SURRENDER

21.1  Surrender of the Premises. Upon the Expiration Date or any earlier termination
of this Lease pursuant hereto, Tenant shall surrender to City the Premises in the condition )
contemplated hereunder following the removal of all gravel and rock products in accordance with

the Approved Plans and Permits, and otherwise in good condition, order and repair, free from
" debris and hazards, and free and clear of all liens, easements and other Encumbrances created or
suffered by, through or under Tenant. On or before the Expiration Date or any earlier
termination hereof, Tenant shall, at its sole cost, remove any and all of Tenant's Personal’
Property from the Premises and demolish and remove any and all Improvements and Alterations
constructed or permitted to be constructed by Tenant on the Premises (except for any
Improvements or Alterations that City agrees are to remain part of the Premises pursuant to the
provisions of Section 8.2 above). In addition, Tenant shall, at its sole expense, repair any
damage to the Premises resulting from the remaval of any such items aud restore the Premises to -
their condition immediately prior to such removal. In connection therewith, Tenant shall obtain
any and all necessary permits and approvals, including, without limitation, any environmentat
permits, and execute any manifests or other documents necessary to complete the demolition,
removal or restoration work required hereunder, Tenant's obligations under this Section shall
survive the Expiration Date or other termination of this Lease. Any items of Ténant's Personal
Property remaining on or about the Premises after the Expiration Date of this Lease may, at
City's option, be deemed abandoned and in such case City may dispose of such property in

accordance with Section 1980 gt seq. of the California Civil Code ot in any other manner
allowed by Law.

[f Tenant fails to surrender the Premises to City on the Expiration Date or earlier
termination of the Term as required by this Section, Tenant shall Indemnify City against all
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Losses resulting therefrom, including, without limitation, Losses incurred by a succeeding tenant

.resulting from Tenant's failure to surrender the Premises.

21.2  Automatic Reversion. Upon the Expiration Date or earlier termination of this
Lease, the Premises shall automatically, and without further act or conveyance on the part of
Tenant or City, become the property of City, free and clear of all liens and Encumbrances and
without payment therefor by City and shall be surrendered to City upon such date. Upon or at
any time after the date of termination of this Lease, if requested by City, Tenant shall prompily
deliver to City, without charge, a quitclaim deed to the Premises suitable for recordation and any
other instrument reasonably requested by City to evidence or otherwise effect the termination of
Tenant's leasehold estate hereunder and to effect such transfer or vesting of title to the Premises
or any permitted Improvements or Alterations that City agrees are to remam part of the Premises
pursuant to the provisions of Section 8.2 above.

21.3  Termination Without Further Notice, This Lease shall terminate without
further notice on the Expiration Date.

22.  HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

22.1 No Hazardous Materials. Tenant covenants and agrees that neither Tenant nor
any of its Agents or Invitees shall cause or permit any Hazardous Material to be brought upon,
kept, used, stored, generated or disposed of in, on or about the Premises or any Improvements,
except for fuel and petroleum products used in connection with setvicing vehicles, machinery,
and other equipment located on the Premises. Tenant shall immediately notify City if and when
Tenant learns or has reason to believe there has been any Release of Hazardous Material in, onor -
about the Premises or any Improvements. City inay from time to time request Tenant to provide
adequate information for City to determine that any Hazardous Material permitted hereunder is
being handled in compliance with all applicable Environmental Laws, and Tenant shall promptly
provide all such information. . Tenant shall promptly deliver to City copies of any reports
relating to the existence or absence of any Hazardous Material on or about the Premises, but shall
not deliver copies of any such reports 1o any other person or entity without City's prior written
approval. Tenant shall keep all test results and reports strictly confidential, and shail indemnify
City from any and all Claims resulting from Tenant’s failure to keep any information strictly
confidential; provided, Tenant shall not be liable if and to the extent Tenant is required to
disclose such information pursuant to a court order or by applicable Law, Without limiting
Section 19 hereof, City and its Agents shall have the right to inspect the Premises for Hazardous
Material and compliance with the provisions hereof at all reasonable times upon reasonable
advance oral or written notice to Tenant (except in the event of an emergency). City shall be
responsible for all Remediation and Claims related to Hazardous Materials located on or under
the Premises on or prior to the Commencement Date hereof to the extent not caused by Tenant or
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its Agents. City may, or may not, decide to remediate any such Hazardous Materials. In the
event City decides not to remediate and Tenant cannot mine the Premises as a result thereof,
Tenant may terminate this Lease without liability therefor.

222 Tenant's Enviropmental Indemnity. If Tenant breaches any of its obligations
contained in Section 22.1 above, or, if any act or omission or negligence of Tenant or any of its
Agents or Invitees results in any Release of Hazardous Material in, on, under or about the
Premises (including any Improvements thereon) or any other City property, without limiting
Tenant's general Indemnity contained in Section 17.2 above, Tenant, on behalf of itself and its
successors and assigns, shall Indemnify City and the Indemnified Parties, and each of them, from
and against all Hazardous Materials Claims arising during or after the Term of this Lease and
relating to such Release. The foregoing Indemmity includes, without limitation, all costs
associated with the Investigation and Remediation of Hazardous Material and with the
restoration of the Premises or any other City property to its prior condition including, without
limitation, fines and penalties imposed by regulatory agencies, natural resource damages and
losses, and revegetation of the Premises. Without limiting the foregoing, if Tenant or any of
Tenant's Agents or Invitees, causes or permits the Release of any Hazardous Materials in, on,
under or about the Premises or any other City property, Tenant shall, immediately, at no expense
to City, take any and all appropriate actions to return the Premises or other City property affected
thereby to the condition existing prior to such Release and otherwise Investigate and Remediate
the Release in accordance with all Environmental Laws. Tenant shall provide City with writien
notice of and afford City a full opportunity to participate in any discussions with governmental
regulatory agencies regarding any settlement agreement, cleanup cor abatement agreement,

consent decree, permit, approvals, or other compromise or proceeding involving Hazardous
Material. '

3

23. SECURITY DEPOSIT

23.1  Security Deposit. Tenant shall pay to City upon execution of this Lease the sum
specified for the security deposit in the Basic Lease Information as security for the faithful
performance of all terms, covenants and conditions of this Lease. Tenant agrees that City may
{but shall not be required to) apply the security deposit in whole or in part to remedy any damage
to the Premises or SFPUC Facilities cansed by Tenant, its Agents or [nvitees, or any failure of
Tenant to perform any other terms, covenants or conditions contained in this Lease, without
waiving any of City's other rights and remedies hereunder or at Law or in equity. Should City
use any portion of the security deposit to cure any Event of Default by Tenant hereunder, Tenant
shall immediately replenish the security deposit to the original amount, and Tenant's failure to do
so within five (5) days of City's notice shall constitute a material Event of Default under this
Lease. If the Base Rent is increased pursuant to any of the provisions of this Lease, Tenant shall
increase the amount of the security deposit accordingly. City's obligations with respect to the
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security deposit are solely that of debtor and not trustee. City shall not be required 10 keep the
security deposit separate from its general funds, and Tenant shall not be entitled to any interest
on such deposit.  The amount of the security deposit shall not be deemed to limit Tenant's
liability for the performance of any of its obligations under this Lease.

23.2 Performance Bond; Letter of Credit. In licu of the security deposit provided in
Section 23.1 above, Tenant may deliver to City (1) a valid surety bond in the sum equal to
amount specified, issued by a surety company acceptable to City's Controller in such form as
approved by the City Attorney of City or (ii) a "clean” (i.e. unconditional), irrevocable letter of
credit issued by a financial institution acceptable to the SFPUC General Manager and in form
approved by the City Attorney with an original term of no less than one year and automatic

extensions through the end of the Term of this Lease and thirty (30) days thereafter. Tenant shall -

keep such surety bond or letter of credit, at its expense, in full force and effect until the sixtieth
day after the Expiration Date or other termination hereof, to insure, the faithful performance by
Tenant of all of the covenants, terms and conditions of this Lease. Such bond or letter of credit
shall provide thirty (30) days’ prior written notice to City of cancellation or material change
thereof. In the event of any nonextension of the letter of credit or bond, Tenant shall replace
such security with another form permitted hereunder at least ten (10) days prior to expiration and
if Tenant fails to do so City shall be entitled to present its written demand for payment of the
entire face amount of such letter of credit or bond and to hold the funds so obtained as the
Security Deposit required hereunder. Any unused portion of the funds sv obtained by City shall
be returned to Tenant upon replacement of the letter of credit or deposit of cash security in the
full amount required hereunder. -

24. GENERAL PROVISIONS

24.1 Notices. Except as otherwise expressly provided in this Lease, any notice given
hereunder shall be effective only if in writing and given by delivering the notice in person, or by
sending it first-class matl or certified mail with a return receipt requested or reliable commercial
overnight courier, return receipt requested, with postage prepaid, to: (a) Tenant (i) at Tenant's
address set forth in the Basic Lease Information, if sent prior to Tenant's taking possession of the
Premises, or (i) at the Premises if sent on or subsequent to Tenant's taking possession of the
Premises, or (iil) at any place where Tenant or any Agent of Tenant may be found if sent
subsequent to Tenant's vacating, abandoning or surrendering the Premises; or (b) City at City's
address set forth in the Basic Lease Information; or (¢) to such other address as either City or
Tenant may designate as its new address for such purpose by notice given to the other in
accordance with the provisions of this Section at least ten (10) days prior to the effective date of
such change. Any notice hereunder shall be deemed to have been given two (2) days after the
date when it is mailed if sent by first-class or certified mail, one day after the date it is made if
sent by commercial overnight courier, or upon the date personal delivery is made, and any refusal
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by either Party to accept the attempted delivery of any notice, if such attempted delivery is in
compliance with this Section 24.1 and applicable Laws, shall be deemed receipt of such notice,
For convenience of the Parties, copies of notices may also be given by telefacsimile to the
telefacsimile number set forth in the Basic Lease Information or such other number as may be
provided from time to time; however, neither party may give official or binding notice by
telefacsimile. The effective time of a notice shall not be affected by the receipt, prior to receipt
of the original, of a telefacsimile copy of the notice.

24.2 No Implied Waiver. No failure by City to insist upon the strict petformance of
any obligation of Tenant under this Lease or to exercise any right, power or remedy arising out of
a breach thereof, irrespective of the length of time for which such failyre continues, no
acceptance of full or partial Rent or Additional Charges during the continuance of any such
breach, and no acceptance of possession of the Premises prior to the expiration of the Term by
any agent of City, shall constitute 4 waiver of such breach or of City’s right to demand strict
compliance with such term, covenant or condition or operate as a surrender of this Lease. No
express written waiver of any default or the performance of any provision hereof shall affect any
other default or performance, or cover any other period of time, other than the default,
performance or period of time specified in such express waiver. One or more written waivers of
a default or the performance of any provision-hereof shall not be deemed to be a waiver of a
subsequent default or performance. The consent of City given in any instance under the terms of
this Lease shall not relieve Tenant of any obligation to secure the consent of City in any other or
future instance under the terms of this Lease. -

.

24,3 Amendments. Neither this Lease nor any term or provisions hereof may be

changed, waived, discharged or terminated, except by a written instrument signed by the Parties
hereto.

24.4  Authority. If Tenant signs as a corporation, a partnership or a limited liability
company, each of the persons executing this Lease on behalf of Tenant does hereby covenant and
-warrant that Tenant is a duly authorized and existing entity, that Tenant has and is qualified to do
business in California, that Tenant has full right and authority to enter into this Lease, and that
each and all of the persons signing on behalf of Tenant are authorized to do so. Upon City's

request, Tenant shall provide City with evidence reasonably satisfactory to City confirming the
foregoing representations and warranties.

24.5 Joint and Several Obligatiens. The word "Tenant" as used herein shall include
the plural as well-as the singular. Ifthere is more than one Tenant, the obligations and liabilities
under this Lease imposed on Tenant shall be joint and several.
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24.6 Interpretation of Leage. The captions preceding the articles and sections of this
Lease and in the table of contents have been inserted for convenience of reference only and such
captions shall in no way define or limit the scope or intent of any provision of this Lease. This
Lease has been negotiated at arm's length-and between persons sophisticated and knowledgeable
in the matters dealt with herein and shall be interpreted to achieve the intents and purposes of the
Parties, without any presumption ‘against the party responsible for drafting any part of this Lease.
Provisions in this Lease relating to number of days shall be calendar days, unless otherwise
specified, provided that if the last day of any period to give notice, reply to a notice or to
‘undertake any other action occurs on a Saturday, Sunday or a bank or City holiday, then the last
day for undertaking the action or giving or replying to the notice shall be the next succeeding
business day. Use of the word "including” or similar words shall not be construed to limit any
general term, statement or other matter in this Lease, whether or not language of non-limitation,
such as "without limitation" or simtlar words, are used. Unless otherwise provided herein,
whenever the consent or approval of City is required to be obtained by Tenant hereunder, City
may give or withhold such consent or approval in its sole and absolute discretion. Any
decisions to be made by City hereunder as to approvals, consents, waivers and the like may be
made by the General Manager, and the General Manager has the full authority and power to bind
City in all such matters and in any additional matters that constitute ordinary property T
management decisions.

24,7 Successors and Assigns. Subject to the provisions of Article 15 hereof relating
to Assignment and Subletting, the terms, covenants and conditions contained in this Lease shall
bind and inure to the benefit of City and Tenant and, except as otherwise provided herein, their
personal representatives and successors and assigns; provided, however, that upon any sale.
assignment or traasfer by City (or by any subsequent landlord) of its interest in the Premises,
including any transfer by operation of Law, City {or any subsequent landlord) shall be relieved
from all subsequent obligations and liabilities arising under this Lease subsequent to such sale,
assignment or transfer, provided that, in each such case, the transferee expressly assumes, for the
benefit of Tenant, all of the obligations of Landlord hereunder.

24.8 Brokers. Neither party has had any contact or dealings regarding the leasing of
the Premises, or any communication in connection therewith, through any licensed real estate
broker or other person who could ¢laim a right to a commission or finder's fee in connection with
the lease contemplated herein except as identified in the Basic Lease Information, whose
commission, if any is due, shall be paid pursuant to a separate written agreement between such
broker and the party through which such broker contracted. In the event that any other broker or
finder perfects a claim for a commission or finder's fee based upon any such contact, dealings or
communication, the party through whom the broker or finder makes a claim shall be responsible
for such commission or fee and shall Indemnify the other party from any and all Losses incurred
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by the indemnified party in defending against the same. The provisions of this Section shall
survive the expiration or any sooner termination of this Lease.

24,9 Severability. If any provision of this Lease or the application thereof to any
person, entity or circumstance shall, to any extent, be invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of
this Lease, or the application of such provision to persons, entities or circumstances other than
those as to which it is invalid or unenforceable, shall not be affected thereby, and each other
‘provision of this Lease shall be valid and be enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by Law,

24.10 Governing Law. This Lease shall be construed and enforced in accordance with
the Laws of the State of California, -

24.11 Entire Agreement. This instrument (including the exhibits hereto, which are
made a part of this Lease) contains the entire agreement between the Parties and supersedes all
prior written or oral negotiations, discussions, understandings and agreements. The Parties
further intend that this Lease shall constitute the complete and exclusive statement of its terms
and that no extrinsic evidence whatsoever (including prior drafts of this Lease and any changes
therefrom) may be introduced in any judicial, administrative or other legal proceeding involving
this Lease. Tenant hereby acknowledges that neither City nor City's agents have made any
representations or warranties with respect to the Premises or this Lease except as expressly set
- forth herein, and no rights, easements or licenses are or shall be acquired by Tenant by
implication or otherwise unless expressly set forth herein,

*

24.12 Attorneys' Fees. In the event that either City or Tenant fails to perform any of its
obligations under this Lease or in the event a dispute arises concerning the meaning or
interpretation of any provision of this Lease, the defaulting party or the party not prevailing in
such dispute, as the case may be, shall pay any and all costs and expenses incurred by the other
party in enforcing or establishing its rights hereunder (whether or not such action is prosecuted to
judgment), including, without limitation, court costs and reasonable attorneys' fees. For purposes
of this Lease, reasonable fees of attorneys of City's Office of the City Attorney shall be based on
the fees regularly charged by private attorneys with the equivalent number of years of experience
in the subject matter area of the law for which the City Attorney's services were rendered who
practice in the City of San Francisco in law firms with approximately the same number of
attorneys as employed by the Office of the City Attorney.

24,13 Holding Over. Any holding over after the expiration of the Term with the
express consent of City shall be construed to automatically extend the Term of this Lease on a
month-to-month basis at a Base Rent and Percentage Rent/Royalty equal to one hundred fifty
percent (150%) of the Base Rent and Percentage Rent/Royalty payable by Tenant hereunder prior
to such expiration, together with an amount estimated by City for the monthly Additional
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Charges payable under this Lease, and shall otherwise be on the terms and conditions herein
specified so far as applicable (except for those pertaining to the Term, including any Extension
Options, or any other Tenant options hereunder). Any holding over without City's consent shall
constitute a default by Tenant and entitle City to exercise any or all of its remedies as provided
herein, notwithstanding that City may elect to accept one or more payments of Rent, and whether
or not such amounts are at the holdover rate specified above or the rate in effect at the end of the
Term of the Lease.

24,14 Time of Essence. Time is of the essence with respect to all provisions of this
Lease in which a definite time for performance is specified.

24.15 Cumulative Remedies. All rights and remedies of either party hereto set forth in
this Lease shall be cumulative, except as may otherwise be provided herein.

24.16 Survival of Indemnities. Termination of this Lease shall not affect the right of
either party to enforce any and all indemnities and representations and warranties given or made
to the other party under this Lease, nor shall it affect any provision of this Lease that expressly
states it shall survive termination hereof. Tenant specifically acknowledges and agrees that, with
respect to each of the indemnities contained in this Lease, Tenant has an immediate and
independent obligation to defend City and the other Indemnified Parties from any claim which
actually or potentiatly falls within the indemnity provision even if such allegation is or may be
groundless, fraudulent or false, which obligation arises at the time such claim is tendered to
Tenant by City and continues at all times thereafter.

*

24.17 Relationship of Parties. City is not, and none of the provisions in this Lease
shall be deemed to render City, a partnier in Tenant's business, or joint venturer or member in any
joint enterprise with Tenant. Neither party shall act as the agent of the other party in any respect -
hereunder, and neither party shall have any authority to commit or bind the other party without
such party's consent as provided herein. This Lease is not intended nor shall it be construed to
create any third party beneficiary rights in any third party, unless otherwise expressly provided.
The granting of this Lease by City does not constifute authorization or approval by City of any
activity conducted by Tenant on,.in or relating to the Premises.

24.18 Transfer by City. If City sells or otherwise transfers the Premises, City shall be
released from its obligations hereunder arising on or after the date of such sale or transfer and
Tenant shall look solely to the successor-in-interest to City. Upon a sale of the Premises by City,
Tenant shall attorn to the purchaser or transferee, such attornment to be effective and self-
operative without the execution of any further instruments on the part of the parties to this Lease.
This Lease shall not be deemed to constitute any commitment by City, or create any priority or
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right in favor of Tenant, with regard to any future sale or other dtsposxtlon of the Premrses or
any portion thereof.

24.19 Recording. Tenant agrees that it shall not record this Lease nor any memorandum
~ or short form hereof in the Official Records.

24.20 No Franchise Right. Nothing in this Lease shall be construed as granting or
creating any franchise rights in favor of Tenant pursuant to any federal, state or local laws,

24.21 Non-Liability of City Officials, Employees and Agents. No elective or
appointive board, commission, member, officer, employes or other agent of City shall be
personally liable to Tenant, its successors and assigns, in the event of any default or breach by
City or for any amount which may become due to Tenant, its successors and assigns, or for any
obligation of City under this Agreement. '

24.22 Nou-Discrimination in City Contracts and Benefits Ordinance.

(a)  Covenant Not to Discriminate. In the performance of this Lease, Tenant
covenants and agrees not to discriminate, on the basis of the fact or perception of a person's race,
color, creed, religion, national origin, ancestry, age, sex, sexual orientation, identity, domestic
partner status, marital status, disability, weight, height, or Acquired Immune Deficiency
Syndrome or HIV status (AIDS/HIV status) against any employee of, any City employze

working with, or applicant for employment with Tenant, in any of Tenant’s operations within the -

United States, or against any person seeking accommodations, advantages, facilities, privileges,

services, or membership in all busmess, social, or other establishments or organizations operated

by Tenant

{b)  Sublease and Other Subcontracts. Tenant shall include in all Subleases
and other contracts relating to the Premises a non-discrimination clause applicable 10 such
Subtenant or other contractor in substantially the form of subsection (a) above. In addition,
Tenant shall incorporate by reference in all subleases and other contracts the provisions of
Section 12B.2(2), 12B.2(C)-(C), and 12C.3 of the San Francisco Administrative Code and shall
require all subtenants and other contractors to comply with stich provisions. Tenant’s failure to
cormply with the abligations in this subsection shall constitute a material breach of this Lease.

(¢)  Non-Discrimination in Benefits. Tenant does not as of the date of this
Lease and will not during the Term, in any of its operations in San Francisco, the Premises, or
where work is being performed for the City elsewhere within the United States, discriminate in
the provision of bereavement leave, family medical leave, health benefits, membership or
membership discounts, moving expenses, pension and retirement benefits or travel benefits, as
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well as any benefits other than the benefits specified above, between employees with domestic
partners and employees with spouses, and/or between the domestic partners and spouses of such
employees, where the domestic partnership has been registered with a governmental entity
pursuant to state or local law authorizing such registration, subject to the conditions set forth in
Section 12B.2(b) of the San Francxsco Administrative Code.

(d) Cond;txog to Lease. As acondition to this Lease, Tenant shall execute
the “Chapter 12B Declaration: Nondiscrimination in Contracts and Benefits” form {Form HRC-
12B-101) with supporting documentation and secure the approval of the form by the
San Francisco Human nghts Commission.

(e) Incorgoratiﬂn of Adminigtrative Code Provisions by Reference. The
provisions of Chapters 12B and 12C of the San Francisco Administrative Code relating to non-
discrimination by parties contracting for the lease of City property are incorporated in this
Section by reference and made a part of this Agreement as though fully set forth herein. Tepant
shatl comply fully with and be bound by all of the provisions that apply to this Lease under such
Chapters of the Administrative Code, including but not limited to the remedies provided in such
Chapters. Without limiting the foregoing, Tenant understands that pursuant to Section 12B.2(h)
of the San Francisco Administrative Code, a penalty of $50 for each person for each calendar day
during which such person was discriminated against in violation of the provisions of this Lease
may be assessed against Tenant and/or deducted from any payment due Tenant.

2423 No Relocation Assistance; Waiver of Claims. Tenant acknowledges that it will .
not be a displaced person at the time this Lease is terminated or expires by its own terms, and
Tenant fully RELEASES, WAIVES, AND DISCHARGES forever any and all claims, demands, .
rights, and causes of action (including, without limitation, consequential and incidental damages)
against, and covenants not to sue, City, its departments, commissions, officers, directors and
employees, and all persons acting by, through or under each of them, under any Laws, including,
without limitation, any and all claims for relocation benefits or assistance from City under
federal or state relocation assistance laws (including, but not limited to, California Government

Code Section 7260 et seq.), except as otherwise specifically provided in this Lease with respect
to a Taking.

24.24 MacBride Principles - Northern Ireland. The City and County of
San Francisco urges companies doing business in Northern Ireland to move toward resolving
employment inequities and encourages them to abide by the MacBride Principles as expressed in
San Francisco Administrative Code Section 12G.1, et seq. The City and County of San
Francisco also urges San Francisco companies to do business with corporations that abide by the
MacBride Principles. Tenant acknowledges that it has read and understands the above statement
of the City and County of San Francisco conceming doing business in Northern Ireland.
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24.25 Conflicts of Interest. Tenant states that it is familiar with the provisions of
Section C8.105 and 8.106 of the San Francisco Charter and certifies that it knows of no facts
which would constitute a violation of such provisions. Tenant further certifies that it has made a
complete disclosure to the SFPUC of all facts bearing upon any possible interest, direct or
indirect, which Tenant believes any member of the SFPUC, or pther office or employee of the
City and County of San Francisco, presently has or will have in this Lease or in the performance
thereof. Willful fatlure to make such disclosure, if any, shall constitute a material default
hereunder.

24.26 Charter and Administrative Code Provisions. This Lease is governed by and
~ subject to the provisions of the Charter and Administrative Code of the City and County of San
Francisco. - :

24.27 Tropical Hardwood and Virgin Redwood Ban, The City urges companies not
to import, purchase, obtdin or use for any purpose, any tropical hardwood, tropical hardwood
wood product, virgin redwood, or virgin redwood wood product. Except as expressly permitted
by the application of Sections 121.3.b and 12[.4.b of the San Francisco Administrative Code,
Tenant shall not permit any construction with the use of tropical hardwoods; tropical hardwood
wood products, virgin redwood, or virgin redwood wood products. In the event Tenant fails to
comply in good faith with any of the provisions of Section 121 of the San Francisco
Admitnistrative Code, Tenant shall be liable for liquidated damages for each violation in any

amount equal to Tenant’s net profit on the contract, or five percent (5%) of the total amount of
- the contract dollars, whichever is greater,

24.28 Pesticide Ordinance. Tenant shall not cause or permit the application of
biocides, defoliants, chemical fertilizers, pesticides or other agrichemicals. Tenant shall comply
with the provisions of Section 39.9 of Chapter 39 of the San Francisco Administrative Code (the
“Pesticide Ordinance™) which (i) prohibit the use of certain pesticides on City property, (ii)
require the posting of certain notices and the maintenance of certain records regarding pesticide
usage and (iii) require Tenant to submit to the SFPUC an integrated pest management (“IPM™)
plan that (a) lists, to the extent reasonably possible, the types and estimated quantities of
pesticides that Tenant may need to apply to the Premises during the terms of this Lease, (b) .
describes the steps Tenant will take to meet the City’s IPM Policy described in Section 39.1 of
the Pesticide Ordinance, and (c) identifies, by name, title, address and telephone number, an
individual to act as the Tenant’s primary IPM contact person with the City. Nothing herein shall
prevent Tenant, through the SFPUC, from seeking a determination from the Commission on
the Environment that it is exempt from complying with certain portions of the Pesticide
Ordinance as provided in Section 39.8 thereof.
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24,29 E1C Forms,

(a)  Tenant shall provide EIC Forms to each Eligible Employee at each of the
following times: (i) within thirty (30) days following the date on which this Lease becomes
effective (unless Tenant has already provided such EIC Forms at least once during the calendar
year in which such effective date falls); (ii) promptly after any Eligible Employee is hired by
Tenant; and (¢) annually between January 1 and January 31 of each calendar year during the term
of this Lease.

(b)  Failure to comply with any requirement contained in subparagraph (a)
above shall constitute a material breach by Tenant of the terms of this Lease. If within thirty (30) .
days after Tenant receives written notice of such a breach, Tenant fails to cure such breach or, if
such breach cannot reasonably be cured within such period of thirty (30) days, Tenant fails to
commence efforts to cure within such period or thereafter fails to diligently pursue such cure to

completion, the City may pursue any rights or remedies available under this Lease or under
applicable law.

(c) Any Subcontract entered into by Tenant shall require the subcontractor to
comply, as to the subcontractor's Eligible Employees, with each of the terms of this Section.

(d)  Capitalized terms used in this Section and not defined in this Lease shall

have the meanings assigned to such terms in Section 120 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code.

24.30 No Tabacco Advertising. Tenant acknowledges and agrees that no advertising of .
cigarettes or tobacco products is allowed on any real property owned by or under the control of
the City, including the Premises. This prohibition includes the placement of the name of a
company producing, selling or distributing cigarettes or tobacco products or the name of any
cigarette or tobacco product in any promotion of any event or product. This prohibition does not
apply to any advertisement sponsored by a state, iocal or nonprofit entity designed to
communicate the health hazards of cigarettes and tobacco products or to encourage people not to
smoke or to stop smoking.

24.31 False Claims. Pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 6.57, any .
contractor who submits a false claim shall be liable to the City for three times the amount of
damages which the City sustains because of the false claim. A contractor who submits a false
claim shall also be liable to the City for the cost, including attorney’s fees, of a civil action
brought to recover any of those penalties or damages and may be liable to the City for a civil
penalty of up to $10,000 for each false claim. A contractor will be deemed to have submitted a
false claim to the City if the contractor: (a) knowingly presents or causes to be presented to any
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officer or employee of the City a false claim or request for payment or approval; (b) knowingly
makes, uses or causes to be made or used a false record or statement to get a false claim paid or
approved by the City,; (¢) conspires to defraud the City by getting a false claim allowed or paid
by the City; (d) knowingly makes, uses or causes 1o be made or used 2 false record or statement
to conceal, avoid or decrease an obligation to pay or transmit money or property to the City;

{e) is beneficiary of an inadvertent submission of a false claim to the City, subsequently
discovers the falsity of the claim, and fails to disclose the false claim to the City within a
reasonable time after discovery of then false claim.

24.32 Mitigation Measures. Tenant shall perform, at its sole cost, all of the mitigation
measures identified in the Approved Plans and Permits and any environmental documents or
instruments relating thereto, including but not limited to the CEQA findings adopted by the
SFPUC in connection with the Alameda County Watershed Management Plan, as they relate to
the Premises and Tenant’s mining and other activities hereunder. In addition and without
limiting the foregoing, Tenant shall perform the additional mitigation measures identified on
Exhibit D attached hereto. Without limiting the City’s rights and remedies under this Lease for
the failure to perform any mitigation measure, the City will monitor and enforce implementation
of the mitigation measures as appropriate and necessary.

24.33 Counterparts. This Lease may be executed in two or more counterparts, each of

which shall be deemed an original, but all of which taken together shall constitute one and the
same instrument.

NOTWITHSTANDING ANYTHING TO THE CONTRARY CONTAINED
IN THIS LEASE, TENANT ACKNOWLEDGES AND AGREES THAT NO OFFICER
OR EMPLOYEE OF CITY HAS AUTHORITY TO COMMIT CITY HERETO UNLESS
AND UNTIL A RESOLUTION OF CITY'S BOARD OF SUPERVISORS SHALL HAVE
BEEN DULY ENACTED APPROVING THIS LEASE AND AUTHORIZING THE
TRANSACTIONS CONTEMPLATED HEREBY, WHICH RESOLUTION SHALL
THEN BE DULY APPROVED BY THE CITY’S MAYOR. THEREFORE, ANY
OBLIGATIONS OR LIABILITIES OF CITY HEREUNDER ARE CONTINGENT UPON
ENACTMENT OF SUCH A RESOLUTION AND THE APPROVAL THEREOF BY THE
MAYOR, AND THIS LEASE SHALL BE NULL AND VOID UNLESS CITY'S MAYOR
AND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE THIS LEASE, IN THEIR '
RESPECTIVE SOLE AND ABSOLUTE DISCRETION, AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH
ALL APPLICABLE LAWS. APPROVAL OF THIS LEASE BY ANY DEPARTMENT,
COMMISSION OR AGENCY OF CITY SHALL NOT BE DEEMED TO IMPLY THAT
SUCH ORDINANCE WILL BE ENACTED, NOR WILL ANY SUCH APPROVAL
CREATE ANY BINDING OBLIGATIONS ON CITY.
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City and Tenant have executed this Lease as of the date first written above,

TENANT:

MISSION VALLEY ROCK COMPANY,
a California corporation

By: WQLQ«J d«g-;z/&:

Its: | /P

CITY:

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO,
a municipal corporation, acting by and through its
Public Utilities Commission

W\mw

GeneraliMa) Qger

Commercxal Land Manager

APPROVED BY

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

PURSUANT TO RESOLUTION NO. _©0 ~ OR30
ADOPTED Seplent, 6, 2000

Nl foy

Secretary 6/
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APPROVED BY BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS BY RESOLUTION
NO. /fooo =00 DATED _ -3¢0

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
LOUISE H. RENNE, City Attorney

o Cd

Dept,ﬁ/ City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A

Real Property Description

A portion of Parcel 65, Alameda County Lénds, in Sunol, as shown on San Francisco
Water Department Drawing No. C-1038-2, consisting of approximately 242 acres.
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EXHIBIT A-1

Diagram Showing Premises
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EXHIBIT A-2

_ Diagram Showing Location of Conveyor Belt
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EXHIBIT B

Sunol Valley Quarry Phasing Plan
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EXHIBIT C
Landscape and Recreation Plan

Landscape and Recreation Plan 1o be approved by the SFPUC and Alameda County and
generally in accordance with the following:

1. The landscape plans prepared by Gates and Associates under Project File “Cover. DWG”
and dated January 2000,

2. The Preliminary Sunol Landscape and Recreation Plan prepared by EDAW, Inc. and
dated June 23, 1999, as it relates to the Premises.
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EXHIBIT D

ADDITIONAL MITIGATION MEASURES

Tenant shall comply, at no cost to City, with all mitigation measures relative to all
activities of Tenant and its Agents under this Lease that are now or hereafter contained in: (i) the
Approved Plans and Permits, including but not limited to SMP-29 and $MP-32; (ii) the
environmental review documents relating to any of the Approved Plans and Permits: and (iii) any
Applicable Law.

‘ Without limiting the foregoing, Tenant recognizes and agrees that Tenant shall also
comply, at no cost ta the City; with the following additional mitigation measures

1. = Tenant shail follow U.S. Fish and Wildlife Survey protocol for the Alameda
whipsnake critical habitat designation. Pretocols for the protection of the Alameda whipsnake
have not yet been finalized. However, at a minimum, Tenant shall prepare pre-construction
surveys, and will involve walking paralle! transects 25 to 50 feet apart across the entire site, If
found, snakes shall be released into appropriate nearby habitat. The area of disturbance in any
mining operation within designated critical habitat will be enclosed in snake-proof fencing.

2. Tenant shall have surveys conducted by a qualified biologist, subject to the City’s
reasonable approval, within storage pit ponds and other basins that store water at proposed
mining and reclamation aress on an annual basis. Surveys will be completed for all life cycle
stages of the California red-legged frog (e.g. egp masses, tadpole, juveniles, adults) and
California tiger salamander. If no California red-legged frogs or California tiger salamanders are
detected during these surveys, then mining operations shall continue within the survey area. If
adult red-legged frogs or tadpoles or California tiger salamanders are found within specific
bodies of water undergoing mining or reclamation, mining and reclamation shall cease in the
specific pit or pond or other basins where the frogs and salamanders have been found. The frogs
or salamanders would immediately be moved passively, or captured and moved, to suitable
upstream sites by a biologist with the appropriate permits. Mining and reclamation may continue -
upon satisfactory completion of the work by the biologist.

3. Tenant shall maintain the area surrounding storage pit ponds and other basins that

store water clear of vegetation, except as expressly set forth to the contrary in the Approved
Plans and Permits.

4, Tenant shall implernent mitigation measure D-3, a-d of the Mission Valley Rock
Company Surface Mining Permit and Reclamation Plan SMP 32, Final Environmental Impact
Report, which avoids or minimizes impacts to wildlife. Mitigation measures b and c shall be

applied to proposed mining and reclamation operations south of 1-680 as well. These measures
include the following:

NASPCLPROMCSULLIVAWUCWMYRIMVRLSET.DOC ) VBN



a) Tenant shall incorporate revised landscaping and buffering plans to
include a hay/grain field over the majority of the buffer (approximately 100 acres), with the
possible exception of the {-680 frontage and the landscape berms and hillocks.

b) Tenant shall conduct winter and spring surveys to confirm or deny the
presence of California tiger salamanders and burrowing owls. If the species are present,
additional off-site habitat should be preserved and/or enhanced at a 1:1 ratio {1 acre preserved for
I acre developed). Oun-site habitat shall include the project setbacks with the exception of the
vineyard north of 1-680, Off-site habitat will be identified in coordination with the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and the SFPUC.

c} Tenant shall conduct preconstruction surveys for burrowing owls within
each module prior to each state of topsoil disturbance and overburden femoval to confirm or
deny the presence of the species. If present, the species may be moved through passive
relocation per approved CDFG procedures. This would include creating an artificial burrow
complex and closing off each pair’s den.
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTION NO. 00-0230

WHEREAS, The City and County of San Francisco owns certain real property
under the jurisdiction of the San Francisco Public Wtilities Commission in Alameda
County; and

WHEREAS, Mission Valley Rock Co., has requested to enterinto an agreement for
the operation and maintenance of a sand and gravel quarry; and

WHEREAS, Alameda County has completed environmental review for the
proposed quarry under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as detailed in
the findings appended hereto as Attachment A; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That this Commission makes and adopts the attached findings under
CEQA appended to this resolution as Attachment A; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby approves the terms and
conditions and authorizes the execution of that certain lease of approximately 242 acres
of land in Sunol, Alameda County, to Mission Valley Rock Company for the purpose of
the operation and maintenance of a quarry, incidental vineyard and orchard uses and
other contemplated uses, in addition to the use of a non-exclusive license under I-680
for ingress and egress purposes and for the transportation of quarried materials, as set
forth in the Lease; the Lease shall (a) commence on the date of final approval by the
Board of Supervisors and Mayer and expire on October 31, 2040, (b) include an annual
base rent of $100,000- per year for the first twenty (20) years, and (c) include a
percentage rent equal to 10.5% of the average sales price per ton charged by the
Tenant for sand and gravel, with adjustments to the percentage rate on the fifth (5™)
anniversary and every five (5) years thereafter; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the SFPUC approves this lease due to the revenue
benefits to the City's retail water rate payers and the additional water storage for the
SFPUC; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That all actions authorized by this resolution and
heretofore taken by any City official in connection with such Agreement are hereby
- ratified, approved and confirmed by this Commission; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the General Manager of Public Utilitles is hereby
authorized and directed to execute the Lease and perform all of the City’s obligations
thereunder, following approval by the Board of Supervisors and Mayor,

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Public Utilities

Commission at its meeting of

Secretary,Wublic Utilities Commission

2
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTION NO. 15-0264

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (“SFPUC”) staff developed a project
description for a new Watershed Center and improvements to the Sunol Corporation Yard, otherwise
known as Project No. CUW27701, Sunol Long Term Improvements Project ("Project"); and

WHEREAS, The purpose of the proposed Project is to construct a new Watershed Center and
other public interpretation and access improvements for the Sunol Watershed and to implement
upgrades to the Sunol Corporation Yard to improve operational efficiency; and

WHEREAS, A Preliminary Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Project was prepared and
published for public review on February 18, 2015; and .

WHEREAS, The Preliminary Mitigated Negative Declaration was available for public
comment until March 20, 2015; and

WHEREAS, On December 2, 2015, the Environmental Review Officer (“ERQ"), reviewed and
considered the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration and found that the contents of said report and the
procedures through which the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared, publicized, and
reviewed complied with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources Code
Sections 21000 et seq.) (CEQA), 14 California Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq. (the
“CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code (“Chapter 31”); and

WHEREAS, The ERO found the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration was adequate, accurate
and objective, reflected the independent analysis and judgment of the Planning Department, and that
the summary of comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Preliminary
Mitigated Negative Declaration, and certified the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Project
in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Department, is the custodian of records, located in
File No. 2008.0386E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California; and

WHEREAS, The Final Mitigated Negative Declaration, CEQA Findings (Attachment A), and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP”) (Attachment B) were made available to the
public and this Commission for this Commission’s review, consideration and action; and

WHEREAS, A portion of the proposed Watershed Center site and an area needed for Project
construction staging are located on SFPUC property that is currently leased to Mission Valley Rock
Co. (“MVR”) under SFPUC Lease #L.3931, for use as an agricultural/ noise/ air emissions buffer
provided around MVR’s existing quarry under Alameda County Surface Mining Permit 32, and
SFPUC staff and MVR are negotiating an amendment to the Lease (“Lease Amendment™), a draft of
which is on file with the Commission Secretary, pursuant to which the area needed for the Watershed
Center site would be permanently deleted from the leased premises and the area needed for
construction staging would be temporarily deleted from the leased premises; now, therefore, be it



RESOLVED, That the Commission has reviewed and considered the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration and the record as a whole, finds that the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration is adequate
for its use as the decision-making body for the Project, that there is no substantial evidence that the
Project will have a significant effect on the environment with the adoption of the mitigation measures
contained in the MMRP to avoid potentially significant environmental effects associated with the
Project and that the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the City's independent judgment and
analysis, and hereby adopts the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Commission hereby adopts the CEQA Findings and the
MMRP attached hereto as Exhibits A and B and incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this
reference thereto and commits to all required mitigation measures identified in the Final Mitigated
Negative Declaration and contained in the MMRP; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the SFPUC shall ensure implementation of all mitigation
measures identified in the MMRP either directly or via binding contractual mechanisms. The SFPUC
finds that the measures it is adopting can be carried out by the SFPUC at the designated time.and are
feasible at this time; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the General Manager or his designee is authorized to seek
Board of Supervisors' approval, if necessary, and, as applicable, obtain permits and approvals from
state and federal resource agencies; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby approves Project No. CUW27701,
Sunol Long Term Improvements Project, and authorizes staff to proceed with actions necessary to
implement the Project; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to negotiate and seek approval by the Board of Supervisors and Mayor of and, if approved,
to execute an amendment to SFPUC Lease #3931 to permanently delete from the leased premises the
area needed for the Watershed Center and temporarily delete from the leased premises the area needed
for Project construction staging uses, for compensation to MVR not to exceed the fair market rental
value of such deleted premises, estimated to be less than $50,000, and the reimbursement of certain
MVR expenses resulting from such lease amendment; and be it.

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to enter into any additions, amendments or other modifications to the Lease Amendment that
the General Manager, in consultation with the Real Estate Director and the City Attorney, determines
are in the best interests of the SFPUC and the City, do not materially decrease the benefits to the
SFPUC or the City and do not materially increase the obligations or liabilities of the SFPUC or the
City, such determination to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery of any such
additions, amendments or other modifications.

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

Mrnan. Klosd.

Secretary, Public Utilities Commission
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SAN FRANu1SCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Final Mitigated Negative Declaration

Date: February 18, 2015; amended on [Publication Date] (amendments to the
PMND are shown as follows: deletions in strikethreugh; additions in
, double underline)
Case No.: 2012.0054E _
Project Title: Sunol Long Term Improvements Project
Project Location: 505 Paloma Road, Sunol, CA
Parcel Nos.: 96-375-12-2; 96-375-14
Project Site Size: Approximately 51 acres including access and staging areas
Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Department
Staff Contact: Timothy Johnston — (415) 575-9035
' timothy.johnston@sfgov.org
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

- The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) proposes to implement the Sunol Long Term
Improvement (SLTT) Project (the “project”), which is comprised of two main elements: improvements to the

existing Sunol Corporation Yard (Sunol Yard) and development of a new interpretive center, to be named

“the Alameda Creek Watershed Center” (Watershed Center), in the vicinity of the Sunol Water Temple.

The proposed project site is located in a primarily rural setting, south of the Town of Sunol and west of the
State Route 84/Interstate 680 junction, in Alameda County, California. Adjoining the project site are gravel
quarry operations, the Sunol Water Temple and Agricultural Park, Alameda Creek, Arroyo de la Laguna,
SFPUC water supply facilities, and the Town of Sunol.

The project would be implemented at two areas within the SFPUC property located 505 Paloma Road, in
Sunol, CA. Upgrades to the approximately 8-acre Sunol Yard would occur in the northern portion of the
project site, while construction of the proposed Watershed Center would occur in an approximately 8-acre
area located in the southern portion of the site, in the vicinity of the Sunol Water Temple.

The project seeks to: (1) improve the existing Sunol Yard by replacing outdated and no longer serviceable
facilities with new structures in an updated facility layout in order to efficiently provide operations and
maintenance support to SFPUC operations in the East Bay area; and (2) enhance the use and educational
value of the Sunol Water Temple site through the establishment of an interpretive facility to provide
information and activities that allow visitors to learn about and further appreciate the Alameda Creek
Watershed, including its natural resources, history, and role in the SFPUC water system.

Construction activities at the Sunol Yard are proposed to begin in July 2016 and estimated to take
approximately 18 months to complete. Construction activities for the Watershed Center are proposed to
begin in December 2016 and also estimated to take approximately 18 months to complete. Project
construction activities would include site preparation, earthwork, demolition of select buildings at the Sunol
Yard, construction of new facilities, road work, and landscaping. To ensure public and traffic safety during
construction, access to the existing agricultural park for tours and events will require advance coordination
with the SFPUC and will involve periodic interruptions in access, and no public access will be provided to

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6408

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377




Final Mitigated Negative Declaration : CASE NO. 2012.0054E
505 Paloma Road, Sunol, CA

the Sunol Water Temple while project construction activities are ongoing at the Sunol Yard or the Watershed
Center. ’

FINDING:

This project could not have a significant effect on the environment. This finding is based upon the
criteria of the Guidelines of the State Secretary for Resources, Sections 15064 (Determining Significant
Effect), 15065 (Mandatory Findings of Significance), and 15070 (Decision to prepare a Negative
Declaration), and the following reasons as documented in the Initial Evaluation (Initial Study) for the
project, which is attached.

Mitigation measures are included in this project to avoid potentially significant effects. See Initial
Study Section E, Evaluation of Environmental Effects.

In the independent judgment of the Planning Department, there is no substantial evidence that
the project could have a significant effect on the environment.

DATE: 7)(’/' (WLO’ 2,, 2o/

Sarah B. Jones v
Environmental Review Officer

for

John Rahaim
Director of Planning



INITIAL STUDY

Sunol Long Term Improvements Project
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INITIAL STUDY

Sunol Long Term Improvements Project

Case No. 2012.0054E

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A1 Project Overview

The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) proposes to implement the Sunol Long
Term Improvements (SLTI) Project (the “project”), which comprises two main elements:
improvements to the existing Sunol Corporation Yard (Sunol Yard); and development of a new
interpretive center, the Alameda Creek Watershed Center (Watershed Center), in the vicinity of

the Sunol Water Temple.

The project site is in a rural setting, south of the Town of Sunol and west of the State Route
(SR) 84/Interstate (I-) 680 junction, in Alameda County, California (Figure 1). Adjoining the
project site are the Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park, a quarry operation, Alameda Creek,

and Arroyo de la Laguna.

A2 Project Background

The goals and concepts behind this project were initially developed and presented in the SFPUC
Alameda Watershed Management Plan (WMP),! and its associated programmatic Final
: Environmental Impact Report (EIR).2 As now detailed, the proposed project would be
implemented at two site areas connected by Temple Road. Upgrades to the approximately 8-acre
Sunol Yard would occur in the northern portion of the project site; construction of the proposed
Watershed Center would occur in an approximately 8-acre area in the southern portion of the

site, in the vicinity of the Sunol Water Temple (Figure 2).

1 SFPUC, 2001. Alameda Watershed Management Plan. April.
2 CCSF, 2000. Alameda Watershed Management Plan Final Environmental Impact Report. August.
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The Sunol Yard provides a central location for the SFPUC’s maintenance and support operations
in the East Bay Area. Yard facilities include an administration building, offices, storage sheds,
several service and repair shops,. covered and open-air storage areas, a potable water pump
station, a vehicle fueling island and fuel storage taﬁks, a staff residence, and miscellaneous
supporting structures. Because many of the existing facilities in the Sunol Yard are outdated and
have been determined by the SFPUC to be no longer serviceable, the project proposes the
upgrading or replacement of certain structures and facilities,.along with a revised facilities layout

to improve efficiency in operations.

A second elexﬁent of the project proposes the construction of a Watershed Center that would
house informational displays on the San Francisco water system, the history of the Sunol Valley,
and the ecological features of the Alameda Creek watershed. Access to the Watershed Center
would be offered to the general public and educational institutions. As part of the facility, the
project would creéte approximately 2 acres of native vegetation surrounding the Watershed
Center building. The area of native vegetation would include a “Watershed Discovery Trail” —a
meandering walk through a landscape reflecting the middle and upper reaches of the Alameda
Creek Watershed. Other parts of the project involve reopening a public picnic area, providing
pedestrian access to Alameda Creek, and performing landscape improvements around the Sunol

Water Temple.

A3 Project Purpose

The project has two elements, and the purpose of each element is as follows: 1) to improve the
existing Sunol Yard by replacing outdated and no longer serviceable facilities with new
structures in an updated facility layout, to efficiently provide operations and maintenance
support to SFPUC operations in the East Bay area; and 2) to enhance the use and educational
value of the Sunol Water Temple site through the establishment of an interpretive facility, which
will provide information and activities that allow visitors to learn about and further appreciate
the Alameda Creek Watershed, including its natural resources, history, and role in the SFPUC

water system.

The Sunol Yard element of the project has the following objectives:
e Improve workplace efficiency, safety, and security by reISIacing outdated facilities that no
longer meet SFPUC operational requirements with modem maintenance shops and

buildings that satisfy current building codes, including the California Building Standards
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Code (2013), SFPUC seismic reliability standards,® and the requirements of the
Occupational Safety and Health Administration and the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA).

Reduce environmental effects and enhance energy efficiency by designing and
constructing buildings that conform to California Title 24 energy usage standards, and
secure Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold certification for a
replacement administration building, consistent with San Francisco green building
requirements for municipal construction projects.

Revise the layout of the Sunol Corporation Yard to be more useable and efficient.

Repair the historic main gate, replace existing signage, and install shoulders along and

repave Temple Road.

The Watershed Center element of the project has the following objectives:

Develop indoor facilities and surrounding native vegetation communities that
communicate information regarding the natural resources of the Alameda Creek
Watershed and the role of the watershed in the SFPUC water system, as well as
providing water-wise and water-inspired learning opportunities.

Coordinate the interpretive center and new iandscape elements with the historic Sunol
Water Temple, and provide information on the history of the watershed, Sunol Valley,
and SFPUC operations.

Integrate the interpretive facility with the educational activities of the existing Sunbl
Water Temple Agricultural Park.

Provide public use opportunities at the new interpretive center, along with additional
recreational opportunities at a restored picnic area, including limited pedestrian access to
Alameda Creek.

Secure LEED Gold certification for the Watershed Center, in accordance with San

Francisco green building requirements for municipal construction projects, and ensure

- that project design and construction is consistent with the California Building Standards

Code (2013), SFPUC seismic reliability standards, and ADA requirements.

3 SFPUC, 2014. General Seismic Requirements for Design of New Facilities and Upgrade of Existing Facilities.
Revision 3, DOC No. WSIP/CSP-001-R2R3. June.
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A4 Project Components

The following subsections describe the proposed project elements. Construction of project
elements is subject to completion of environmental review, project approval, and acquisition of

permits, as well as the availability of final funding.

A.4.1  Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements

Due to loss of functionality and poor quality of construction, the buildings in the Sunol Yard
would be demolished and replaced by new structures, with the exception of three existing pre-
fabricated maintenance shops, the communications tower, and the Town of Sunol Pump Building

(depicted on Figure 3 and indicated in Table 1, below).

Proposed facilities at the Sunol Yard include four new shops (electrical and plumbing shop,
electronic maintenance technicians and radio shop, natural resources shop, and paint and blast
shop, including updated information technology and electrical systems); a replacement
administration building; a vehicle wash down area; and several covered storage structures. A
replacement backup power generator and diesel fuel storage tank would be installed. A
replacement outdoor lunch area for staff would also be provided. Two replacement underground
wastewater holding tanks would be installed, and existing underground fuel tanks would be
replaced with new aboveground fuel tanks at the relocated fueling station. Improvements would
include low-flow technology and fixtures to conserve water. A new natural gas filling and

possibly an electric vehicle charging station would be provided.

The Sunol Yard would be reconfigured to improve efficiency of operations, and buildings would
be arranged on a new street layout with areas for parking and landscaping. As a replacement for
the current open-air storage of maintenance vehicles and equipment, covered parking and
storage for SFPUC equipment would be constructed. Visitor parking would be provided on the
northern side of the Sunol Yard. Linear. landscape corridors are included in the site plan to
provide shade and facilitate rainwater infiltration. Additionally, storm drainage collection and
treatment features would be installed, consisting of infiltration trenches, catch basins, and swales.
Existing security fencing and gates that surround the Sunol Yard will be updated for improved

access control and security.
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Note: Facility number corresponds with facility number and type listed in Table 1.

Figure 3
Sunol Corporation Yard Existing Site Plan
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TABLE1
SUNOL CORPORATION YARD EXISTING FACILITIES

1 Staff Residence and Garage 1,800 Remove
2 Guest House 400 Remove
3 Office — Landscaping » 210 Remove
4 Modular Office Structures 1,500 Remove
5 Former Cottage (Abandoned) 1,697 Remove
6 Storage 105 Remove
7 Electrical Shed 165 Remove
8 Backup Power Generator ' NA Remove
9 Town of Sunol Pump Building 195 Retain
10 Offices — Natural Resources 1,150 Remove
11 Administration Building 2,115 Remove
12 Covered Vehicle Storage 6,200 Remove
13 Uncovered Vehicle Storage Areas 1,400 * Remove
14 Vehicle Equipment Maintenance and Repair Shbp, ' 2,438 (Shop) Remove
Carpenters Shop, and Day Room 813 (Day Roomy)
15 General Storage Shed 240 Remove
16 Purchase Warehouse and Corrosion Control Service 2,325 (Warehouse) Remove
Building 1,935 (Service Building)
17 Modular Building, Office/Day Room 240 A Remove
18 Storage and Painters Shop 670 Remove
19 Propane Tank NA Remove
20 Fueling Island and Underground Storage Tanks 0 Remove
21 Shop - Welding and Rolling 3,600 Retain
22 Shop - Automotive . 3,600 Retain
23 Shop — Building and Grounds and Carpentry 3,600 Retain
24 Communications Tower 0 Retain
25 Backup Power Generator and Diesel Tank ‘NA Remove
Note:
! Facility number corresponds with facility number and location depicted on Figure 3.
NA = Not applicable.
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The proposed reconfiguration of the Sunol Yard is depicted on Figure 4 and outlined in Table 2.
This project element would also include repair work on the historic main gate and the installation
of shoulders composed of resin pavement or like material along Temple Road; the shoulders
would also function as a pedestrian Walkway. The main gate is composed of columns with semi-
circular walls that frame the access to the Sunol Water Temple. Features including the existing
concrete pillars would be inspected and repaired consistent with the original design. The existing
wrought-iron fence and gate would be cleaned and repainted, or where necessary, components of
the fence would be replaced. The existing modern gate opener and hardware would be upgraded

to meet current security standards. Temple Road would be repaved as funding allows.

A.4.2 Development of Alameda Creek Watershed Center

The project proposes to construct a Watershed Center (approximately 13,000 square feet) in the
vicinity of the Sunol Water Temple (Figure5). A one-story structure would include an
interpretive display area, history alcoves, watershed discovery lab, community room, restrooms,

entry plaza, reception area, patio, and administrative offices. The-proposed-Watershed-Center site

- Educational activities would

extend to outdoor areas, with features such as a learning terrace, walking paths, and artificial bat
roosts constructed to incorporate native plant and wildlife species known to occur on the project

site and vicinity into the Watershed Center program. As part of the integration of Watershed
Center with the educational activities of the existing Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park, a

walking path, including pedestrian safety features such as striping, would link the two locations.

A new underground wastewater holding tank would be installed near the Watershed Center.
Low-flow technology and fixtures would be incorporated iﬁto the design to conserve water.
Existing fencing would be relocated to the northern edge of the project site; additional low-height
perimeter fencing would be installed at the Watershed Center where needed for the safe use of
the area by visitors, including for the exclusion of visitors from the lower areas of the filter
-galleries. Additionall Vdeer fenci ould be_installed to protect landscaping while it i

becoming established.

The existing (but not currently in use) picnic area south of the Sunol Water Temple would be
improved and re-opened to the public. Improvements would include an ADA-compliant access
path and stairs, new picnic tables, and a play structure for children. These facilities would be

subject to ongoing monitoring and maintenance. The existing abandoned restroom facilities in
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the picnic area would be removed, and public restrooms would be available in the Watershed
Center. The existing barbed-wire-topped fencing at the picnic area would be replaced with a low-
height perimeter fence consistent with recreational uses. The fence would include a gate,

providing limited pedestrian access adjacent to Alameda Creek.

Note: Facility number corresponds with facility number and type listed in Table 2.

Figure 4
Sunol Corporation Yard Proposed Site Plan
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TABLE 2
SUNOL CORPORATION YARD PROPOSED AND RETAINED FACILITIES

Administration Building
2 Shop — Plumbing and Electrical 3,600
3 Shop — Electronic Maintenance Technicjans and Radio 3,600
4 Covered Material Storage 8,000
5 Large Equipment Covered Storage #1 8,000
6 Large Equipment Covered Storage #2 8,000
7and8 | Covered Storage and Natural Resources Shop 8,000

9 Transformer Pad NA
10 Aboveground Bio-Diesel and Gasoline Storage Tanks NA
11 Shade Canopy/Enclosure for Fuel Tanks NA
12 Backup Power Generator and Aboveground Diesel Storage Tank NA
13 Fuel Station NA
14 (Retained) Shop — Welding and Rolling ' 3,700
15 Shop — Paint and Blast 4,500
16 (Retained) Shop,— Automotive 3,700
17 (Retained) Shop — Building and Grounds and Carpentry 4,100
18 (Retained) Town of Sunol Pump Building 200
19 Natural Gas Storage Tank NA
20 Natural Gas Fueling Appliance NA
21 Wash Rack Area NA
22 (Retained) Communications Tower NA
23 | Underground Wastewater Holding Tanks NA

Notes:

1 Pacility number corresponds with facility number and location depicted on Figure 4.

2 All proposed buildings will be one story.

NA = Not applicable.
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Figure 5
Alameda Creek Watershed Center Proposed Site Plan

To enhance the viewshed at the Sunol Water Temple and along Temple Road, the paved area
directly in front of the temple would be replaced with a landscaped forecourt that includes a
visitor drop-off area, and an inoperable wheelchair lift on the temple would be removed and
replaced with a functioning, ADA-compliant wheelchair lift on the south side of the temple. An
existing dirt parking area (approximately 15 parking spaces) and an abandoned concrete pad
would also be removed from the.foreground to the Temple; a replacement parking area would be
located south of the Watershed Center (approximately 30 parking spaces and three bus spaces),
along with a small short term parking area along the Watershed Center access road
(approximately 5 parking spaces) and bicycle racks. Also, the existing pavement immediately

around the temple would be replaced and would match the circular shape of the temple.
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As part of project planning activities, several locations in Sunol Valley were considered as
candidate sites for the proposed Watershed Center.4 The location at the Sunol Water Temple was
determined by the SFPUC to be the only site capable of feasibly achieving all project objectives
(see Section A.3, Project Purpose) and presented the least potential for project impacts as
compared to other potential areas onsite. The proposed location was identified as having a
reduced flood risk and would allow compliance with the requirements of the San Francisco
Floodplain Management Ordinance (see Section E.15, Hydrology and Water Quality, and Figure
15, FEMA Flood Hazard Area Map); would minimize the need for imported fill (see Section E.15,
Hydrology and Water Quality); would minimize impacts to agricultural lands (see Section E.18,
Agriculture and Forest Recourses); would allow for a design that avoids impacts to a viewshed
in an eligible historic district (see Section E.4, Cultural and Paleontological Resources); and
would provide a safe traffic and pedestrian environment for users of the Watershed Center,

including children (see Section E.5, Transportation and Circulation).

A43 Lighting

Lighting systems and controls would be designed to meet the State of California Title 24 Energy
Efficiency fequirements, and illumination levels would be consistent with recommendations of
the Illumination Engireering Society Lighting Handbook. Lighting for outdoor facilities would
be designed to minimize glare and light pollution in adjacent areas and would include building-
and pole-mounted cutoff luminaires. Outdoor lighting in landscaped areas and areas visible to
the public would be coordinated with the pfoject’ s architects. Selection of lighting fixtures would
occur during final design. Emergency illumination and egress lighting would be provided in all

appropriate spaces, as required by the California Building Standards Code.

Ad4 Ancillary Components

Additional components include extension of utilities such as water, natural gas, and
communications from the Sunol Yard to the new Watershed Center. The conduits would be
buried in éhallow trenches at depths of no more than 6 feet below ground surface (bgs) along the
eastern side of Temple Road. An electrical transmission line would be extended underground

from the existing power pole adjacent to the Sunol Pump Station to the Watershed Center. As

4 SFPUC, 2015. Site Screening Analysis Memorandum. January.
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discussed above, replacement fencing, deer fencing, and/or extensions to existing fencing

surrounding the new facilities are also proposed at project locations, as necessary.

A.5 Construction Activities and Schedule

Estimated construction activities for the Sunol Yard and the Watershed Center are outlined in
Tables 3 and 4. The estimated schedules include a period of overlap where construction would

occur at both sites concurrently.

Construction activities at the Sunol Yard are estimated to take approximately 18 months to

complete.

TABLE 3
ESTIMATED SUNOL CORPORATION YARD CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE

Mobilization Equipment mobilization July — August 2016

Site Preparation Tree removal/Clearing/Set-up of August — September 2016
staging areas

Grading/Earthwork Excavation September 2016

Construction of Administration Grading/Excavation/Laying of September 2016 — August

Building foundation/Construction 2017

Construction of Shops Grading/Excavation/Laying of November 2016 — August

foundation/Construction

=

Primary Demolition Activities Removal of selected existing facilities August — December 2017

Construction of Fueling Area Grading/Laying of September — November 2017
foundation/Construction

Installation of Generator and Grading/Laying of . ‘ ember 2017 — a

Transformer foundation/Construction 2018

Construction of Large Storage Grading/Laying of ‘ September — November 2017

Areas foundation/Construction

Construction of Covered Grading/Laying of October — November 2017

Material Storage foundation/Construction

Road Work Grading/Paving December 2017

Landscaping, Repair of Main Planting, Repair December 2017 —January

Gate 2018

Note:

This is an approximated schedule outline that is subject to completion of environmental review, project
approval, and detailed design, as well as advertisement, receipt of bids, and award. Changes inthe -
proposed schedule are possible.
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Construction activities for the Watershed Center are estimated to take approximately 18 months

to complete.

: TABLE 4 :
ESTIMATED ALAMEDA CREEK WATERSHED CENTER CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE

Mobilization Construction equipment mobilization | December 2016 — January 2017

Site Preparation Clearing/Set-up of staging areas anuary — February 2017

Grading/Earthwork Excavation February — March 2017

Construction of Watershed Grading/Excavation/Laying of March 2017 — March 2018

Center Structure foundation/Construction

Interpretive Display Installation | Installation of exhibits March — June 2018

Updating Picnic Area Grading/Installation of ramp and March — April 2018
equipment

Road Work | Grading/Paving March 2018

Landscaping Planting March — June 2018

Note:

This is an approximated schedule outline that is subject to completion of environmental review, project
approval, and detailed design, as well as advertisement, receipt of bids, and award. Changes in the
proposed schedule are possible.

The project applicant, SFPUC, will coordinate with Caltrans for any project with overlapping
construction schedules. A Traffic Contro] Plan goula be developed by SEPUC or its contractor.

o traffic restrictions or detours would affect state highwavs as a result of the project.

A.5.1 Facilities

Facilities construction would generally involve three types of construction activities: site

preparation, excavation, and building construction.

Site Preparation

Site preparation would involve demolition and removal of existing structures and fuel tanks, tree
removal, clearing, minor leveling, and grading where necessary. A temporary fueling area would
e _installed for use by SFPUC operations _staff while permanent replacement fuel tanks ar
completed (see ion A.5.4 ion ing Areas). Removal of existing structures at the
Sunol Yard would produce an estimated 2,000 cubic yards of demolished building materials.

Materials would be disposed of or recycled, consistent with applicable regulations, at appropriate
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facilities accessed via I-680. Any hazardous materials, including asbestos, encountered during
demolition would be contained, transported, and disposed of in accordance with applicable laws

and regulations. The SFPUC would conduct additional soil sampling prior to construction to

further characterize soil conditions.

Excavation

Excavation of the building foundations would be accomplished by backhoe or excavator. The
depth of the excavations would vary depending on facility height and site conditions, but would
generally not exceed 5 feet below the current ground surface, except at the locations of the
existing underground fuel storage tanks and existing and proposed wastewater holding tanks,
where excavation work may range to 15 feet below grade. Estimated cut and fill quantities for the
Sunol Yard and the Watershed Center are provided in Tables 5 and 6, respectively. Shallow

trenches necessary for utility conduits would be excavated by backhoe or trencher.

TABLE 5
SUNOL CORPORATION YARD ESTIMATED CUT AND FILL QUANTITIES

Imported material 7,000

Excavated material 20,000

Excavated material to be reused at Sunol Yard 6,000

Surplus excavated materials 14,000

Portion for offsite disposal 4,000

Excavated material to be reused at Watershed Center 10,000
TABLE 6

ALAMEDA CREEK WATERSHED CENTER ESTIMATED CUT AND FILL QUANTITIES

Excavated material (reused onsite) ) 500
Imported material (i.e., reused) from Sunol Yard 10,000

Building Construction

Generally, buildings would use steel structural framing atop reinforced concrete foundations. All

buildings would be designed in accordance with the California Building Standards Code (2013)
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and the SFPUC seismic reliability standards.’ The proposed Administration Building at the Sunol
Yard and the Watershed Center would be designed to achieve LEED Gold Certification
addressing sustainable sites, water efficiency, energy and atmosphere, materials and resources,
and indoor environmental 'quality. Therefore, the stormwater systems for both the Sunol Yard
Administration Building and the Watershed Center would be designed to achieve the LEED
556.2 credit. The SFPUC also intends to construct all proposed buildings at the Sunol Yard
outside of the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)-estimated floodway associated
with inundation caused by the 1-Percent Annual Chance Flood (also referred to as the 100-year
flood event) and above the floodplain associated with the 1-Percent Annual Chance Flood. The
Watershed Center is proposed to be located outside of the FEMA-estimated floodway and above

the floodplain subject to inundation by the 1-Percent Annual Chance Flood.

A.5.2 Fencing

Replacement, maintenance, and installation of fencing and/or deer fencing would be completed
at the Sunol Yard, the Watershed Center and associated picnic area, filter galleries, and Temple

Road, in addition to the relocation of an existing fence to the edge of the proposed Watershed

Center site. The deer fencing would be open box wire style fencing, approximately 8 feet in
height.

A.5.3 Landscaping

Landscaping would be an essential component of this project. Landscaping proposed for the
Sunol Yard would include mostly native and/or climate-appropriate planting materials with
massing of deciduous trees to create shade cover and reduce heat island effect. At the Watershed
Center, a forecourt of drought tolerant lawn or landscaping would serve as a formal point of
arrival as well as a recreational space. As with the Sunol Yard, drought-resistant native plantings
and shade areag are planned for the Watershed Center. As discussed above, a Watershed
Discovery Trail is proposed as part of the Watershed Center. Energy and water conservation

practices would be incorporated into landscape design.

5 SFPUC, 2014. General Seismic Requirements for Design of New Facilities and Upgrade of Existing Facilities.
Revision 3, DOC No. WSIP/CSP 001 R2R3. June.
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A.5.4 Construction Staging Areas

Staging would occur at each project site, with a-supplementary staging areas in the southwestern

quadrant of the project location~# (an area that is currently used as a materials storage area)

and/or in the northwestern and/or northeastern parts of the project site (areas just south of the
main gate that are currently an abandoned orchard and passive agricultural land, respectively,
see Figure 2). Staging areas would be used by the construction contractors and SEPUC operations

Astaff when temporarily relocated during project construction activities in the Sunol Yard. These
staging and fer-storage areas would contain ef-construction and operations-related equipment
and materials, such as eenstruetion-trailers and vehicles-materialsand-small-quantities-of fuels
and-lubricants. A temporary fueling area consisting of two approximately 1,000-gallon above-
ground tanks containing biodiesel or gasoline will be located in one of the staging areas at least
100 feet away from wetlands and top of creek banks; the fueling area will include secondary
containment, along with spill prevention, control, and countermeasure plan and related

materials. The construction staging areas, which may require minor leveling, could also be used
for the stockpiling of excavated soil for reuse. Once a staging area is no longer needed, it would

be restored to its previous condition.

A.5.5 Construction Equipment

Project construction would include grading, excavations, and erection of building structures
within the project limit of work area (see Figure 2). Construction equipment would include
standard dump trucks, flatbed trucks, watering trucks, concrete mixers, bulldozers, backhoes,
excavators, front-end loaders, compactor/rollers, sawcutting machines, forklifts, cranes, a Baker-
type water storage tank and dewatering systems, and other equipment as needed. Most types of
equipment would only be needed for certain phases of the construction activities. A temporary
150-kilowatt generator would be used for intermittent peak demands during construction. If
needed, portable lighting would be used; lights would be pointed down at the construction site

(away from nearby properties).

A.5.6 Construction and Public Access

Public roadways or unpaved service roads on SFPUC land would provide the primary access
routes to the project sites. Project construction workers would park in a number of permanent

and temporary onsite parking areas at the project site, or in construction staging areas. There
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would be no worker parking along public rights-of-way (ROWs). The Sunol Yard would remain

in operation during construction.

To ensure public-and traffic safety during construction, access to the existing agricultural park for
tours and events would require advance coordination with the SFPUC, and would involve
periodic interruptions in access; no public access would be provided to the Sunol Water Temple

while project construction activities are ongoing at the Sunol Yard or the Watershed Center.

A.5.7 Construction Workforce and Construction Hours

The number of construction workers on site would vary based on construction activity. Tables 7
and 8 estimate the number of construction workers by activity at the Sunol Yard and the

Watershed Center, réspectively.

TABLE 7
SUNOL CORPORATION YARD ESTIMATED NUMBER OF CONSTRUCTION WORKERS

Administration buijlding 12 18

Shops 10 15
Demolition of existing facilities 8 14
Construction of fuel tank site 5 8
Installation of generator and transformer 5 8
Storage areas 7 10
Landscaping/Paving 5 8
TABLE 8
ALAMEDA CREEK WATERSHED CENTER ESTIMATED NUMBER OF CONSTRUCTION
WORKERS

Building 10 14

Landscaping/Paving/Displays 10 14

Because construction would overlap at the Sunol Yard and Watershed Center, it is likely that
construction crews would be working at the sites simultaneously. Construction activities are

expected to occur Monday through Friday, from 7:00 am. to 7:00 p.m.; and on weekends from

Case No. 2012.0054E A-19 Sunol Long Term Improvements Project



8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Portable temporary lighting may be used during the course of construction

and would be directed downward to minimize light trespass to adjacent areas.

A.5.8 Standard Construction Measures

The SFPUC has established Standard Construction Measures to be included in all construction
contracts.5 The main objective of these measures is to avoid and reduce impacts on existing

resources to the extent feasible.

A goal of the proposed project is to integrate best management practices (BMPs) throughout
project development, to provide source control and water quality treatment of runoff from paved
and other developed areas prior to discharge into the swales and infiltration trenches that
percolate flows to groundwater and discharge into Alameda Creek and Arroyo de la Laguna.
Among other measures, the SFPUC would require that the contractor provide notification at least
. 14 days in advance to businesses, property owners, facility managers, and residents of adjacent
areas potentially affected by project construction, regarding the nature, extent, and duration of
construction activities. The measures also call for the contractor to implement avoidance
measures where necessary to protect special status biological resources, if present. In addition,
the contractor would prepare a Traffic Control Plan to minimize traffic impacts on streets affected

by construction of the project.

The Standard Construction Measures stipulate that all construction contractors must implement
construction stormwater BMPs. At a minimum, construction contractors would be required to
undertake the following measures, as applicable, to minimize adverse effects of construction
activities on water quality: erosion and sedimentation controls tailored to the site and project;
preservation of existing vegetation; installation of silt fences, use of wind erosion control (e.g.,
geotextile or plastic covers on stockpiled soil); and stabilization of site ingress/egress locations to
minimize erosion. Furthermore, if groundwater is encountered during any excavation activities,
the contractor shall ensure that water is discharged in compliance with all applicable standards

and requirements.

As discussed above in Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements, construction of the
proposed project would include demg!ition and removal of existing structures in the Sunol Yard.

6 PU 5. UC St Constructio egsures. Tul
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Consistent with SFPUC’s Standard Construction Measure for biological resources protection, bat

protection measures are incorporated in the demolition portion of the project to minimize the
potential for adverse effects of these activities on bat species that have been observed to be
roosting in three buildings located in the Sunol Yérd. Construction contractors engaged in
demolition would be accompanied by a qualified bat biologist, and be required to implement the
following steps, as_applicable, under the oversight of the biologist: bat exclusion shall be
conducted outside of the maternitv and winter torpor seasons and over the course of several days
allowing bats to safely exit the structures; one-wav doors on the known bat entrv/exit points shall
be installed at least several days prior to demolition: building wall/roof siding shall be carefully
removed after bats have emerged in the evening to forage; pre-demolition bat surhvegs shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist: and a qualified biologist shall be on site during initial stages
of demolition, until all bats are believed to have discontinued use of the Sunol Yard for roosting,
and available on call thereafter. For a more detailed discussion of bat species known to occur on
the project site, see Section E.13, Biological Resources.

A6 Operations and Maintenance

The SFPUC is responsible for the storage, quality control, and distribution of the area's drinking
water. The water supply system stretches from the Sierra Nevada to the City of San Francisco,
and features a complex series of reservoirs, tunnels, pipelines, and treatment systems. The Sunol
Valley occurs near the midf)oint of this system, which delivers millions of gallons of fresh water
to customers in Santa Clara, Alameda, San Francisco, and San Mateo Peninsula communities. The
Sunol Valley location is of major importance as the Sunol Yard functions as the operational

headquarters for SFPUC East Bay operations.

Sunol Yard activities center on the operations and maintenance of water supply lines. Carpentry,
plumbing, welding, painting and electrical work, engineering, and automoti%/e repair are regular
activities conducted in yard shop facilities. Sunol Yard also houses various materials and
equipment used to maintain the water system in the Sunol region. The majority of Sunol Yard
staff work in the field full time. These employees pick up vehicles, equipment, and materials at
the Sunol Yard, and then depart to work off site. Sunol Yard administrative staff is office-based,

and manages and supports the overall function of various SFPUC departments based in Sunol.

There would be little change in the operation and maintenance of improved project facilities at

the Sunol Yard. No additional staffing would be needed to operate and maintain the proposed
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facilities, although additional office staff are planned to use Sunol Yard following project
completion. Presently, approximately 47 staff use the Sunol Yard, an estimated 31 of whom work

full time in the field. Approximately 61 staff are planned to use the yard following completion.

The Watershed Center would be staffed with four employees. The site would be open to the general
public Monday through Friday, approximately from 9:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m., and it is proposed to be
open on the weekends and for periodic evening events; however, access to the Watershed Center
and associated picnic area would depend on future budget considerations. Access to the Watershed

Center would be available for educational uses and special events.

All buildings would require daily and weekly maintenance activities and general upkeep.

Landscaping would also need to be maintained.

A.7 Required Actions and Approvals

This Initial Study (IS)/Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is intended to provide the
environmental analysis necessary for the planning, development, approval, construction,
operations, and maintenance of the project. In addition to this IS/MND, the proposed project is
likely to require the following state and local agency actions and permits:

o State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB): National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Order 2009-0009-DWQ, “General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities”
(Construction General Permit).

e Encroachment permit from the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) (if
needed to accommodate repair work on the main gate, which is adjacent to SR 84).

o Compliance with Alameda County Environmental Health Underground Storage Tank

Program and Above Ground Storage Tanks protocol for hazardous materials.

Feo-loeate—theOne of the proposed project staging areas as well as a portion of the Watershed
Center would be located on SFPUC land currently leased by Mission Valley Rock Co

the-SEPUGC-weuld-alse-need-to-modify-its-existing-lease agreement would need to be modified to
accommodate these uses, to-returna-to-the SERUC the-use-of a-portion-of the-lease-area-that-is-neot

slated—for—futurequarrying: The proposed project would not likely require permits from the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers or the RWQCB under Sections 404 or 401 of the federal Clean

Water Act, because the project would not require the placement of material within jurisdictional

waters of the United States. Furthermore, no impacts on federally or state-listed species or habitat
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are anticipated (see Section E.13, Biological Resources, below). Therefore, the project is not likely
to require take authorization from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), National Marine
Fisheries Service, or the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).
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B. PROJECT SETTING

B.1 Regional and Local Setting

The project site is in the Sunol Valley in unincorporated Alameda County, west of I-680 and
south of SR 84, on Alameda watershed lands owned by the City and County of San Francisco
(CCSF) and managed by the SFPUC. The Alameda watershed is largely undeveloped, and
consists primarily of rolling grassland and scattered oak woodlands. Existing SFPUC facilities in
the Sunol Valley include water supply storage facilities (Calaveras and San Antonio Reservoirs);
numerous transmission facilities (including the Alameda Siphons, Coast Range and Irvington
Tunnels, Calaveras Pipeline, San Antonio Pipeline, and San Antonio Pump Station); and water
treatment facilities (Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant [SVWTP], Sunol Valley Chloramination

Facility, and a fluoride facility).

B.2 Other Projects in the Vicinity

Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects occurring in the vicinity of proposed
project site could result in cumulative impacts in combination with the SLTI project impacts.
These projects are as follows:

e Several projects involving the SFPUC (Alameda Creek Recapture Project, Alameda
Siphons Seismic Reliability Upgrade, New Irvington Tunnel, SVWTP Expansion and
Treated Water Reservoir, San Antonio Pump Station Upgrade, Various Pipeline
Inspection Projects, San Antonio Reservoir Hypolimnetic Oxygenation System, Calaveras
Dam Replacement, Geary Road Bridge Replacement, San Antonio Backup Pipeline
Project, and the Town of Sunol Fire Suppression Project)

e Several roadway and mfrastfucture improvement projects (SR 84 Safety Project, SR 84
Expressway Widening Project, I-680 High-Occupancy Vehicle Lane, Alameda Creek
Bridge Replacement Project, Pacific Gas and Electric Company Gas Pipeline Croésing,
Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project)

¢ Resource management plans and projects (Stream Management Master Plan
Improvements and Rubber Dam No. 1 and Bay Area Rapid Transit Weir Fish Passage
Project)

e An active mining operation adjoining the project site (SMP-32 Quarry Operations)
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Table 9 in Section E, Evaluation of Environmental Effects, describes the potential cumulative
projects in the project vicinity. The discussion of potential cumulative impacts is included in the

individual environmental issue area subsections in Section E.
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C. COMPATIBILITY WITH EXISTING ZONING AND PLANS

Applicable Not Applicable
Discuss any variances, special authorizations, or changes O X
proposed to the Planning Code or Zoning Map, if applicable.
Discuss any conflicts with any adopted plans and goals of the X U
City or Region, if applicable.
Discuss any approvals and/or permits from City departments X (|

other than the Planning Department or the Department of
Building Inspection, or from Regional, State, or Federal
Agencies.

No variances, special authorizations, or changes to the San Francisco Planning Code or Zoning
~ Map are proposed as part of this project; therefore, these issues are not applicable and are not

discussed further.

This section provides a general description of the land use plans and policies, and how they
apply to the project; and discusses potential inconsistencies between this project and the
applicable plans. Approvals and permits required for project implementation are provided in
Section A.7, Required Actions and Appmvals.. The focus of this section is on CCSF land use
plans and policies, the SFPUC’s plans and policies, and other regional and local plans that apply
to the project. The project site is in Alameda County, on property that is owned and managed by
the SFPUC. The SFPUC is an agency of CCSF, and therefore is under the jurisdiction of the City’s
charter and plans, where applicable. In addition, the SFPUC has aaopted plans specific to the
management of the agency’s water resources. The SFPUC is not legally bound by the land use
plans and policies of other jurisdictions; however, non-CCSF land use plans are discussed to the
extent that they provide general land use planning information for the jurisdiction in which the
project is located. This information is also relevant to the evaluation of project impacts with

respect to compatibility of a project with certain aspects of local land use plans and policies.

C.1 City and County of San Francisco Plans and Policies

The CCSF land use plans and policies ;elre primarily applicable to projects within the jurisdictional
boundaries of the City of San Francisco, although in some cases they may apply to projects
outside these boundaries. CCSF has authority (San Francisco Charter, Section 4.112) over the
management, use, and control of land it owns outside of the city, subject to the SFPUC’s exclusive

charge of the construction, management, use, and control of city water supplies and utilities (San
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Francisco Charter, Section 8B.121). Accordingly, CCSF considers its own plans and policies on its

extraterritorial lands, as applicable.

California Government Code Section53090 et seq. provides that-the SFPUC receive
intergovernmental immunity from the zoning and building laws of other cities and counties. The
SFPUC, however, seeks to work cooperatively with local jurisdictions where CCSF-owned
facilities are sited outside of San Francisco, to avoid conflicts with local land use plaris and
building and zoning codes. Also, the SFPUC is required under Government Code
Section 65402(b) to inform local governments of its plans to construct projects or acquire or
dispose of its extraterritorial property. Local governments have a 40-day review period to
determine projeét consistency with their general plans. Under this requirement, the cities” or

counties” determinations of consistency are advisory to the SFPUC, rather than binding.

C.1.1  San Francisco General Plan

The San Francisco General Plan,” as amended, sets forth the comprehensive long-term land use
and development policies for San Francisco. One of the basic goals of the San Francisco General
Plan is “coordination of the growth and development of the city with the growth and
development of adjoining cities and counties and of the San Francisco Bay Region.” The San
Francisco General Plan consists of ten issue-oriented plan elements: Air Quality; Arts; Commerce
and Industry; Community Facilities; Community Safety; Environmental Protection; Housing;
Recreation and Open Space; Transportation; and Urban Design. The elements that may be
relevant to the project are briefly described below.

e Air Quality Element. This element promotes the goal of clean air planning through
objectives and policies aimed at adhering to air quality regulations.

e Community Safety Element. This element addresses the potential for geologic,
structural, and nonstructural hazards to affect city-owned structures and critical
infrastructure. The goal of this element is to protect human life and property from
hazards.

¢ Environmental Protection Element. This element addresses the impact of urbanization
on the natural environment. The element promotes the protection of plant and animal life

and freshwater sources, and speaks to San Francisco’s responsibility to provide a

7 CCSF, 1988. San Francisco General Plan. As amended through 1996.
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permanent, clean water supply to meet present and future needs and to maintain an
adequate water distribution system.

® Recreation and Open Space Element. This element is composed of several sections, each
dealing with a certain aspect of the City's recreation and open space system, including
the Regional Open Space System, the Citywide Open Space System, the Shoreline, the
Neighborhoods, and Downtown.

e Urban Design Element. This element promotes the preservation of landmarks and
structures with notable historic, architectural, or aesthetic value, and seeks to balance

development with its natural environmental and visual features.

The San Francisco General Plan sets forth CCSF's comprehensive long-term land use policy, and
as such, is primarily applicable to projects within CCSF’s jurisdictional boundaries. The project,
which lies outside CCSF boundaries, consists of upgrading the existing Sunol Yard and picnic
area, and constructing a new Watershed Center. The project would result in long-term
improvement of the reliability of the water and power systems to meet customer needs; therefore,
‘the project would support the health and safety of the communities that are served by the SFPUC
utility systems. In addition, the project would adhere to air quality regulations and preserve the
integrify of existing historic structures. Therefore, the project would not conflict with the San

Francisco General Plan and its goals.

C.1.2 Accountable Planning Initiative

In November 1986, the voters of San Francisco approved Proposition M, the Accountable
Planning Initiative, which added Section101.1 to the City Planning Code to establish eight
priority planning policies to the San Francisco General Plan. The Priority Policies serve as the
basis upon which inconsistencies in the San Francisco General Plan are to be resolved. The eight
Priority Policies state that:
1. Neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced, and future opportunities
for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses be enhanced.
2. Housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected to preserve the cultural
and economic diversity of the neighborhoods.
3.  The City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.
4. Commuter traffic not impede the Muni transit service or overburden streets or

neighborhood parking. -
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5. Diverse economic base be maintained by protecting industrial and service sectors from
displacement by commercial office development, and future opportunities for resident
employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

6. The City achieve the greatest possible prep.aredness to protect against injury and loss of
life in an earthquake.

7. Landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

8. Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from

development.

Of the eight priority policies, only the sixth, seventh, and eighth (relating to earthquakes, historic
buildings, and parks and open space, respectively) would be relevant to the project. The
remaining five policies would not be relevant because the project would: 1) be constructed
outside of San Francisco; 2) be located away from San Francisco neighborhoods; 3) have no effect
on nor create the need for affordable housing; 4)not result in any increase in commuter
automobiles; and 5) not result in commercial office development. Priority policy 6 is aimed at
helping the City achieve the greatest possible preparation to protect against injury and loss of life
in the event of an earthquake. The project would help ensure the reliability of the City’s water
and power systems in the event of a major earthquake by improving the SFPUC’s ability to
maintain and repair its water and power system facilities rapidly and reliably, thus protecting
water and power availability during emergencies. With respect to priority policy 7, preservation
of landmarks and historic buildings, the project would not result in significant effects on
landmarks or historic buildings. Project construction activities could cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of the Sunol Water Temple and main gate, an eligible historic resource.
This would be a significant impact. However, mitigation has been incorporated to reduce this
impact to a less-than-significant level (see Section E.4, Cultural and Paleontological Resources).
The Watershed Center location was chosen specifically to avoid any impacts to views of the
Sunol Water Temple from Temple Road. Neither the single-story Watershed Center nor the
Watershed Discovery Trail would result a change in access to sunlight to the surrounding open
space areas. Additionally, improvements to the existing picnic area would not result in the
addition of any structures or features that would result in a change to access to sunlight or vistas.

Therefore, the project would not conflict with the Accountable Planning Initiative.
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C.1.3 San Francisco Sustainability Plan

Although the San Francisco Board of Supervisors endorsed the Sustainability Plan for the City of
San Francisco® in 1997, the board has not committed CCSF to perform the actions addressed in
the plan. The plan serves as a blueprint for sustainability, with many of its individual pfoposals
requiring further development and public comment. The plan’s underlying goals are to maintain
the physical resources and systems that support life in San Francisco, and to create a social
structure that will allow such maintenance. It is divided into 15 topic areas. Ten of these areas
address specific environmental issues: air quality; biodiversity; energy; climate change and ozone
depletion; food and agriculture; hazardous materials; human health; parks, open spaces, and
streetscapes; solid waste; transportation; and water and wastewater. Five of these areas are
broader in scope and cover many issues, including the economy and economic development;
environmental justice; municipal expenditures; public information and education; and risk
management. Under the topic of “water” are goals addressing water reuse, water quality, water
supply, groundwater supply, and infrastructure. Each topic area has a set of indicators that is to
be used over time to determine whether San Francisco is moving in a direction that supports

sustainability for that area.

The Sustainability Plan for the City of San Francisco was developed to address the city’s long-
term environmental sustainability. The project would not conflict with the goals of the plan,
because it would not result in increased water demand or use and would maintain the physical
resources and systems that support life in San Francisco. Furthermore, the Administration
Building at the Sunol Yard and the Watershed Center would be certified as LEED Gold, which
addresses sustainable sites; water efficiency; energy and atmosphere; materials and resources;

and indoor environmental quality.

C.1.4 San Francisco Floodplain Management Ordinance

The 2008 San Francisco Floodplain Management Ordinance, approved by San Francisco’s mayor
and Board of Supervisors as Chapter 2A, Article XX, Sections 2A.280 through 2A.285 of the City’s
Administrative Code, requires that new or substantially improved buildings in FEMA-identified
special flood hazard areas be protectéd against flood damage, and restricts uses that would

increase flood risks. In general, the ordinance requires that the first floor of buildings in flood

8 CCSF, 1997. The Sustainability Plan for the City of San Francisco. Department of the Environment.
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zones be constructed above the floodplain or be flood-proofed, and be consistent with applicable
federal and state floodplain management regulations. The ordinance applies to construction on

CCSF-owned properties outside the boundaries of San Francisco.?

The project does not propose the construction of buildings in the FEMA-identified floodway and -
all proposed buildings will be above the floodplain subject to inundation by the 1-Percent Annual
Chance Flood. Therefore, the project would be consistent with the 2008 San Francisco Floodplain

Management Ordinance.

C.2 SFPUC Plans and Policies
-C.21 SFPUC Strategic Sustainability Plan

The SFPUC’s 2011 Strategic Sustainability Plan provides a framework for planning, managing,
and evaluating SFPUC-wide performance that takes into account the long-term economic,
environmental, and social impacts of the SFPUC’s business activities. This plan consists of a
“Durable Section,” which contains goals, objectives, and performance indicators to implement
SFPUC’s vision and values. The goals and objectives are then used to drive the “Dynamic
Section” of the Sustainability Plan, which contains specific actions, targets, measures, and
budgeting. The SFPUC uses this document to evaluate its performance semiannually, to provide

an annual score card, and to help the SFPUC measure progress on an annual basis.??

The proposed project is a facility improvement project that would meet the SFPUC’s objective in

improving capital facilities.

C.2.2 Water Enterprise Environmental Stewardship Policy

Adopted in June 2006, the Water Enterprise Environmental Stewardship Policy established the
long-term management direction for CCSF-owned lands and natural resources affected by
operation of the SFPUC regional water system in the Tuolumne River, Alameda Creek, and
Peninsula watersheds.! It also addresses right-of-way (ROW) and properties in urban

surroundings under SFPUC management. The Environmental Stewardship Policy is integrated

® CCSF, 2010. San Francisco Floodplain Management Program Fact Sheet. CCSF Office of the City
Administrator. Revised January 29.

1 SFPUC, 2011. Strategic Sustainability Plan. March.
11 SFPUC, 2006. SFPUC Final Water Enterprise Environmental Stewardship Policy. June 27.
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into Water Enterprise planning and decision-making processes, and also directly implemented

through a number of efforts, including the Alameda WMP.

The project site is in the Alameda Creek watershed, and would be subject to Water Enterprise
Environmental Stewardship Policy provisions. The policy includes the following provisions:

¢ The SFPUC will proactively manage the watersheds under its responsibility in a
manner that maintains the integrity of the natural resources, restores habitats for native
species, and enhances ecosystem function.

e To the maximum extent practicable, the SFPUC will ensure that all operations of the
SFPUC water system (including water diversion, storage, and transport); construction
and maintenance of infrastructure; land management policies and practices; purchase
and sale of watershed lands; and lease agreements for watershed lands protect and
restore native species and the ecosystems that support them.

o The SFPUC will manage ROWs and properties in urban surroundirigs under its
management in a manner that protects and restores habitat value where available and
encourages community participation in decisions that significantly interrupt or alter

current land use in these parcels.

The project would result in construction of improvements to the existing Sunol Yard and
development of the Watershed Center. These activities have the potential to result in impacts to
natural resources; however, with implementation of mitigation measures identified in this
document, the project would not conflict with the underlying goals of the Water Enterprise
Environmental Stewardship Policy, including protection of local watersheds and natural

resources.

C.2.3 Alameda Watershed Management Plan

The Alameda Watershed encompasses 36,000 acres of CCSF-owned lands within the much larger
hydzrologic boundaries of the Alameda Creek watershed, including lands in the drainage areas of
San Antonio and Calaveras Reservoirs, as well as lands that drain to Alameda Creek in the Sunol
Valley. The SFPUC adopted the Alameda WMP? for the Alameda watershed to provide a policy

framework for the SFPUC to make decisions about activities that are appropriate on watershed

12 SFPUC, 2001. Alameda Watershed Management Plan. April.
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lands. The Alameda WMP provides goals, policies, and management actions that address
watershed activities and reflect the unique qualities of the watershed. The Alameda WMP is also
intended for use by the SFPUC as watershed management implementation guidelines. As part of
implémentation of the Alameda WMP, the SFPUC reviews all pléns, projects, and activities that
occur in the Alameda watershed for conformity with the WMP and for compliance with

environmental codes and regulations.

The project site is in an area categorized as a secondary watershed in the Alameda Creek WMP
area. The establishment of a Watershed Visitor Education Center is included in the WMP as
Action pub4, and conforms with WMP secondary goals of preservation and enhancement of the
ecological and cultural resources of the watershed. The project moves forward several activities
included in the WMP, including;:
e Action sunl0. Retain the existing Sunol maintenance facility as the base for East Bay
operations with specific facilities improvements.
e Action sunl2. Prepare a conceptual Landscape and Recreation Plan for the restoration
and public use of the Sunol Water Temple, its environs, and historic entry.
e Action sun13, Restore the historic entry to the Sunol Water Temple along Paloma Way.
e Action sunl4. Develop a public recreation area around the Sunol Water Temple,

including an interpretive center, a picnic area, and events area with small amphitheater.

The project also conforms with many WMP policies that preserve and protect cultural resources
and prohibit or restrict new activities and development:

e Policy CR1. Preserve where possible historic structures and features, and protect them
from deterioration, removal, demolition,'vandalism or severe alterations.

e Policy CR2. Provide the highest level of priority to the protection and preservation of
cultural resources eligible for or listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
of the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR).

e Policy CR5. Consult or coordinate with appropriate Native American organizations
regarding cultural resource preservation and protection, where applicable.

o Policy WAL Prohibit activities that are detrimental to watershed resources. Prohibited
activities are as follows:

-~ Use of septic systems on SFPUC lands.
e Policy WA?7. Limit the number of facilities requiring construction of new waste disposal

systems on SFPUC lands to those that are essential where possible.
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With regard to Policies CR1, CR2, and CR5, the project would preserve and protect the Sunol
Water Temple, the main gate, and related features, and would include Native American
consultation and coordination. With regard to Policies WA1J and WA?7, the project would include
replacement of existing wastewater holding tanks at the Sunol Yard and installation of new
wastewater holding tanks at the Watershed Center. Because these tanks would be pumped, and
wastewater would be transported for treatment at an offsite wastewater treatment plant, no
infiltration of wastewater would occur to the groundwater in the area. The project would be
consistent with the above-listed WMP Policies. Additionally, the project would be constructed at
an existing SFPUC facility that is managed in accordance with the Alameda WMP. The project
would be managed in a similar fashion, and would therefore not conflict with the Alameda

WMP.

C.24 Right-of-Way Integrated Vegetation Management Policy

In February 2007, the SFPUC adopted the Right-of-Way Integrated Vegetation Management
Policy®® to manage vegetation that poses a threat or hazard to the regional water system’s
operation, maintenance, and infrastructure throughout the SFPUC water distribution and
collection systems. The roots of large woody vegetation (vegetation) can damage transmission
pipelines by causing corrosion of the outer casements. Trees and other vegetation directly over or
adjacent to pipelines can also make repairs and emergency and annual maintenance difficult,
hazardous, and expensive, and can increase concerns for public safety. Fire danger in the SFPUC
ROWs is also a concern, because the SFPUC is required to comply with local fire ordinances,
which specify that existing vegetation be identified, reduced, and managed to prevent potential
disruption to fire protection services. Another objective of this policy is to reduce and eliminate,
to the degree practicaﬁle, the use of herbicides on Veget'atioﬁ in the ROWs. Specific elements of
the Right-of-Way Integrated Vegetation Management Policy address the management and
removal of vegetation (including trees), annual grasses, and weeds in the SFPUC ROWs, and the

management and removal of vegetation and trees on land leased or permitted by the SFPUC.

The existing Sunol Yard is currently managed in accordance with the policy, as would be the
improved Sunol Yard and Watershed Center. Therefore, the project would not conflict with the

Right-of-Way Integrated Vegetation Management Policy.

B SFPUC, 2007. Right-of-Way Integrated Vegetation Management Policy. February.
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C.3 Conservation Plans

The project is not in an area subject to a Conservation Plan. Therefore, there are no Conservation

Plans applicable to the project.

C.4 Local General Land Use Plans

The project is in Alameda County. State law (California Government Code Section 53090 et seq.)
mutually exempts cities and counties from complying with each other’s building and zoning
ordinances. The SFPUC, which is part of CCSF, is therefore exempt from éomplying with the
building and zoning ordinances of other cities and counties. This same state law also exempts
public utilities and special-purpose local agencies from complying with local building and
zoning ordinances when locating or constructing facilities for the production, generation, storage,
treatment, or transmission of water. Although the SFPUC is not legally bound to the land use
plans and policies of other jurisdictions, non-CCSF land use plans are discussed in this section
to the extent that they provide land use planning information for the jurisdictions in which the
project is located. In addition, this IS addresses aspects of compatibility with local land use
planning if the project would meet any of the following conditions.

» The project would conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., conflict with policies promoting bus turnouts or bicycle
racks), or would cause a substantial increase in transit demand that cannot be
accommodated by existing or proposed transit capacity or alternative travel modes
(analyzed in Section E.5, Transportation and Circulation).

e The project would expose people to or generate noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies (analyzed in Section E.6, Noise).

e The project is in an area covered by an airport land use plan (or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport), and would
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels (analyzed
in Section E.6, Noise).

o The project would conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance (analyzed in Section E.13,

Biological Resources).
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e The project would conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat conservation plan,
natural community conservation plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan (analyzed in Section E.13, Biological Resources).

o The project would result in the loss of availability of a Iocally irﬁportant mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan
(analyzed in Section E.17, Mineral and Energy Resources)

e The project would conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act

contract (analyzed in Section E.18, Agricultural and Forest Resources)

Determinations of project consistency with local general plans would be made by the pertinent
land use jurisdictions, following notification by the SFPUC pursuant to state law. The project
proposes improvements to the Sunol Yard and development of the Watershed Center. The project
would not result in any change of uses in or outside of the Sunol Yard project site or ROW, and

therefore would not appear to be in conflict with any adopted county and city plans and goals.

This IS systematically identifies the potential environmental impacts associated with
implementation of the project, as well as feasible measures to avoid or substantially lessen such
effects. The criteria used in the impact analysis of this IS support the intent of general plan goals
and policies related to protection of the environment. As detailed throughout SectionE,
Evaluation of Environmental Effects, most of the environmental impacts attributable to the
project are associated with construction activities, and these impacts would be reduced to less-
than-significant levels through implementation of proposed mitigation measures. Therefore, the

project would be consistent with the local general plans.
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D. SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

The proposed project could potentially affect the environmental factor(s) checked below. The

following pages present a more detailed checklist and discussion of each environmental factor.

I:_—J Land Use D Air Quality
D Aesthetics D Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

D Population and Housing D Wind and Shadow

Cultural and Recreation
Paleontological Resources

D Transportation and D Utilities and Service
Circulation Systems

D Noise L__I Public Services
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OO 0O X

Biological Resources

Geology and Soils

Hydrology and Water Quality

Hazards/Hazardous Materials
Mineral/Energy Resources
Agricultural and Forest

Resources

Mandafory Findings of
Significance
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E. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

This IS examines the project to identify potential effects on the environment. For each item on the
IS checklist, the evaluation has considered the impacts of the project both individually and
cumulatively. All items on the IS checklist that have been checked “Less than Significant with
Mitigation Incorporated,” “Less-than-Significant Impact,” “No Impact,” or “Not Applicable”
indicate that, upon evaluation, staff have determined that the project could not have a significant
adverse environmental impact on that issue. A full discussion is included for all items checked
“Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” and “Less-than-Significant Impact,” and a
brief discussion is included for items checked “No Impact” or “Not Applicable.” The items
checked in Section D, Summary of Environmental Effects (see above) have been determined to

be Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Environmental impacts are numbered throughout this IS/MND using the sectjon topic identifier,
followed by sequentially numbered impacts. Mitigation measures are numbered to correspond to
the impact numbers; for example, Mitigation Measure M-CP-1 addresses Impact CP-1 regarding
cultural and paleontological resources. Cumulative impacts are discussed at the end of each
environmental topic impact discussion, and are identified by the letter C; for example,

Impact C-CP addresses cumulative cultural and paleontological resources impacts.

Approach to Cumulative Impact Analysis

Two approaches to a cumulative impact analysis are provided in California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Section 15130(b)(1): 1) the analysis can be based on a list of past,
present, and reasonably foreseeable probable future projects producing closely related impacts
that could combine with those of a project and 2) a summary of projections contained in a general
plan or related planning document can be used to determine cumulative impacts. The following
factors were used to determine an appropriate list of individual projects to be considered in this
cumulative analysis:

e Similar Environmental Impacts. A relevant project contributes to effects on resources
that are also affected by the project. A relevant future project is defined as one that is
“reasonably foreseeable,” such as a project for which an application has been filed with
the approving agency, or whose funding has been approved.

e Geographic Scope and Location. A relevant project is one in the geographic area where

effects could combine. The geographic scope varies on a resource-by-resource basis. For
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example, the geographic scope for evaluating cumulative effects on air quality consists of
the affected air basin.

e Timing and Duration of Implementation. Effects associated with activities for a relevant
project (e.g., short-term construction or long-term operations) Woﬁld likely coincide with

the related effects of the project.

Table 9 lists the plans and projects in the project vicinity considered in the cumulative impact
analysis, based on the above-referenced factors. Cumulative projects that could have construction

schedules that overlap with the construction of the project are listed in bold.
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TABLE9
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LLONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

I Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Impact Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) Project Description Topics Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule
SFPUC Projects
1 Alameda Creek | This project would recover water released from or Construction-related traffic, .{ None 2017 to 2018
Recapture bypassed around Calaveras Reservoir (pursuant to the | noise, air quality, hydrology and
Project instream flow schedules for the Calaveras Dam water quality
(SFPUC)? Replacement project), and return the water to the
regional water system. The proposed project will
recapture water that infiltrates into an existing quarry
pond (Pond E2) and transfer it to SFPUC facilities in the
Sunol Valley using a new pump station.
2 Alameda The Alameda Siphons project extended approximately Air quality, utilities, hydrology None Completed 2011
Siphons Seismic | 3,000 feet from the Alameda East Portal across the and water quality, energy
Reliability Calaveras fault and from Alameda Creek to the Alameda | resources
Upgrade West Portal. The project included:
(SFPUC)P ¢ A new siphon (Alameda Siphon No. 4) comprised of a
66-inch-diameter welded steel pipeline with 310 feet of
a seismically designed special trench and thicker-
walled pipe in the fault rupture zone, and a tunnel
crossing under Alameda Creek. Alameda Siphon No. 4
was cormected with the Coast Range Tunnel near the
Alameda East Portal.
e Seismic reinforcement of the Alameda Siphon No. 2 by
installing 300 feet of engineered foundation treatment
at the Calaveras fault crossing.
e Seismic upgrades and improvements to vaults and
valve houses at the Alameda Fast Portal, and a new
connection to the Coast Range Tunnel.
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) | Project Description Impact Topics ' Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule
SFPUC Projects (cont.)
2 e Replacing and extending the Alameda East Portal
(cont.) Overflow Pipeline and installing a new outlet structure
at the southern end of quarry Pit F6 for discharges of
water through the Alameda East Portal.
e Straightening of Calaveras Road in the vicinity of the
Alameda Siphons, improvements to existing access
roads, a new access road along the northern side of the
Alameda Siphon No. 4, and retrofit of the bridges
across Alameda Creek near the Alameda West Portal. A
3 New Irvington | The NIT project includes construction of a new tunnel Air quality, utilities, biological None Mid-2010 to 2015
Tunnel parallel to and just south of the existing Irvington Tunnel | resources, hydrology and water
(SFPUC)® to convey water from the Hetch Hetchy system and the quality, energy resources

SVWTP to the Bay Area. When completed, the project
would include the following components:

* A new 18,200-foot-long, 10-foot-diameter tunnel.

e A new portal at the eastern end adjacent to the existing
Alameda West Portal in the Sunol Valley with
connections to the existing and proposed Alameda
Siphons.

¢ A new portal in Fremont at the western end of the NIT,
adjacent to the existing Irvington Portal with
connections to Bay Division Pipeline Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4,
and 5.
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

Project
Ne.

Project Name
(Jurisdiction)

Project Description

Potential Cumulative
Impact Topics

Potentially Affected Project
Components/Areas of Overlap

Estimated
Construction
Schedule

SFPUC Projects (cont.)

3
(cont.)

The tunnel excavation used conventional mining methods,
such as using a “road-header” and/or “drill-and-blast.” A
portion of the tunnel was also excavated using a tunnel
boring machine. Excess spoils generated during project
construction were placed into permanent berms at the
South and North Spoils Sites,

SVWTP
Expansion and
Treated Water
Reservoir

(SFPUC)4

The SVWTP Expansion project included the following
improvements:

¢ Increased sustainable capacity of the SVWTP to 160
million gallons per day by adding a new
flocculation/sedimentation basin and by retrofitting some
of the existing filters.

¢ Amnew 17.5-million-gallon circular treated water
reservoir and a new 3.5-million-gallon rectangular
chlorine contact tank on the northern portion of the
existing plant site. Roughly 350,000 cubic yards of
excavated material would be removed from the plant
for disposal.

» New chemical storage and feed facilities for
disinfection, including sodium hypochlorite and
ammonia as well as new fluoride facilities.

e Construction of approximately 2,700 feet of 78-inch-
diameter pipe to connect the new treated water
reservoir to the existing plant discharge pipeline, which
would require a tunnel crossing of Alameda Creek.

Air quality, utilities, hydrology
and water quality, energy
resources

None

Completed late
2013
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TABLE 9 (Continued)

CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

Project
No.

Project Name
(Jurisdiction)

Potential Cumulative

Project Description Impact Topics

Potentially Affected Project
Components/Areas of Overlap

Estimated
Construction
Schedule

SFPUC Projects (cont.)

4
(cont.)

¢ Miscellaneous plant improvements, including: a new
emergency generator and improvements to the plant
electrical system and substation; an upgrade of the
instrumentation and controls; a new filter washwater
recovery basin; improvements to the flow distribution
structure and associated facilities; improvements to the
influent chemical mixing system; and replacement in-
kind of existing chemical tanks.

o Habitat creation and restoration actions on CCSF-owned
lands that are zoned for agricultural uses and/or leased
for grazing lands.

San Antonio
Pump Station
Upgrade

(SFPUC)®

Air quality, biological resources,

This project replaced three corroded electrical pumps with
hydrology and water quality

three 1,000-horsepower electrical pumps; installed two 1.5-
megawatt standby electrical generators and seismically
retrofitted the existing pump station building by extending
the foundation and shotcreting the building exterior. Two
temporary staging areas were located adjacent to the San
Antonio Pump Station and the Sunol Valley Chloramination
Facility. No grading or excavation was necessary to
accommodate the proposed staging areas.

None

Completed
late 2010
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) Project Description | Impact Topics Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule
SFPUC Projects (cont.)
6 Various SFPUC pipeline inspections consist of internal Air quality, hydrology and water | None Ongoing
[Various |Pipeline evaluations of the pipe network. Pipelines are accessed | quality,
locations] | Inspection via existing access ports. It is necessary to dewater the
Projects pipe before the inspection, and later disinfect the pipe
(SFPUC) before refilling it. The pipes are typically dewatered
through existing air valves; discharges are made in
accordance with an existing NPDES permit for the
SFPUC drinking water transmission system (RWQCB
Order No. R2-2008-0102), and would be subject to
inspection and water quality BMPs. In rare cases, a
minor amount of excavation may be necessary to gain
access to the pipeline. Pipelines that could require
inspection in the Sunol Valley include the San Antonio
Pipeline, Calaveras Pipeline, and Alameda Siphons
Nos. 1, 2, and 3, with dewatering discharges to either San
Antonio or Alameda Creeks.

7 San Antonio This project included design to reduce excessive buildup | Hydrology and water quality None Completed late
Reservoir of nutrients in the deepest layer of water in San Antonio 2009
Hypolimnetic | Reservoir, thereby inhibiting future algal blooms; reduce
Oxygenation the formation of iron, manganese, and hydrogen sulfide
System that results from a lack of oxygen in the reservoir; and
(SFPUC)8 maintain necessary oxygen concentration in the deepest

layers of the reservoir to increase the usable habitat for
cold-water fish. Project components included concrete
pads for facilities, parking, and access roads; tanks;
vaporizers; valves; piping and other associated structures;
underground electrical supply line; and oxygen lines and
diffusers suspended at specified depths in the reservoir.
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) | Project Description Impact Topics Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule
SFPUC Projects (cont.)
8 Calaveras Dam | The project provides for planning, design, and Construction-related traffic, None 2011 to 2017

Replacement
(SFPUC)"

construction of a replacement dam at the Calaveras
Reservoir to meet seismic safety requirements. When
complete, the new dam would provide for a reservoir with
the same storage capacity as the original reservoir (96,850
acre-feet), but the replacement dam would accommodate a
potential enlargement of the dam in the future. The
project includes the following improvements:

* Regrading of the existing dam and construction of a
new earth and rock-fill dam.

» Replacement of the existing spillway, stilling basin,
and intake tower to increase seismic safety and
improve operations and maintenance.

« Installation of new outlet valves at the base of the

dam for fishery releases and installation of fish
screens on the existing adits.

noise, air quality, utilities,
biological resources, hydrology
and water quality, hazards and
hazardous materials, energy
resources
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

Project
No.

Project Name
(Jurisdiction)

Project Description

Potential Cumulative
Impact Topics

Potentially Affected Project
Components/Areas of Overlap

Estimated
Construction
Schedule

SFPUC Projects (cont.)

8
(cont.)

¢ Construction of a bypass tunnel at the Alameda
Creek Diversion Dam (ACDD), a fish screen on the
Alameda Creek Diversion Tunnel, and a fish ladder
around the ACDD.

s New orrehabilitated outlet works.
« Upgrading of the electrical distribution line between
Milpitas and Calaveras Dam.

o Long-term implementation of minimum instream
flow schedules for Alameda Creek below the ACDD
and for Calaveras Creek below Calaveras Dam.

¢ Habitat creation and restoration actions on CCSF-
owned lands that are zoned for agricultural uses
and/or leased for grazing lands.

Geary Road
Bridge
Replacement
(SEPUC)!

The project includes replacement of the existing timber
bridge and construction of a new steel bridge where Geary
Road crosses Alameda Creek in the Sunol Regional
Wilderness on lands owned by CCSF and operated by the
East Bay Regional Park District.

Air quality, biological resources,
hydrology and water quality,
energy resources

None

Completed 2014
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) | Project Description Impact Topics Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule
SFPUC Projects (cont.)
10 San Antonio The project includes construction of several new facilities Air quality, utilities, biological None 2013 to 2015
Backup and improvements to provide reliable conveyance capacity | resources, hydrology and water
Pipeline for planned and emergency discharges of Hetch Hetchy quality
(SFPUC)! water out of the SFPUC regional water system under future
flow conditions. Construction includes an approximately
7,000-foot-long, 66-inch-diameter backup pipeline, a new
discharge facility, a new chemical facility, a new pump
station and wet well, and several auxiliary improvements.
Project components are located in the Sunol Valley, south of
the I-680 and SR 84 intersection along the western side of
Calaveras Road on Alameda watershed lands owned by
CCSF and managed by SFPUC.
11 Town of Sunol | The project includes improvement of fire suppression Land use, aesthetics, air quality, Access to the SLTI project site is Completed 2014
Fire capabilities by increasing the number of hydrants and utilities, hydrology and water provided by some of the roads
Suppression flows in and around the Town of Sunol. Project quality, energy resources, where construction of the new
Project components include 2 miles of new pipelines on County agricultural and forest resources | pipeline and hydrants will take
(SFPUC)k roads, installation of approximately 26 new hydrants, and place.
water tank replacement and upgrade.
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY
Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) | Project Description Impact Topics - Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule
Non-SFPUC Projects

12 Stream The Stream Management Master Plan includes Air quality, utilities, hydrology None Construction of
Management implementation of 49 projects over the next 20 years and water quality, the projects in
Master Plan throughout the Zone 7 service area (in the Tri-Valley Area). Reach 10
Improvements | Reach 10 includes Arroyo de la Laguna; project activities occurred from
(Zone 7 Water included bank stabilization and protection features, grading 2008 to 2010.
Agency)! and terracing of eroded banks, riparian corridor

enhancement for 3,000 feet, and removal of barriers to
steelhead fish migration.

13 SMP-32 Quarry | Active mining operations are permitted under SMP-32 and | Land use, aesthetics, air quality, Quarry operations located adjacent | Operations
Operations occur on the approximately 242 acres of land leased to the | hydrology and water quality, to the proposed project site. ongoing since
(Lehigh Mission Valley Rock Company by the City and County of energy resources, agricultural and lease was signed
Hanson San Francisco under the jurisdiction of SFPUC. Processing | forest resources in 2000.
Aggregates)™ facilities such as an asphalt batch plant or concrete plant are

not present on-site for processing or production of the
mined materials.

14 State Route 84 | Roadway improvements along SR 84 between the Air quality, hydrology and water | None Completed 2009
Safety Project | Rosewarnes Bridge and Farwell Bridge included: quality
(Alameda widening road shoulders; improving site distance and
County)® vertical clearances at bridges; and installation of a

retaining wall along a section of Alameda Creek.

15 State Route 84 | Widening of SR 84 (Isabel Avenue) from four to six lanes | Construction-related traffic, air Although this project does not 2012 to 2016
Expressway from Jack London Boulevard in Livermore through the quality intersect geographically with the
Widening Isabel Avenue/Vallecitos Road intersection. When SLTI project site, SR 84 provides
Project complete, project would add capacity, reduce congestion, access to the SLTI project site
(Alameda improve local circulation, and eventually tie into the which is several miles southwest
County)° Isabel Avenue/I-580 interchange project. of the planned widening.
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TABLE 9

(Continued)

CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

Estimated
Project. Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) | Project Description Impact Topics Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule
Non-SFPUC Projects (cont.)
16 1-680 High This project included construction of a southbound and Air quality, hydrology and water | None Completed in
Occupancy northbound High-Occupancy Vehicle lane on the I-680 quality 2010
Vehicle Lane Sunol grade with ramp metering and an auxiliary lane
(Alameda from SR 84 to the Montague Expressway to alleviate traffic
County)P congestion along I-680.
17 Alameda Creek | This project would reconstruct the existing Alameda Air quality, utilities, hydrology This project is located a few miles | 2017 to 2018
Bridge Creek Bridge (also called the Richmond Bridge) over and water quality west of the SLTI project. Access
Replacement | Alameda Creek in Niles Canyon in the City of Fremont to the SLTI project site is
Project to address operational deficiencies and increase the provided by the segment of SR 84
(Previously the safety of the traveling public. The project would also undergoing improvement.
#State Route 84 | realign the roadway to the west of the bridge for a length
Niles Canyon of approximately 1200 feet, to correct the sharp curve on
Safety the e.xisting brid.ge appr-oach. The project would improve
Improvements traff}c saf-ety by improving si ght distances, updating
Project”) barrier rails, and providing a standard road shoulder
width.
(Alameda
County)d
18 PG&E Gas This project would modify the cement-armored PG&EF gas | Construction-related traffic, noise, | None 2015
Pipeline pipeline crossing of Alameda Creek in the Sunol Valley air quality, utilities, hydrology and
Crossing above the confluence of San Antonio Creek, which would | water quality
(PG&E)* eliminate a barrier to fish migration at most creek flow

levels. The project involves modification of the concrete
mat or construction of a fish ladder to allow fish passage.
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

: Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) | Project Description Impact Topics Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule
Non-SFPUC Projects (cont.)
19 Rubber Dam When complete, this project would install a fish ladderin | Air quality, hydrology and water | None 2014 to 2015
No. 1 and the city of Fremont at the ACWD’s Rubber Dam No. 1 and | quality, hazards and hazardous
BART Weir Bay Area Rapid Transportation (BART) weir to facilitate materials
Fish Passage fish migration in lower Alameda Creek.
Project
(ACWD and
Alameda
County Flood
Control and
Water
Conservation
District)®
20 Alameda ACEFD propaoses to build a Fire Station in Sunol on Land use, aesthetics, The project site is located 2015 to 2016
County Fire Paloma Way approximately one half mile west of construction-related traffic, noise, | approximately 500 feet east and
Department Interstate 680. The project includes a pre-fabricafed 2,000 | air quality, utilities, hazards and | across the street from the entrance
Sunol Project | square-foot fire station and a 2,500 square-foot garage hazardous materials, energy to the SLTI project site on Paloma
(Alameda adjacent to the main building. resources, agricultural and forest | Way.
County Fire resources
Department)* ‘
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

: Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) | Project Description Impact Topics Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule

Notes:
Bold text indicates that a cumulative project’s construction schedule could overlap with the SLTI project construction schedule.

ACDD = Alameda Creek Diversion Dam NIT = New Irvington Tunnel

ACFD = Alameda County Fire Department NPDES = National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
ACWD = Alameda County Water District PG&E = Pacific Gas and Electric Company

ACTIA = Alameda County Transportation Improvements Authority =~ RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board

BART = Bay Area Rapid Transit SFPUC = San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

BMP = best management practice ‘ SLTI = Sunol Long Term Improvements

Caltrans = California Department of Transportation SR = State Route

CCSF = City and County of San Francisco SVWTP = Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant

I- = Interstate
Sources:
a SFPUC, 2013. WSIP Regional Projects Quarterly Report, 4th Quarter/Fiscal Year 2012-2013. August 6, 2013.

b San Francisco Planning Department, 2008. Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, SFPUC Alameda Siphons Seismic Reliability Upgrade Project. San Francisco Planning
Department File No. 2006.0776E. May.

¢ San Francisco Planning Department, 2009. Final Environmental Impact Report for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission New Irvington Tunnel Project. San Francisco
Planning Department File No. 2005.0162E, State Clearinghouse No. 2006092085. November 5; SFPUC, 2013. WSIP Regional Projects Quarterly Report, 2nd Quarter/Fiscal
Year 2012-2013. February 5.

d San Francisco Planning Department, 2009. Final Environmental Impact Report for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and
Treated Water Reservoir Project. San Francisco Planning Department File No. 2006.0137E, State Clearinghouse No. 2007082014. December 3.

€ SFPUC, 2014. San Antonio Pump Station Upgrades, Project Update. Available online at: http://216.119.104.145/bids/projectDetail.aspx?prj_id=214. Accessed August 2014. ~

fSan Francisco Planning Department, 2009. Final Environmental Impact Report for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and
Treated Water Reservoir Project, San Francisco Planning Department File No. 2006.0137E, State Clearinghouse No. 2007082014. December 3.

& San Francisco Planning Department, 2009. Final Environmental Impact Report for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission New Irvington Tunnel Project, San Francisco
Planning Department File No. 2005.0162E, State Clearinghouse No. 2006092085. November 5.

h SEPUC, 2014. Calaveras Dam Replacement Project (WSIP) Project Update. Available online at: http://sfwater.org/bids/projectDetail.aspx?prj_id=141. Accessed August 2014.
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TABLE 9 (Continued)
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS IN THE SUNOL LONG TERM IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT VICINITY

: Estimated
Project Project Name Potential Cumulative Potentially Affected Project Construction
No. (Jurisdiction) | Project Description Impact Topics Components/Areas of Overlap Schedule

! San Francisco Planning Department, 2012. Geary Road Bridge Replacement Project Preliminary Mitigated Negative Declaration. Case No. 2008.0386E. June 13; SFPUC, 2014. Geary .|
Road Bridge, Project Update. Available online at: http://sfwater.org/bids/projectDetail.aspx?prj_id=329. Accessed August 2014.

1 San Francisce Planning Department, 2012. San Antonio Backup Pipeline Project Final Environmental Impact Report. Case No. 2007.0039E. State Clearinghouse No. 2007102030.
September 20; SFPUC, 2013. WSIP Regional Projects Quarterly Report, 4th éuurter/]—“iscul Year 2012-2013. August 6.

K SFPUC, 2014. Town of Sunol Fire Suppression System Project Fact Sheet. Available at: http://sfwater.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=5149. April 2014.

! Livermore-Amador Valley Zone 7 Water Agency, 2006. Zone 7 Stream Management Master Plan Final Master Environmental Impact Report. Available online at:
http://zone7water.s466.sureserver.com/final-smmp-eir. August 2006.

m SEPUC, 2000. Public Utilities Commission, San Francisco Water Department, Quarry Lease between City and County of San Francisco as Landlord, and Mission Valley Rock Company,
as Tenant. September.

n San Francisco Planning Department, 2009. Final Environmental Impact Report for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission New Irvington Tunnel Project, San Francisco
Planning Department File No. 2005.0162E, State Clearinghouse No. 2006092085. November 5.

© Caltrans, 2008. State Route 84 Expressway Widening Project Initial Study with Negative Declaration/Environmental Assessment with Finding of No Significant Impact. August 2008;
ACTIA, 2010. Route 84 Expressway, ACTIA 24, Monthly Report. April.

P ACTIA, 2011. I-680 Sunol Express Lanes, ACTIA 8, Monthly Report. June.
9 Caltrans, 2010. Niles Canyon Safety Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment. June 2010.

* Alameda Creek Alliance, 2014. Sunol Valley, PG&E Pipeline Crossing. Available online at: hitp://www.alamedacreek.org/restoration-progress/sunol-valley php. Accessed February
11, 2014.

¢ ACWD, 2014. Current Fish Passage & Related Projects, Rubber Dam No. 1 Replacement. Available online at: http://www.acwd.orglindex.aspx? NID=456. Accessed February 11,
2014. :

* ACFD, 2014. Draft Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, Sunol Fire Station, Sunol, California. Prepared by Ground Zone Environmental Services. March
2014. -
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Less than
Potentiglly  Significant with  Less-than-
Significant Mitigation Significant No Not
Topics: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact  Applicable

E1 LAND USE AND LAND USE
PLANNING—
Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established N ] ] = [l

community?

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, ] ] R ] ]
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

¢) Have a substantial impact upon the existing D D Ix D |:|
character of the vicinity?

The project site is in a primarily rural setting, south of the Town of Sunol and west of the SR 84/
1-680 junction, in Alameda County, California. Adjoining the project site are gravel quarry
operations, the Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park, Alameda Creek, and Arroyo de la
Laguna. Land uses in the project vicinity generally include open space and East Bay Regional
Park lands such as the Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park to the north and Sunol Regional

Wilderness to the south, as well as the urban uses of the greater San Francisco Bay Area.

The project site is designated as Water Management in the Alameda County General Plan. Land
uses adjacent to the project site include a quarry to the east, SR 84 and the Town of Sunol to the
north, Arroyo de la Laguna (Alameda Creek) and cultivated lands to the west, and the Sunol Golf
Course to the south. The area that the Watershed Center would be cbnstructed on is SFPUC land,
including land leased to Mission Valley Rock Company, and operated ‘by Lehigh Hanson. The
SFPUC lease with Mission Valley Rock Company would need to be modified in order to
construct the Watershed Center on that area. Overall land uses in the project vicinity are shown
on Figures 1 and 2. The majority of the site is developed with the existing Sunol Yard, Temple
Road, the Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park, the Sunol Water Templg, a closed picnic area,

and water supply infrastructure, such as the Sunol Pump Station and Filter Galleries.

Impact LU-1: The project would not physically divide an established community. (No Impact)

The project is not in an established community, nor adjacent to a community that is expanding.

The project would be constructed on land owned by SFPUC and in use as a center for SFPUC’s
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maintenance and support operations in the East Bay Area, an agricultural park, a quarry, and the
Sunol Water Temple. As a result, the project would not physically divide an established

community (No Impact).

Impact LU-2: The project would be consistent with applicable plans, policies, or regulations of
an agency with jurisdiction over the project adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect. (Less than Significant)

The proposed project facilities Woﬁld not substantially alter existing land uses, because the
project site would still be used for operation of the Sunol Yard, the Sunol Water Temple
Agricultural Park, and visitor access to the Sunol Water Temple. With the exception of the
addition of the Watershed Center and reopening of the picnic area, no new uses are proposed on

the site.

As described in Section C, Compatibility with Existing Zoning and Plans, the project would not
obviously or substantially conflict with applicable plans, policies, and regulations. The new
Watershed Center would be compatible with, and would augment, the education purposes and
visitor experience of the Sunol Water Temple. The project site is designated as Water
Management in the Alameda County General Plan. Although CCSF is not legally bound by the
plans and policies of other jurisdictions for properties such as these, which are located in other
counties, the project is intended to, and would, serve the wéter management policies of SFPUC
by modernizing Sunol Yard and operations, which would facilitate improved maintenance of
water service operations. The project would also provide educational opportunities for the
public, with respect to watershed management and water services, which would help to promote
public awareness, appreciation, and understanding of water issues, water quality, and
conservation. Therefore, the project would not conflict with the plans, policies, or regulations of
CCSF, the SFPUC, or Alameda County, and impacts related to conflict with applicable land use

plans, policies, or regulations would be Less than Significant.

Impact LU-3: The project would not have a substantial impact upon the existing character of
the project vicinity. (Less than Significant)

Construction

Project construction would consist of activities (e.g., excavation, use of construction equipment,
and constructien traffic) that could result in increased traffic, noise, and emissions that, when
combined, could temporarily alter the character of existing open space, agricultural, or

recreational land uses. Potential physical environmental effects on surrounding land uses
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resulting from implementation of the project are addressed in Section E.2, Aesthetics;
Section E.5, Transportation and Circulation; Section E.6, Noise; and Section E.7, Air Quality.
Because project construction activities would be temporary, would be limited in scale and
intensity, and confinéd to the existing project site, the impact on the existing éharacter of the
Viéinity would not be substantial. As described in Section A.5.6, Project Description, the SFPUC
would require advance coordination for access to the existing agrimlmral park for tours and
events, and would not allow public access to the Sunol Water Temple during construction
activities at the Sunol Yard or Watershed Center. Although these access restrictions could
continue for about 18 to 24 months during project construction, they would not result in any
long-term or permanent changes in land use. On completion of project construction, existing
access to land uses would be restored. Therefore, impacts on the existing character of the project

vicinity due to construction of the project would be Less than Significant.

Operation

Because it seeks to improve and continue the existing land uses at the project site, the project
would not result in a substantial change to existing land uses, or the perménent introduction of
new or incompatible land uses that would adversely affect surrounding areas. The project site is
developed with the Sunol Yard, the Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park, a picnic area, and the
Sunol Water Temple, in addition to open and cultivated areas adjacent to the Lehigh Hanson
quarry. These types of land uses would continue at the project site. The addition of the new
Watershed Center in the area adjacent to the quarry would be compatible with these uses, though
the addition of the proposed Watershed Center would likely expand public use of and visitation
to the Sunol Water Temple site, an activityr that is presently allowed. As discussed elsewhere in
this document, the anticipated increase in visitation to the site is not expected to cause significant
adverse traffic, air quality, biological, or other physical environmental impacts, and could have
beneficial social impacts in terms of enhanced recreational and educational opportunity. As
discussed in Section E.2, Aesthetics, the addition of the new Watershed Center would be in the
context of the Sunol Water Temple and Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park, and would not
adversely alter the visual character of the project vicinity. Therefore, project operation and
maintenance activities would remain substantially consistent with current operations at these
facilities. Project operation and maintenance would therefore have a Less-than-Significant Impact

on nearby land uses.
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Impact C-LU: The proposed project, in combination with past, present and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity of project sites, would not result in significant
cumulative impacts related to land use. (Less than Significant)

The geographic scope for potential cumulative lands use impacts encompasses the area of the
project vicinity, which generally includes open space and park lands, quarry operations adjoining
the project site to the east that are leased to the Mission Valley Rock Company and operated by
Lehigh Hanson, as well as the Town of Sunol to the north. Cumulative projects listed in Table 9
above that are located within this geographic scope include the Town of Sunol Fire Suppression

Project, the SMP-32 Quarry Operations, and the Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project.

As discussed previously, construction of the project could have a less-than-significant effect
regarding conflicts with applicable land use plans, policies, and regulations. Similarly, the
identified cumulative projects would also be required to comply with applicable land use plans,
policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of minimizing an environmental effect.
Accordingly, no significant cumulative impact related to conflicts with applicable plans, policies
and regulations would result from the cumulative scenario to which the proposed project and

other cumulative projects would contribute (No Impact).

As detailed in Section E.2, Aesthetics, the Watershed Center and Sunol Yard improvements have
been designed to fit with the existing scale and setting, and would have a less-than-significant
effect on the existing character of the project vicinity. While the addition of fire hydrants and
increased flows associated with the Town of Sunol Fire Suppression Project would not change the
existing character of the project vicinity, the other two cumulative projects have or could alter the
character in the vicinity of the project site. The SMP-32 Quarry has substantially changed the existing
character of the project vicinity since operations began in early 2006. The Alameda County Fire
Department Sunol Project would develop a currently undeveloped parcel of land that would
contribute to a change in the existing character of the project vicinity. Therefore, although the other
projects would contribute to a cumulative land use impact associated with a change in the character
of the existing project vicinity, the proposed project would not fundamentally change existing uses
on the project site. Therefore, the incremental contribution of the proposed project to changes in land

use would not be cumulatively considerable (Less Than Significant).
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Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact Applicable
E2 AESTHETICS—Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic O O ' X
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, D <]
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and other features of the built or
natural environment which contribute to a
scenic public setting?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual D I:I IE |:] D
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare I:] I:I KI D D

which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area or which would substantially
impact other people or properties?

Visual Setting and Visual Character

For purposes of tﬁis analysis, a 1-mile buffer surrounding the project site is defined as the Visual
Resource Study Area (study area), and is considered the area in which existing publically .
accessible views could experience changes in visual character and quality (Figure 6). This buffer
distance was determined based on the limited height of the proposed structures associated with

the Watershed Center and Sunol Yard, which will all be one story (or less than 22 feet tall).

The study area is in the Pacific Mountain System, Pacific Border Province, and specifically, the
California Coast Range physiographic region.! The California Coast Range physiographic region
is broadly characterized as a series of low north-south-trending mountains and valleys that

parallel the California coast.’> Topography of this system is generally rolling.

The project site is south of the Town of Sunol and west of the SR 84/I-680 junction. The project

site is in the Sunol Valley, and is distantly enclosed by rolling hillsides in all directions. Although

14 Physiographic regions are broad-scale subdivisions that share similar characteristics in terms of terrain
texture, rock type, and geologic structure and history.

15 USGS, 2003. A Tapestry of Time and Terrain. Available online at: http://tapestry.usgs.gov/physiogr/physio.
html. Accessed May 3, 2014.
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mostly ru.ral, man-made development such as agricultural oriented buildings, roadways, a golf
course, a quarry, and overhead power distribution and transmission lines are visible throughout
the study area (Figure 6). Visual resource analysts performed site visits on May 2, 2014, and
July 10, 2014, to capture images of the study area and inventory the existing visual character

within a 1-mile buffer of project.

To portray the existing visual character in the study area, visual resource analysts collected
digital photographic imagery from four publically accessible View Point locations (VPs). These
four VPs inventory the existing visual conditions in the Visual Resource Study Area, and

represent typical views in the study area, as viewed by sensitive viewer groups (see Figure 7).16

As evidenced by the imagery taken from the four VPs shown below, the rolling and roughly
triangular-shaped hillsides of the East Bay Hills serve to distantly enclose views in all directions
from the project site (Figures 8 through 11). The Visual Resource Study Area ranges in elevation
from a peak of 945 feet to a low of 238 feet, North American Vertical Datum (NAVD). The
hillsides surrounding the project are mostly undeveloped and naturally vegetated with annual
grassland or oak woodland habitat. Vegetation is concentrated in steep tree-lined drainages of
the hillsides. The foothills occasionally form sequenced peaks and valleys. This repetition of
form, combined with the mix of vegetation that covers the hillsides, demonstrates a high degree
of visual quality due to lack of encroachment from intervening elements and as a result of their
mostly unencumbered natural form. The surrounding hillsides and ridgelines are variable in
elevation, adding a sense of depth and mass to the scenery adjacent to the project site. Where
visible, the convergence of the surrounding hillsides with the valley floor creates a strong
horizontal edge. This converging edge is prominent and well-defined when not obscured by

structural development or other natural vegetative screening.”

6 Sensitive viewer groups are defined in the following subsection.

7 URS Site Reconnaissance, May 2, 2014 and July 10, 2014,
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Figure 8
VP 1 - Facing Southwest from SR 84 toward the Project Site

Figure9
VP 2 - Facing South from the Entrance to Temple Road

Case No. 2012,0054E E-25 Sunol Long Term Improvements Project



Figure 10
VP 3 — Facing Northeast from the Temple toward the
Proposed Alameda Creek Watershed Center

Figure 11
VP 4 — View from Thermalito Trail Facing Southwest Toward Sunol Valley and Project Site
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Affected Viewers and Visual Sensitivity

Potentially impacted viewers can be categorized into groups of shared sensitivity to changes in
the existing scenic quality of a landscape. Viewer sensitivity (or public concern) for the scenic
quality of a landscape or particular view is informed by the nature of the activity a user is
engaged in at the time something is visible. Further considerations include the number of
viewers, duration of exposure, and degree of public interest in a particular view. For example,
highly sensitive viewers are generally assumed to include residents, recreationists, and motorists
traveling on designated scenic highways. Less sensitive viewer groups are assumed to include
viewers from commercial or industrial type land uses, or recreational users using motorized
equipment such as off-highway vehicles. The project site is visible from three primary sensitive
viewer groups, including 1) visitors to the Sunol Water Temple;!® 2) hikers traveling south on the

Thermalito Trail; and 3) motorists traveling east and west on SR 84.

Visitors to the Sunol Water Temple are assumed to be among the most sensitive viewer groups
with views of the site. Although their length of exposure is minimal overall, they are assumed to
be highly sensitive to changes in the existing visual character and quality of this historically

significant landscape/“scenic resource.”1

Viewers on Thermalito Trail are considered sensitive based on the recreational nature of the
activity they are engaged in when the project site is visible. Hikers are assumed to seek direct
connection with the natural environment, and therefore have elevated sensitivity to potentially

adverse changes in existing visual quality.

Motorists traveling on SR 84 are considered sensitive because SR 84 is a Caltrans-Designated

Scenic Highway.?0 SR 84 is also a Locally Designated Scenic Road, according to the Scenic

8 Viewers traveling on Temple Drive whose primary objective is to see and experience the Sunol Water
Temple.

s Additional information pertaining to the historic significance of this structure may be found in
Section E.4, Cultural and Paleontological Resources, of this Initial Study, as well as in the Historic
Resource Inventory Evaluation Report prepared for the Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, prepared by JRP and dated 2010.

2 Caltrans, 2013. Eligible and Officially Designated Scenic Highway Routes. Available online at:
hitp://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/Land Arch/scenic_highways/index.htm. Accessed May 1, 2014.
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Highways Element of the Alameda County General Plan.2! Motorists traveling on SR 84 do not
currently experience clear views of the Temple or the Sunol Yard because existing vegetation
along the periphery of the project site obscures their views. Additionally, the Temple is % mile

south of this scenic highway.?

Impact AE-1: The project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista. (Less
than Significant)

A scenic vista is typically considered a location from which the public can experience unique and
exemplary high-quality views of an area. Scenic vistas are often located at elevated vantage
points that offer panoramic views. The Visual Resource Study Area was evaluated for the
presence of designated scenic vistas by reviewing two planning/policy guidance documents,
including 1) the Scenic Highways Element of the County of Alameda General Plan; and 2) the
East Bay Regional Park District’s (EBRPD’s) Final Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park Land Use
Plan.? For purposes of this analysis, views from SR 84 and I-680 are discussed as “scenic vistas”
because SR 84 is a Caltrans-Designated Scenic Highway, and because I-680 is a designated State
Scenic Highway.

No official corridor management plan has been adopted for SR 84, and the Scenic Highway
Element of the Alameda County General Plan does not identify any particular scenic vistas along

this route. Therefore, impacts to existing views along SR 84 are discussed generally.

Site reconnaissance in the Visual Resource Study Area as viewed from SR 84 indicates that views
of the Sunol Yard and of the proposed Watershed Center would be almost entirely screened for
travelers heading east on SR 84. This is due to existing vegetation along the Arroyo de la Laguna
corridor. Vegetation along this corridor would not be disturbed as a result of the project. For
travelers heading west on SR 84 in the Visual Resource Study Area, views toward the project site

are also mostly screened by existing vegetation and a gently rising topographical berm that

2 Alameda County Planning, 1966. General Plan, Scenic Route Element. Available online at:
http://www.acgov.org/cda/planning/generalplans/documents/Scenic_Route_Element_General Plan_
1966.pdf. Accessed May 4, 2014. '

2 CCSF, 2000. Alameda Watershed Management Plan. August.

2 East Bay Regional Park District, 2012. Land Use Plan for Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park. July. Available
online at: http://www.ebparks.org/Assets/_Nav_Categories/Park_Planning/Pleasanton_Ridge LUP/
Pleasanton+Ridge+LUP+FINAL+07+17+2012+1.pdf. Accessed May 7, 2014.
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obscures views of the Temple when traveling west on SR 84. Figure 8 shows éxisting views from
SR 84 near its intersection with I-680. 1-680 is just over %2 mile east of the project site. Site
reconnaissance indicates that the project site is briefly visible to passengers in cars traveling north
dn 1-680. Views from the northbound lanes of I-680 are brief (less than 10 seconds), and are
mostly obscured by the concrete center divide that separates the north and southbound lanes of
this freeway. Motorists traveling southbound on I-680 do not have views of the Temple or the

Sunol Yard.

The existing visual character of the project site as viewed by motorists on SR 84 is expected to
remain intact during censtructionand operaﬁon of the project. This is because rows of trees and

other shribby vegetation along SR 84 and adjacent to the Sunol Yard would continue to screen

views of the project site from SR 84. However, during construction of the project, temporary
staging of equipment and trailers would occur in the northwestern and/or northeastern parts of
the project site (areas just south of the main gate, see Figure 2), and could be visible from SR 84,
This effect to the existing visual character of the project site would be temporary and short-term,

and therefore, have a Less-than-Significant Impact on existing visual character and quality of the
project sife as viewed by motorists on SR 84, Furthermore,vViews from SR 84 to the Watershed

Center would continue to be blocked by an existing topographical berm. This berm would
remain in place during construction and operation of the project. Therefore, the project would not
result in any permanent changes to existing visual character or quality as viewed by motorists
traveling West or east on SR 84. Given the limited height of proposed Watershed Center and
buildings in the Sunol Yard and the presence of vegetative screening, the project would not alter
existing visual character, and therefore would not alter the existing visual quality of views from

1-680, either.

A portion of the 5,271-acre Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park (which is part of the EBRPD) is in the
Visual Resource Study Area of the project. Specifically, the southern terminus of the Thermalito
Trail is less than Y2 mile nbrthwest of the intersection of SR84 and Temple Road. Viewers
traveling south on the trail toward the Town of Sunol are at a superior elevation and have
sweeping panoramic views of the Sunol Valley from the southern % mile of the trial. For
purposes of this analysis and due to the public and recreational use of the Trail, views from the
Trail toward the project site are evaluated as a “scenic vista.” Review of the Pleasanton Ridge

Master Plan indicates there are no designated scenic vistas in the Visual Resource Study Area of
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the project.? Therefore potential impacts from southerly views toward the project site from the

Thermalito Trail are discussed generally.

Visual resource analysts performed a site reconnaissance at the Thermalito Trail on July 10, 2014,
to capture imagery of existing views. As evidenced on Figure 11, above, the Sunol Valley is a mix

of open grassland and pockets of agricultural fields and development.

Figure 11 demonstrates the panoramic nature of the existing views from the trail. In addition to
the project site, other development is currently visible from the Thermalito Trail, including
agricultural oriented structures, single-family homes, a quarfy, I-680, and SR 84. Site
reconnaissance along the Trail indicates that the Temple is visible, but the Sunol Yard is screened

by vegetation along Alameda Creek.

Construction and operation of the project would not result in notable chahges to the existing
visual character or quality of the landscape, because proposed development would not be
outsized or out of scale with the existing development.? Construction of the Sunol Yard
improvements (proposed to start in Oetebes-2015 July 2016) and the Watershed Center (proposed
to start in Mareh—2016 December 2016) would each last roughly 18 months. Operation of
construction equipment would add a sense of movement and activity due to dump trucks,-
flatbed trucks, concrete mixers, cranes, and other equipment entering/leaving and working in the
project site. However, construction would be temporary and is expected to occur over 2 years.
Construction equipment would not obscure current views from the Thermalito Trail, nor would
the equipment protrude above adjacent ridgelines. Therefore, construction of the project would
have a Less-than-Significant Impact on existing visual character and quality as viewed from the

Thermalito Trail.

The project site is not highly visible from the Thermalito Trial, and represents only a small
proportion of the existing view from the Trail. The Watershed Center could have potential
Impacts to existing visual character or quality if it were to obscure existing views from the Trail;
be designed in such a way that it was much larger or taller than already existing structures in the

Sunol Valley and project site; or draw the viewer’s attention toward the project site, causing their

% Tbid.
% SFPUC, 2013. Sunol Watershed Center Renderings. July.
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recreational experience to be less pleasurable. However, the Watershed Center would be

constructed to blend into its topographical and vegetative surroundings, as described below.2

The northern side of the Watershed Center is planned so that a vegetated embankment will be -
sloped up toward the roofline of the building. Because the sloping berm would be vegetated, and
because the Watershed Center would be a long, narrow east-west-trending structure, the
Watershed Center is not anticipated to substantially contrast with the existing topographical form
(visual character) or scenic integrity/quality of its surroundings.”” Additionally, the footprint of
the Watershed Center would not encroach on existing line of sight toward the Sunol Water
Temple; therefore, existing views from the Thermalito Trail toward the Watershed Center would

have Less-than-Significant Impacts to existing visual character and quality of views from the Trail.

Operation of the Sunol Yard would continue to be obscured and largely screened in views from
the Thermalito Trail, because the proposed height of all structures in the Sunol Yard would be
less than 22 feet tall. The angle of observation from the trail, combined with the height and
distance of the trail from the site, enables vegetation along Alameda Creek to continue to block
views of the Sunol Yard from the Thermalito Trail. Therefore, operation of the Sunol Yard would

have Less-than-Significant Impacts to visual character or quality.

Impact AE-2: The project would not substantially damage scenic resources, including but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and other features of the built or natural environment that
contribute to a scenic public setting. (Less than Significant)

Scenic resources are considered visual features (either natural or built) that positively influence
the scenic quality of an area. Common scenic resources include water, vegetation, trees,
landscaping, and landform features that add color, harmony, pattern, and visual variety to an
existing view. For the purposes of this project, the Sunol Water Temple and its associated features
are considered to be a scenic resource due to their historic significance, formal design, and the

degree of public interest in the structure.

Because the project site would be closed to the general public during construction, views of the
Temple would not be available to the public for approximately 2 years. As noted in the

discussion of AE-1 above, construction equipment would add a sense of movement to the site,

% Ibid.
7 Ibid.
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but would not obstruct existing views of the surrounding hillsides. Furthermore, construction
would be temporary. Although construction would cause currently accessible public views along
Temple Road to be closed to the public, the temporary nature of this closure indicates the impact

to this scenic resource would be Less than Significant.

Simulations were created to demonstrate potential impacts of the project (both the Sunol Yard
and the Watershed Center) once constructed. Existing and simulated views are depicted on

Figures 12 and 13.

As shown below in Figure 12, new structures in the Sunol Yard would encroach into current
views from the entrance of Temple Road. This encroachment into views of the linear row of trees
that line Temple Road would be minor and would not obstruct views of the Temple, which is the
significant focal point of this view.?® Furthermore, the project (consisting of one-story buildings)
would not obstruct views of the distant hillsides or cause any structure to protrude above the
skyline of these ridgelines. The simulation demonstrates that the proposed Watershed Center
would not be visible from this location, and therefore would not cause any changes to the

existing visual character or quality of this view.

The project, specifically new structures in the Sunol Yard, would cause a minimal degree of
contrast with the existing vegetative form and texture of views toward the Sunol Water Temple,
due to the intervening distances when viewed from publically accessible vantage points. This
degree of contrast would be nominal in the context of the existing view. The Sunol Water Temple
would remain the focal point of the existing view, and no new structures would dominate,
obscure, or detract from the view. Therefore, the visual character and quality of this view remains
largely unchanged. Because the Watershed Center is not visible from this location, and because
the new structures at the Sunol Yard would not encroach on views of the Temple, operational

impacts to the visual character and quality of this scenic resource would be Less than Significant.

As shown below in Figure 13, the proposed Watershed Center would encroach into current
southeasterly views from Temple Road. This encroachment into views of existing vegetation,
trees, and landform features would be minor and would not obstruct views of the Sunol Water

Temple and its associated features. As further discussed in Section E.4, Cultural and

2% The Acorn Group, 2014. Alameda Creek Watershed Center in Sunol Interpretive Master Plan. June.
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- Paleontological Resources below, the proposed location of the Watershed Center is sensitively
sited to the southeast so as not to fragment or obscure the relationships between the Sunol Water
Temple and its associated features and would ensure that the visual relationships between the
associated features would remain intact. The conceptual plan also inclﬁdes retaining some
existing vegetation, and planting new trees between the Watershed Center and the Sunol Water
Temple to reduce the visibility of the building from the Sunol Water Temple. Similar to the new
structures proposed for the Sunol Yard, the proposed Watershed Center would be one story and
would not obstruct views of the distant hillsides nor break the skyline of these ridgelines. Again,
the visual character and quality of this view remains largely unchanged. Because no new
structures would dominate, obscure, or detract from the view and the proposed Watershed
Center would not encroach on views of the Temple, operational impacts to the visual character

and quality of this scenic resource would be Less than Significant.
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(b) Simulated View

Figure 12

Simulation 1 - Existing and Proposed Views of the Sunol Water Temple from the
Entrance of Temple Road
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Impact AE-3: The project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings. (Less than Significant)

Visual character is the overall impression of a landscape created by its unique combination of
visual features such as landform, vegetation, water, and structures. Scenic quality is a measure of
degree to which these elements blend together to create a landscape that is visually pleasing to a
viewer. As such, viewer sensitivity informs the degree to which changes in visual quality may be
considered significant. Generally, the key factors in determining the potential impact to visual
character and quality are based on overall visual change/contrast, dominance, and view blockage.
An adverse visual impact may occur when an action 1) perceptibly and substantially changes the
existing physical features of the landscape that are characteristic of the region or locale;
2) introduces new features to the physical landscape that are perceptibly uncharacteristic of the
region or locale, or that become visually dominant from common viewpoints; or 3)block or
completely obscure scenic resources in the landscape. The degree of impact depends on how

noticeable the adverse change might be to sensitive viewer groups.

As discussed above, a simulation was created to demonstrate proposed views from Temple Road
toward the proposed Watershed Center. Existing and simulated views are depicted on Figure 13.
As shown on Figure 13, the Watershed Center and “Watershed Discovery Trail” would not
disrupt the dominant natural form of southeasterly views from Temple Road. From this location,
the proposed landscaped forecourt to the Temple is visible, as is as a portion of the roof structure
of the Watershed Center. The northern side of the Watershed Center is planned so that a
vegetated embankment will be sloped up toward the roofline of the building. As previously
noted, the berm would be vegetated so that it further obscures the roofline of this structure.
Additionally, the Watershed Center ié é long, narrow, east-west-trending structure, and from this
angle of observation and distance, the limited bulk and mass of the Watershed Center prevents it
from obscuring existing vegetation in the background of this view. As a result, the dominant
form, line, color, and textures of this view remain intact. The projéct would not result in
obstruction of any views of distant hillsides, or cause any structure to break the skyline of these

distant ridgelines.
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(b} Simulated View

Figure 13
Simulation 2 — Existing and Proposed Views Facing Southeast Toward the
Watershed Center from Temple Road
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No direct view or simulation of the Sunol Yard was prepared because it is not highly visible from
public viewing locations toward the Temple. The Sunol Yard would be redeveloped with new
structures, and reconfigured to improve efficiency of operations. As a result of this
redevelopment, the project has the potential to alter the existing visual character and quality of

this portion of the site.

Review of the Sunol Yard Improvements, Civic Design Review Phase 1 document suggests that
the Sunol Yard has been designed to fit with the existing scale and character of its setting. The site
plan states that the Sunol Yard “intends to account for the geometry of the Sunol Water Témple
and the agricultural lines of the adjacent historic farmlands/orchards.?? The Sunol Yard
improvements incorporate formal patterns of linear landscaped corridors, which are intended to
create an organized rhythm that blends with the classical design of the Temple and the rural
character of the Sunol Valley.”® Because of this, the improvements to the Sunol Yard are
anticipated to create a sense of order at the site. This will improve the overall visual quality of

this area, though it will remain screened from public viewing locations.

Based on the above findings, the project would have Less-than-Significant Impacts to existing
measures of visual quality and character of the site and its surroundings. This significance

determination is also based, in part, upon the analysis presented above, for Impacts AE-1 and

AE-2.

Impact AE-4: The project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare that would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, or that would substantially impact other
people or properties. (Less than Significant)

Construction-period activities are not expected to require lighting, because construction would
occur primarily during daylight hours. Portable temporary lighting may be used during the
course of construction, given the proposed hours of construction (see Section A.5.7, Construction
Workforce and Construction Hours above), but this analysis assumes that it would be directed
downward to minimize light trespass to adjacent areas (as proposed), and would be temporary in

nature. Therefore, construction-period impacts from lighting would be Less than Significant.

¥ SFPUC, 2013. Sunol Yard Improvements: Civic Design Phase 1. April 15.
0 Tbid. ’
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Currently, the site of the proposed Watershed Center is not lit during evening hours. The Sunol
Yard is lit with safety and security lighting. Long-term operation of proposed structures in the
Sunol Yard and the Watershed Center would require installation of interior and exterior lighting

(see Section A.4.3, Lighting abdve).

The Watershed Center would be open to the general public between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. and
for occasional evening events, so nighttime lighting at this facility would be predominantly for
safety and security purposes. According to Section A.4.3, Lighting (above), all proposed lighting
systems would be designed to minimize light trespass to neighboring properties, and would
meet State of California Title24 Energy Efficiency requirements. Furthermore, the lighting
designs for outdoor facilities would be based on the building mounted cutoff luminaires to
minimize glare and light pollution in adjacent areas.3! Therefore, the project would not create a
new source of substantial light or glare that could adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area, or that would be substantially visible to other people or properties. As a result, impacts

from lighting and glare at the Watershed Center and Sunol Yard would be Less than Significant.

Impact C-AE: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not have a significant cumulative effect on
aesthetics. (No Impact)

The geographic scope for cumulative aesthetics impacts includes all projects that would be
located within the publicly accessible viewshed of the proposed project. The cumulative project
sites do not necessarily need to be visible simultaneously with the proposed project site from one
fixed vantage point; however, for an impact to occur the sites must be visible in the same general
vicinity by a viewer. Many projects listed in Table 9 are within the geographic scope for
cumulative impacts, but there are three projects located within the publically accessible viewshed
of the proposed project. Projects that could have a cumulative aesthetic impact in combination
with the proposed project are the Town of Sunol Fire Suppression Project, the SMP-32 Quarry
Operations, and the Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project.

There are no publically accessible vantage points, including Thermalito Trail, from which the

cumulative projects and the proposed project can be viewed in the same general vicinity.

8 SFPUC, 2012. Sunol Master Plan Conceptual Engineering Report, Planning Phase III. Project No. CUW‘
2630601. Prepared by EMB/DPW-BD&C. April.
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Therefore, there is no significant cumulative aesthetics impact to which both the proposed project

and other projects would contribute (No Impact).

necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: Impact  Incorporated  Impact Impact  Applicable
E3 POPULATION AND HOUSING—
Would the project: -
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, O ] (| O X
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing D [:] D |:| &
housing units or create demand for additional
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, O O ] O X

The project would improve the Sunol Yard, existing picnic area facilities, fencing, and Temple

Road, and construct a new Watershed Center. The project would have no effect on the

geographic extent or capacity of its existing water supply system, and therefore would not induce

population growth. Additionally, the project would not displace substantial numbers of existing

housing units or people, and would not require the construction of replacement housing.

The construction workforce would be small and would not require additional housing

accommodations, and operation and maintenance of the project would increase the workforce by

approximately 14 workers. However, this increase in workers would not substantially induce

population growth in the area, and is not anticipated to require the construction of housing for these

workers. For these reasons, the CEQA criteria related to population and housing are considered

not applicable to the project.
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Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact Applicable

E.4 CULTURAL AND PALEONTOLOGICAL
RESOURCES —Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the O = O O O
significance of a historical resource as defined in
§15064.5, including those resources listed in
Article 10 or Article 11 of the San Francisco

Planning Code?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the O X il 0 L__I
significance of an archaeclogical resource
pursuant to §15064.57

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique D D I:I E D
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those El & D D [:I

interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Cultural resources are broadly defined as buildings, sites, structures, landscapes, objects, or
- districts, each of which may have historical, architectural, archaeological, cultural, or scientific
importance.?2% Under CEQA, impacts to paleontological resources are also addressed under the
rubric of cultural resources (see CEQA Appendix G checklist). This section describes cultural and
paleontological resources in the proposed pfoject area, and identifies and assesses the potential
impacts to these resources that could occur with implementation of the proposed project.

Mitigation measures to avoid or reduce adverse impacts are identified, as appropriate.

In accordance with the CEQA Checklist as modified by the. CCSF Planning Department, the
cultural resources analysis presented below describes potential impacts on historical,
archaeological, and paleontological resources, as well as the potential for disturbance of human
remains with implementation of the proposed project. A CEQA Area of Potential Effects (C-APE)
was defined for the project, and includes all areas where cultural resources may be directly or
indirectly affected by project activities, including all areas of potential ground disturbance and

aboveground construction (the Sunol Yard, the proposed Watershed Center, all underground

% McGimsey, Charles R. III, and Hester A. Davis, 1977. The Management of Archeological Resources: The Airlie
House Report. Special Publication, Society for American Archaeology.

%  National Park Service, 1991. NP5-28 Cultural Resources Management Guideline. U.S, Department of the
Interior, National Park Service. Washington D.C.
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utilities, new parking areas, staging areas, etc.). The C-APE is equivalent to the project limit of
work as depicted on Figure 2. Baseline conditions for historic architectural resources and
archaeological resources, including those known to contain human remains, in the proposed
project C—APE are presented in technical reports produced prior to or specifically for the

proposed project.343536,37,38

These studies assessed the potential eligibility of resources in the C-APE as historical resources,
based on criteria for listing in the CRHR. To be eligible for the CRHR, a resource must be
significant at the local, state, and/or federal level under one or more of the following criteria:
o Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of California’s history and cultural heritage;
» Isassociated with the lives of persons important in our past;
¢ Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses
high artistic values; or
¢ Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history
(California Public Resources Code [PRC] Section 5024.1[c]).

For a resource to be eligible for the CRHR, it must also retain enough integrity to be recognizable
as a historical resource and to convey its significance. Resources listed in or formally determined

eligible for listing in the NRHP are listed in the CRHR.

% JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Campuny s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.

% JRP, 2008. Analysis of Historic Districts Potentially Impacted by San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
Water System Improvement Program Projects. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission,
Bureau of Environmental Management, and City and County of San Francisco.

% JRP, 2012. Fingl Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report: Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.

% URS, 2014. Final Historic Context and Archaeological Survey Report, an Archaeological Survey of the Sunol Long
Term Improvements Project Area, Alameda County, California. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission and San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division.

3 URS, 2014. Sunol Water Temple, DPR 523 Update Sheet. Prepared for the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission.
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This section summarizes the findings from these studies as they pertain to the historical resources
in the C-APE. It includes findings of the evaluation of the significance of historical resources in
the C-APE under the NRHP and CRHR criteria, discussions of resource historic integrity, and
evaluates project impacts in accordance with the CEQA Gﬁidelines and the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving,
Rehabilitating,  Restoring, and  Reconstructing  Historic ~ Buildings  (Standards) (CEQA
Section 15064.5[b}).

The paleontological analysis is based on a records search completed at the University of
California Museum of Paleontology, in concert with a geological assessment as presented in the
archaeological technical report.® Article 10 and Article11 of the San Francisco Planning Code
pertain to individual city landmarks and historic districts, and to conservation districts in the city’s
downtown core area (C-3 district), respectively. Article 10 of the San Francisco Planning Code sets
forth proposals for city landmark designations with the aid of the NRHP Criteria in evaluating a
resource’s historic significance. Article 11, Section 1102 of the San Francisco Planning Code, codifies
the criteria for evaluating buildings in the C-3 districts of the city. Because the project does not
propose improvements in C-3 districts, and because there are no.designated city landmarks or
districts in the proposed project area, Articles10 and 11 of the San Francisco Historic

Preservation Commission and Planning Code would not apply.

Impact CP-1: The project could 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. (Less than Significant
with Mitigation Incorporated)

Approach

Under CEQA, a “historical resource” includes, but is not limited to, any object, building,
structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscripf that is historically significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural
annals of California. In addition, archaeological resources may be eligible to the CRHR as

“unique archaeological resources.” Effects to archaeological resources, both as historical

% URS, 2014. Final Historic Context and Archaeological Survey Report, an Archaeological Survey of the Sunol Long
Term Improvements Project Area, Alameda County, California. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission and San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division.
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resources and unique archaeological resources, are dealt with under Impact CP-2. The following

discussion concerns impacts to historical resources of a non-archaeological nature.

Architectural surveys and evaluation reports, performed in 2003, 2008, and 2012 by JRP Historical
Consulting, LLC (JRP), that included the Sunol Water Temple and the Alameda Creek Water
Conveyance System District (ACWCSD), were reviewed by the preparers of this IS; and existing
conditions were verified on June 22, 2012, by URS Corporation (URS) architectural history staff
on behalf of the San Francisco Planning Department.® Guidance from the California Office of
Historic Preservation notes that if there are not any substantive changes to the condition of the
subject property, and the original determinations remain valid, an additional architectural survey
is not necessary. After a review of the prior documents, and on behalf of the San Francisco
Planning Department, URS prepared a California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR)
Form 523 Update Sheet to clarify the associated historic features of the Sunol Water Temple
property; provide additional information concerning the associations of the overall landscape
design with respect architect Willis Polk; and assess the integrity of the historic designed

landscape.4

Historic Architectural Resources in the C-APE

The results of the records review and field reconnaissance indicate that the C-APE includes
contributors to the NRHP/CRHR-eligible ACWCSD, as well as the NRHP/CRHR-eligible Sunol
Water Temple. The ACWCSD was recommended as eligible under NRHP/CRHR Criterion A/l
“as an important and early development in the context of the urban water supply in California,”
and eligible under Criterion C/3 for its “design and its innovative use of engineering to utilize the
‘natural features, mainly the gravel beds of the Alameda Creek.”# Constructed by the Spring
Valley Water Company between 1887 and 1930, the ACWCSD is significant “as one of a few early
water conveyance systems designed specifically to meet the needs of a large urban population,”

and is “a significant work of engineering because it represents distinctive characteristics of a type,

% JRP, 2012. Final Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report: Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission. .

4 URS, 2014. Sunol Water Temple, DPR 523 Update Sheet. Prepared for the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission.

2 JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evalugtion Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.
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period, and method of construction.”# NRHP/CRHR Criterion D/4 does not apply to the
ACWCSD, because this criterion applies Vto properties that contain or are likély to contain
information bearing on an important archaeological research question. Contributors to the
ACWCSD that are in the C-APE include the Sunol Water Temple and the Sunol Valley Filter Beds
(the latter is also referred to as the Filter Gallery).# Contributors that are outside the C-APE
include the Sunol Aqueduct and Niles Regulating Reservoir.®s Two additional contributors, the
Niles and Sunol dams, were demolished in 2006.% The Alameda Creek Water System was
designated in 1976 as a California Historic Civil Engineering Landmark by the San Francisco

section of the American Society of Civil Engineers.

In historic resource evaluations completed in 2003 and again in 2012, the Sunol Water Temple
and its associated historic features, including the remaining section of a Carrefour on the south
side of the intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road and Niles Canyon Road-Paloma Way,¥ were
recommended as individually eligible for the NRHP/CRHR under Criterion C/3 for “its
architecture and as a work of master architect Willis Polk.”44 The evaluation reports note that
although the Sunol Water Temple was a relatively simple architectural commission, it was
“representative of Polk’s versatility as a designer and commitment to the principles of academic

eclecticism.”%051 Design “simplicity, dignity, and refinement were fundamental values for Polk,”

4 JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.

“ Ibid.

4 Ibid.

% SFPUC, 2006. Sunol/Niles Dam Removal Project Final Environmental Impact Report. Planning Department
Case No. 2001.1149E. Prepared by ESA.

4 A Carrefour is a term in classical architecture that refers to an open space from which a number of streets
or avenues radiate. See Harris, Cyril M. 1977. llustrated Dictionary of Historic Architecture. New York:
Dover Publications, Inc. The remaining portion of the Carrefour is also referred to in this document as
the main gate.

4 JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.

4 JRP, 2012. Final Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report: Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.

% JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.
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and were reflected in the Sunol Water Temple.®* The 2003 and 2012 evaluations do not include
the Temple Road/allée as a separate feature of the Sunol Water Temple, but it is briefly
mentioned as a feature of the Sunol Water Temple in the Analysis of Historic Districts Potentially
Impacted by San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Water System Improvement Program Projects S
Additional archival research by the SFPUC (and reported by URS in a 2014 DPR Form 523
Update Sheet), revealed that in addition to the Sunol Water Temple and Carrefour, the Temple
Road was an integral feature within an intentionally designed landscape completed by architect
Willis Polk.5 The Sunol Valley Filter Beds, constructed c. 1900, were not designed by Polk, but
the architect positioned the Water Temple adjacent to the beds to integrate them into his overall
design scheme. The 2014 DPR Form 523 Update Sheet noted that the designed landscape was an
integral part of the larger property’s significance under NRHP/CRHR Criteria A/1 and C/3.

The Sunol Water Temple was recommended as not eligible under NRHP/CRHR Criterion B/2
because it “does not appear that this temple is associated with any people that have made
significant contributions to local, state, or national history.”%% It was also recommended as not

eligible under NRHP/CRHR Criterion D/4 because it is a well-documented resource that is not

51 JRP, 2012. Final Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report: Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.

5 JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.

% JRP, 2012, Final Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report: Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.

% SFPUC, 2008. Analysis of Historic Districts Potentially Impacted by San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
Water System Improvement Program Projects.

% URS, 2014. Sunol Water Temple, DPR 523 Update Sheet. Prepared for the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission.

% JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.

% JRP, 2012. Final Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report: Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.
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likely to contain information bearing on an important historical or archaeological research
question. The Sunol Water Temple area also includes a modern pump station, temporary
restrooms, farming operations, and non-functioning restroom facilities near the picnic area that

do not contribute to the historical resource’s significance.

The JRP evaluations of 2003 and 2012 confirmed that the Sunol Division Headquarters (now
known as the Sunol Corporation Yard) lacked sufficient integrity to be considered a historical
resource under CEQA. The Sunol Cottage in the Sunol Division Headquarters was also found to

individually lack sufficient integrity in 2007, a finding confirmed in 2012.%%

Contributing and Non-Contributing Features. The features constructed on the Sunol Water
Temple property during its period of significance (1910) and that contribute to its significance
under NRHP/CRHR Criteria A/1 and C/3 were previously identified.®%61626 These contributing
features are the Sunol Water Temple structure, its formal Carrefour at the intersection of
Pleasanton-Sunol Road and Niles Canyon Road-Paloma Way, the Temple Road/allée that leads
from the Carrefour to the Sunol Water Temple, and the Sunol Valley Filter Beds to the east of the
Sunol Water Temple. All of these features are axially aligned with one another, with the Temple

serving as the visual focal point.é4¢5

% William Self and Associates, 2007. SEPUC Sunol Water Temple, Former Supervisor's Dwelling. State of
California, Department of Parks and Recreation, Primary Record and Building, Structure, and Object
Record, California Historical Resource Information System, Northwest Information Center, Sonoma
State University, Rohnert Park, California.

% JRP, 2012. Final Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report: Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.

6 JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.

& JRP, 2008. Analysis of Historic Districts Potentially Impacted by San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
Water System Improvement Program Projects. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission,
Bureau of Environmental Management, and City and County of San Francisco.

2 JRP, 2012. Final Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.

8 URS, 2014. Sunol Water Temple, DPR 523 Update Sheet. Prepared for the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission.

¢ JRP, 2003. Historic Resoyrces Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.
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Integrity. Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance. The evaluation of
integrity is grounded in an understanding of a property’s physical features during the period of
significance, and how they relate to its significance. Integrity has seven components or aspects —
location, design, materials, workmanship, setﬁng, feeling, and association. As discussed above,
for a property/resource to be eligible for the NRHP/CRHR, it must also retain enough integrity to

be recognizable as a historical resource, and to convey its significance.

In a 2012 report, JRP noted that the Sunol Water Temple “retains all of its integrity. The location
has not changed, the design remains the same, the setting has not changed drastically, the
Temple was restored in 2000 using the same materials, the workmanship remains the same as
Willis Polk had envisioned 100 years prior. It also retains integrity of feeling and association with
Willis Polk.”66 One modification to the Sunol Water Temple that has occurred since 2002 is the
installation of a wheelchair lift on the west side of the building.6” Character-defining features of
the Temple include its position adjacent to the Sunol Valley Filter Beds, its axial relationships
with the Carrefour, Temple Road, and Filter Beds, its round shape, as well as its overall classical

design.

The integrity of the Carrefour has been affected by the elimination of half of the resource’s former
circular arrangement at the intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road and Niles Canyon Road-
Paloma Way. To bring the intersection up to more modern safety standards, the northern half of
the Carrefour was removed, while the southern half (the half with the entrance gate to the Sunol
Water Temple) was retained. Even with the removal of half of the Carrefour, the element remains

significant feature of the larger Sunol Water Temple property.®® The character defining elements

8 TURS, 2014. Sunol Water Temple, DPR 523 Update Sheet. Prepared for the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission.

& JRP, 2012. Fingl Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report Sunol Division Headquarters Complex and
Sunol Water Temple Update, Sunol, California. Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission.

¢ Tbid.

6 JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.
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of the Carrefour include its semi-circular plan, classical detailing, reliefs, and its axial relationship

with Temple Road and the Water Temple.

The Temple Road/allée has been altered since its construction in 1910. Historic photographs and
original site plans show that the road surface was originally bladed dirt or gravel. These
photographs, in addition to the 1910 site plans, reveal that the road was edged with a continuous,
low-lying hedge, and exhibited two rows of small trees.® This high density landscape
arrangement was replaced over time by the SFPUC; the current configuration is two rows of trees
with a spacing distance that appears to be slightly greater than the original pattern. Currently, the
road consists of an asphalt surface and is approximately 18 feet wide. Despite these modifications
over time, the Sunol Water Temple, its associated features, and its designed landscape retain
sufficient integrity of location, feeling, association, materials, workmanship, setting, and design
to be individually eligible for the NRHP/CRHR, and therefore a historical resource under CEQA.
Character defining features of the Temple Road include its linear alignment and its axial

relationship with the Water Temple and the Carrefour.

Although the integrity of the Sunol Valley Filter Beds is not specifically discussed in the
evaluation of the ACWCSD, the field reconnaissance of the site did not reveal any substantive
changes to the resource since its evaluation in 2003, and the Sunol Valley Filter Beds, although
predating the Water Temple, were clearly integrated into Polk’s landscape design.”? As a
contributor to the ACWCSD and as an associated feature of the individually eligible Sunol Water
Temple’s designed landscape, the Sunol Valley Filter Beds are eligible for the NRHP/CRHR, and
are therefore a historical resource under CEQA. Character-defining features of the Filter Beds
(that are visible at the surface) include their depressed profile and grassy beds. The Filter Bed to
the southeast of the Water Temple also includes a concrete walkway and remnants of a concrete

pad that formerly held a low balustrade surround.

8 URS, 2014. Sunol Water Temple, DPR 523 Update Sheet. Prepared for the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission.

7 JRP, 2003. Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Spring Valley Water Company’s Alameda Creek System.
Prepared for the City and County of San Francisco.
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Project Effects

As described above, the Sunol Water Temple and its associated features are an eligible historical
resource. These structufes are also contributors to the ACWCSD, which is also an eligible
historical resource. Contributing features of these historical resources would be affected by the
project: the Sunol Water Temple, the Sunol Valley Filter Beds, the Carrefour, and Temple Road.
These features are part of a larger historic designed landscape that contributes to the significance
of the Sunol Water Temple property. This analysis evaluates the impact of project
implementation on historical resources in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b),

which defines a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as follows:

Physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its
immedjate surroundings such that the significance of an historical resource
would be materially impaired. Materjal impairment is further defined as
demolishing or materially altering in an adverse manner those physical
characteristics of an historical resource that convey its historical significance and |
that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the CRHR or a local

register of historical resources.

As noted in CEQA Section 15064.5(b)(3), a project that follows the Standards shall be considered
to be mitigated to a less-than-significant level. Of the four treatment options offered by the
Standards, the one that would apply to the proposed project would be Rehabilitation, which is
defined as “the act or process of making possible a compatible use for a property through repair,
alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features which convey its historical,
cultural, or architectural values,” generally referred to as the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for

Rehabilitation (Standards for Rehabilitation).

The Standards for Rehabilitation require that the historic cha/racter of a property be retained and
preserved, and that the removal of distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and
spatial relationships that characterize a property be avoided. Repair is emphasized over
replacement. Replacement of historic features is allowable under the Standards; however, the new
features should match the old in design, color, texture, and where possible, materiaﬂs. The
Standards recognize situations where replacement in-kind is not technically, economically, or
environmentally feasible. In-such situations, compatible substitute materials that have similar

characteristics can be considered.
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Project components that would comply with the Standards include the removal of non-historic
features from the area immediately near the Sunol Water Temple, which include a restroom
building, temporary restroom facilities, barbed-wire fencing to the south of the Sunol Water
Temple neér the picnic area, a concrete construction staging pad used for the 2000 restoration of
the temple, and an informal gravel parking area for 15 vehicles. The removal of these elements
would clarify the historic visual relationships between the Sunol Water Temple and associated

features.

The Temple Road would be repaved, and shoulders made of resin pavement or like material
would be installed. The paved surface of the Temple Road does not date from the period of
significance, and the addition of the shoulders would modify the width of the Temple Road/allée
to accommodate pedestrians. The addition of the shoulders would make the Temple Road/allée
surface appear wider than its historic appearance, but the surface would be of a compatible
material, likely similar to the compacted dirt/gravel material used for the original Temple Road.
Landscape vegetation that has flanked the road over time has changed and evolved with the
management of the site. The existing grass ground cover was not present during the period of
significance. As a result, impacts from the repaving and installation of shoulders to Temple Road
would be Less than Significant as the Temple Road would retain its character defining features,

most notably its axial relationship with the Water Temple.

As a part of the Watershed Center, the setting of the Sunol Water Temple and its associated
features would be modified by the construction of the one-story Watershed Center, access road,
and parking spaces for approximately 35 cars and three buses. A rectilinear circulation pattern of
walkways around the Center is designed to be consistent and compatible with the formal nature
of the Sunol Water Temple and associated features. The proposed placement of the modern
building to the northeast of the Sunol Water Temple has the potential to impact the setting of the
Sunol Water Temple and the Sunol Valley Filter Beds. However, the proposed location of the
Watershed Center is sensitively sited to the southeast so as not to fragment or obscure the axial
relationships between the Sunol Water Temple and its associated features. The Center’s location
would ensure that the visual relationships between the associated features would remain intact.
The conceptual plan also includes retaining existing vegetation, and planting new trees between
the two buildings to reduce the visibility of the building from the Sunol Water Temple and the
Sunol Valley Filter Beds (see Figures 5 and 13). In addition, simulations indicate that the new

buildings proposed in the Sunol Yard would not visually intrude into the linear arrangement of
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trees along the allée/avenue between the Sunol Water Temple and the Carrefour (see Figure 12).
As a result, these project elements would result in impacts on historical resources that are Less
than Significant because they would not materially impair the character-defining feétures of the
Water Temple and its associated features — most notably the axial relationships between the

Temple, Temple Road, Carrefour, and Filter Beds.

The Sunol Valley Filter Beds would remain in place south of the proposed Watershed Center; and
the proposed changes to the setting caused by the construction of the Watershed Center and the
landscape modifications near the Sunol Water Temple would be minimally visible from the Sunol
Valley Filter Beds because the Filter Beds are not open to public access and lie several feet below
the proposed site of the Watershed Center. For these reasons, no project elements, including
proposed fencing around the Sunol Valley Filter Beds, would fragment or obstruct the axial
relationship between the Sunol Valley Filter Beds and the Sunol Water Temple. No direct or
indirect impacts from project construction are anticipated. Therefore, project impacts to the Sunol

Valley Filter Beds would be Less than Significant. -

The proposed forecourt would replace the current pavement immediately north of the Water
Temple. The forecourt would consist of a central grass panel flanked by walkways composed of
resin pavement or like material. The Temple Road would terminate at the forecourt; an access
road to the east would approach the Watershed Center. A paved, short term parking area would
also be added to the east of Temple Road. The parking area would be obscured by new
vegetation from the Water Temple, Temple Road/allée, and Carrefour. Designed to the
approximate width of Temple Road, the grass panel would be flanked to the east and west by
trees that approximate the alignment and height of the existing trees on the sides of Temple
Road. The existing trees along the Temple Road/allée are not original to the period of
significance for the Sunol Water Temple, but their current height appears similar to the height of
vegetation depicted in historic period photographs and plans (Appendix A). As a result, impacts
from the forecourt design would be Less than Significant as the forecourt would be compatible
with the historic design of the Water Temple property and would not inhibit or obscure the axial
relationships between the Sunol Water Temple, Temple Road/allée, Carrefour, and Sunol Valley
Filter Beds.

There is a potential for significant adverse impacts to be caused by the operation of construction
equipment during construction of the Watershed Center. Damage caused by this equipment due

to operator accidents or use in close proximity to the Sunol Water Temple and its associated
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features may diminish the integrity of historical resources. Situated at the entrance to the facility,
the Carrefour, for instance, has the potential to be impacted when construction vehicles enter and

exit the facility.

To minimize the potential for such significant impacts that could affect the historical resource’s
eligibility for listing through material impairment, the implementation of Mitigation
Measure M-CP-1a, Historic Resources Protectioﬁ Plan, is required to reduce impacts to a level
that is Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. This would be accomplished by preparing
and implementing a plan to educate workers, situate equipment storage yards away from
historical resources, and manage vehicle operations near historical resources, which would then
serve to reduce the potential for accidental damage of onmsite historical resources. With
implementation of such a plan, and given the ample staging areas and access points to the

property, it would be feasible to avoid significant impacts to onsite historical resources.

As indicated in Table 13 in Section E.6, Noise, project-related construction activities are
estimated to generate vibration levels well below the 0.5 in/sec PPV and 0.3 in/sec PPV thresholds
for transient and continuous vibrations, respectively, to buildings, even if two pieces of
equipment were both operating 20 feet from a structure. Because both the Carrefour and the
Water Temple are more than thirty years old, the more conservative “older residential building”
category established by the Federal Transit Administration was used. In light of the above,
construction activities near these two buildings would not generate sufficient vibration to cause
impacts to either structure that would result in the material impairment of either resource, which

would result in a Less than Significant Impact.

Nevertheless, large construction equipment may generate vibration that could cause damage to
the historic fabric of the historical resource, thereby causing a significant impact. To avoid the
potential for significant impacts to historic resources, the implementation of Mitigation
Measure M-CP-1b, Preconstruction Surveys and Vibration Monitoring, is required to reduce
the potential for vibration-related impacts to a level that is Less than Significant with Mitigation
Incorporated. These required surveys and monitoring would reduce the potential for vibration
effects on historical resources by identifying potential sources of vibration, and undertaking

alternative construction methods with less vibratory potential.
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Mitigation Measure M-CP-1a: Historic Resources Protection Plan

The SFPUC shall retain a qualified engineer, in coordination with a qualified historic
architect or architectural historian, to prepare a historic resources protection plan that
specifies actions and methods that the contractor will undertake to reduce the likelihood
of accidental collision damage to the Sunol Water Temple, Carrefour, and Sunol Valley
Filter Beds when construction equipment pass in proximity to these historical resources.
The plan shall require-the Contractor to monitor activities to ensure use of protective
measures. At a minimum, the plan shall address: 1) guidelines for the operation of
construction equipment near the historical resources; 2) storage of construction materials
and equipment away from the resources, as appropriate; 3) pre- and post-construction
recording of the Sunol Water Temple, Carrefour, and the Sunol Valley Filter Beds to
confirm post-construction condition; 4) requirements for monitoring and documenting
compliance with the plan; and 5) use of exclusion fencing, and/or signs and education/
training of construction workers about the protection of the historical resources. The plan
shall be reviewed and approved by the SFPUC and implemented prior to use of projéct
construction equipment in these three areas. In case accidental damage occurs during the
construction of the project, the plan shall also direct the Contractor to stop the work
activity that caused the damage, propose interim protection measures, and develop
repair measures. The repair measures shall be reviewed and approved by the SFPUC
prior to Contractor implementation, and will be monitored by the SFPUC for compliance

with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-1b: Preconstruction Surveys and Vibration Monitoring

Prior to coﬁstruction, the SFPUC shall retain the services of a California-licensed
geotechnical engineer or similarly qualified expert in vibration effects on structures to
1) assess the potential for vibration effects on the Sunol Water Temple, Carrefour, and
Sunol Valley Filter Beds from construction activities; 2) identify pre-construction and
construction-period activities to be conducted by the contractor to monitor for and report
on potential vibration effects, including settlement and cracking; and 3)identify
measures to be undertaken by the contractor if vibration effects are identified during
monitoring, such as stopping adverse construction activities, contractor use of alternative
construction methods that reduce the potential for -vibratory impacts, and reduced

vehicle speeds. The SFPUC shall also implement Mitigation Measure M-CP-1c,
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Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties, to repair

damage to onsite historical resources caused by the project.

As a part of the proposed Carrefour repair work, (see Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard
Improvements, above), the existing concrete pillars would be inspected and repaired, as
necessary. Repairs would retain existing architectural features. The existing wrought-iron fence
and gate would be cleaned and repainted, or where necessary, components of the fence would be
replaced. The existing modern gate opener and hardware would be upgraded to meet current

security standards.

There is a potential for this project component to result in repairs that may not be consistent with
the Standards, and therefore have a significant impact on the character-defining features of the
Carrefour. To avoid significant impacts caused by the proposed repair work to the Carrefour,
implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CP-1c, Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Treatment of Historic Properties, would be required to reduce impacts to a level that is Less than
Significant with Mitigation Incorporated, by developing a process by which the proposed work for

the Carrefour is reviewed by the Planning Department for consistency with the Standards.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-1c: Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of
Historic Properties

Details of the proposed repair work to the Carrefour, including but not limited to plans,
drawings, and photographs of .existing conditions, shall be submitted by the SFPUC to
the San Francisco Planning Department prior to implementation. An architectural
historian that meets the Secretary of the Interior’'s Professional Qualification Standards
within the Planning‘Department will review the proposed project for compliance with
the Standards. If necessary, the SFPUC shall pursue and implement a redesign of the
proposed repair work to the Carrefour to the extent feasible, so that consistency with the
Standards is achieved and/or a significant impact is avoided, as determined by the

Planning Department.
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Impact CP-2: The project could cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5. (Less than Significant with Mitigation
Incorporated)

Approach

The following discussion assesses impacts to archaeological resources meeting the requirements
for listing as historical resources, as described above, as well as impacts to unique archaeological
resources as described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 and PRC Section 21083.2.7! If an
archaeological site does not meet the criteria for inclusion on the CRHR but does meet the
definition of a unique archaeological resource as outlined in PRC 21083.2, it is still entitled to

attention under CEQA.

As outlined in the Historic Context and Archaeological Survey Report (HHCASR) for the project,
inventory efforts for archaeological resources included a review of ethnographic and historic
literature and maps, archaeological base maps and site records, survey reports, and atlases of
historic places on file at the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) of the California Historical
Resources Information System at Sonoma State University; Native American contacts; an
archaeological pedestrian reconnaissance survey; and extended subsurface archaeological
investigations in the Viéinity of the proposed Watershed Center and the existing Sunol Cottage

(Figure 3, feature 5).7

The C-APE is within the boundaries of the Mexican-era Rancho Valle de San José land grant,
granted in 1839 by Governor Juan Alvarado to Antonio Maria Pico, Agustin Bernal, Juan Pablo
Bernal, and Maria Dolores Bernal de Sufiol. A survey of Spanish- and Mexican-period adobe
buildings conducted in the early 20th century by Hendry and Bowman identifies an adobe
residence owned by the Sufiol family as having existed previously in the C-APE.” In 1862,
Charles Hadsell, a prominent farmer and rancher originally from Massachusetts, acquired

2,332 acres of the Valle de San José land grant, including what is now the project C-APE. Hadsell

7t Archaeological resources (or sites) are also referred to as “heritage sites” by some tribal members.

2. URS, 2014. Final Historic Context and Archaeological Survey Report, an Archaeological Survey of the Sunol Long
Term Improvements Project Area, Alameda County, California. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission and San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division.

7 Hendry, G.W., and J.N. Bowman, 1940. The Spanish and Mexican Adobe and Other Buildings in the Nine San
Francisco Bay Counties, 1776 to about 1850. On file at the Bancroft Library, University of California
Berkeley.
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resided in and ran a dairy in the C-APE until he sold it to the Spring Valley Water Company in
approximately 1875. It is possible that archaeological remains on the adobe buildings and other
appurtenant structures, as well as the remains of other features such as corrals, gardens, and
hollow/filled features containing artifacts associated with the historic-period occupation, may still

exist in the C-APE.

Archaeological Resources in the C-APE

As a result of the inventory efforts, two archaeological sites have been identified in the C-APE.
One site, CA-ALA-565/H, contains primarily prehistoric archaeological material, features, and
fragmentary human remains, as well as limited historic-era artifacts.”#’57¢ The site was originally
recorded in 1993, and subsequently subjected to subsurface archaeological testing. The
investigation identified three artifact concentrations in the site. Two of the areas had cultural
material dated to protohistoric occupation (A.D. 1500-1700). In the third area, projectile points
and bone tools were found, in addition to transfer-printed ceramics, possibly evincing a historic-
era occupation.”” The excavation recovered cultural materials to a depth of 51 inches bgs.”” The
southern and western boundaries of CA-ALA-565/H were reconfirmed in 2012 through
pedestrian surveys and a subsurface extended archaeological survey consisting of augers and

borings.8

During the 2012 field inventory efforts, a second archaeological resource was identified, and

designated as field recording number SYIP-1.8! This historic-era resource contains limited mid- to

7 Luby, Edward M., 1993. Archaeological Site Records for P-01-000015. On file at the NWIC.

7 Luby, Edward M., 1995. Pfelimimzry Report on Archaeological Investigations in the Sunol Valley, Alameda
County, California. Proceedings of the Society for California Archaeology (8): 167-174.

76 URS, 2014. Final Historic Context and Archaeological Survey Report, an Archaeological Survey of the Sunol Long
Term Improvements Project Area, Alameda County, California. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission and San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division.

77 Luby, Edward M., 1995. Preliminary Report on Archaeological Investigations in the Sunol Valley, Alameda
County, California. Proceedings of the Society for California Archaeology (8): 167-174.

78 Luby, Edward M., 1993. Archaeological Site Records for P-01-000015. On file at the NWIC.

2 Luby, Edward M., 1995, Preliminary Report on Archaeological Investigations in the Sunol Valley, Alameda
County, California. Proceedings of the Society for California Archaeology (8): 167-174.

8 URS, 2014. Final Historic Context and Archaeological Survey Report, an Archaeological Survey of the Sunol Long
Term Improvements Project Area, Alameda County, California. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission and San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division.

8 TJbid.
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late-19th century artifacts in association with compacted earth features, which were identified
during inspection of the crawl space below the former Sunol Cottage and existing Administration
Building in the Sunol Yard. Temporally diagnostic artifacts and spatial information, gained from
historical descriptions and maps, indicate that elements of the archaeological deposit may be

associated with the Sufiol Adobe or the Hadsell occupation.®

Based on substantial evidence, the San Francisco Planning Department has determined that SYIP-
1 and CA-ALA-565/H constitute historical resources pursuant to Section 15064.5(a)(3) of the
CEQA Guidelines. As the sites will be treated as historical resources, it is not necessary to

consider their status as unique archaeological resources in this analysis.

Although not all the characteristics of these archaeological sites are known, they are likely to
yield information important in prehistory or history, and therefore appear eligible to the CRHR
under Criterion 4. In addition, if historic-era associations with the early Sufiol or Hadsell
occupation of the property are confirmed, both archaeological sites may be eligible to the CRHR
under Criterion 1, for their association with events that made a significant contribution to history

at the local or state level.

As currently proposed, construction of the Watershed Center would occur at least partially
within the confines of CA-ALA-565/H, and project demolition and construction in the Sunol Yard
would occur on SYIP-1. Excavation of new building foundations would be accomplished by
backhoe or excavator. The depth of the excavations would vary depending on facility height and
site conditions, but would generally not exceed 5 feet below the current ground surface, except at
the locations of the existing underground fuel storage tanks and existing and proposed
wastewater holding tanks, where excavation work may range to 15 feet below grade. Given these
subsurface impacts, implementation of the proposed project could result in a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5,
which would be a significant impact. However, implementation of Mitigation
Measure M-CP-2a, Treatment of Known Archaeological Resources, would reduce impacts to a
level that is Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated by requiring that resources are
properly identified and protected upon discovery, and that an archaeological research design and

treatment plan (ARDTP), as described below, is implemented.

82 Ibid.
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In addition to the potential impacts to known resources, ground-disturbing construction
activities have the potential to inadvertently expose and therefore affect previously unknown
archaeological resources, including those that may be CRHR-eligible. As described in the
HCASR, subsurface testing using borings and backhoe scrapes was conducted in the southern
portion of the C-APE and in the vicinity of the Sunol Cottage.?* No archaeological resources were
identified as a result of these extended archaeological survey efforts; however, there is the
potential that previously unidentified archaeological resources may be exposed as a result of
project-related ground disturbance. The inadvertent exposure of previously unknown
archaeological resources that qualify as historical resource as addressed under CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5 would be a potentially significant impact. However, implementation of
Mitigation Measure M-CP-2b, Archaeological Monitoring and Accidental (Post-review)
Discovery of Archaeological Resources, would reduce impacts to a level that is Less than
Significant with Mitigation Incorporated by requiring an appropriate treatment strategy, such as

archaeological data recovery.

CEQA Section 21083.2.(b) provides that the lead agency may require reasonable efforts be made to
permit any or all of these resources to be preserved in-place (e.g., through “capping”#) or left in an
undisturbed state. Alternative treatments may be considered if preservation in place is not feasible,
or, if feasible, when a data recovery program or interpretive use of the resource provides superior
mitigation. As discussed in Section A.4.2, the SFPUC considered alternative locations and designs
for the Watershed Center in order to avoid impacting site CA-ALA-565/H, but did not identify any
as able to feasibly meet the Project’s goals, and found that all other alternative areas onsite could
themselves involve other environmental impacts. Having reviewed the record, the San Francisco
Planning Department agrees that locating the Watershed Center elsewhere onsite could result in
other potentially significant impacts (see Section A.4.2, Development of the Alameda Creek
Watershed Center). Capping CA-ALA-565/H is also not considered a viable alternative in this case
because placing the Watershed Center on a fill prism of sufficient height to keep the building
foundation, road bed, and subsurface utilities above the archaeological site matrix could cause

significant visual impacts on the viewshed of the adjacent Sunol Water Temple, which is part of an

8 Ibid.

8 Capping an archaeological site means to cover it with a layer of sterile soil before building directly on
top of the site in question.
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eligible historic district and as discussed above, could result in contamination of the archaeological
site matrix by impurities in the imported fill and could damage site constituents (and, thereby, the
site’s research and cultural values) through compaction caused by construction activities and the
weight of the fill and building. Nevertheless, and as noted above, Mitigation Measure M-CP-2a,
Treatment of Known Archaeological Resources, would reduce impacts to this site to a level that is
Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated by requiring that archaeological resources are
properly identified and protected upon discovery, and that an archaeological research design and

treatment plan (ARDTP), as described below, is implemented.

In the case of archaeological site SYIP-1, further investigations, possibly leading to data recovery,
are considered the preferred mitigation. Very little is known of the historic-era Sunol and Hadsell
occupations of the project area. Historic documentation of these occupations is very limited and no
archaeological excavations have been conducted to-date which may provide information on this
time period. The characteristics of this site make it unsuitable for public interpretation in-place
(given that it is the administrative hub of the Sunol Corporation Yard, and as such, it is an area that
is not open to the general public). As a result, there exists greater value in extracting the potential

data within SYIP-1 than preserving the potential resource in-place.

Given these considerations, the following site-specific mitigation measures have been developed for
the treatment of known archaeological resources and to avoid potentially significant adverse effects
of the proposed project on legally important archaeological resources known to be within the

project area:

Mitigation Measure M-CP-2a: Treatment of Known Archaeological Resources

The SFPUC shall retain the services of a qualified archaeological consultant, meeting the
Secretary of Interior standards for archaeology, from the pool of qualified archaeological
* consultants maintained by the -Planning Department Archeologist, or an alternate
archaeological consultant on approval of the ERO. The archaeological consultant shall
develop and undertake any archaeological monitoring, testing, and mitigation programs
required in connection with this Mitigation Measure, the scope and implementation of

which shall be directed and approved by the ERO or designee.®

8  San Francisco Planning Department, 2008. MEA WSIP Projects Archaeological Guidance.
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Archaeological site CA-ALA-565/H. In consultation with the ERO or designee, the
archaeological consultant shall design and catry out an archaeological testing program at
CA-ALA-565/H. The goal of the testing program shall be to provide an enhanced
delineation of the archaeological site’s structure and content in areas of planned
construction. The plan shall also detail the participation of Native American cultural
resource monitors during excavation and testing. The testing program shall be

documented to the ERO in a preapproved format.

On the basis of the testing results and in consultation with the ERO or designee, the
consultant shall prepare an Archaeological Research Design and Treatment Plan
(ARDTP) for the recovery and treatment of resources determined to be potentially
eligible to the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). The ARDTP shall
identify how data recovery and other treatments, such as development of interpretive
materials, will preserve the significant information of the archaeological resources to be
impacted by the project. That is, the ADRTP will identify what scientific/historical
research questions are applicable to the expected resource, what data classes the resource
is expected to possess, and how the expected data classes would address the applicable
research questions. The ADRTP will establish the procedures for data recovery and other
treatments, describe how the investigation will address the research issues, and specify
that the results will be provided in an Archaeological Data Recovery Report to the ERO
or designee following implementation of the ARDTP. In general, data recovery shall be
limited to the portions of the archaeological resource that could be adversely affected by
the proposed project. The ARDTP shall include the elements specified in EP’s
Archaeological Guidance #7, including goals of the plan, description of the resource,
research questions, field methods for recovering resources, laboratory methods, other
treatment options (i.e, interpretive programs), and details on Native American
coordination, as well as a practical work plan to carry out the program. The SFPUC shall

ensure that the provisions of the ARDTP are carried out.

Archaeological site SYIP-1. The archaeological consultant shall monitor and, as
necessary, direct the demolition of the Sunol Cottage and administration building to

better determine the vertical and horizontal extent, and potential significance, of the
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cultural deposit SYIP-18 The buildings shall be deconstructed in a manner that
minimizes impacts to the deposit below the crawl space; for example, by first removing
all walls and roofs above the subfloor, then carefully deconstructing the subfloor. The
SFPUC shall ensure that archaeological resources uncovered during this process are
protected until the ERO or designee has determined appropriate treatment. The results of

this phase of work shall be documented to the ERO in a letter report.

- In consultation with the archaeological consultant, the ERO or designee shall determine if
new discoveries made during fieldwork at SYIP-1 appear to constitute historical
resources. If the ERO determines that the newly discovered archaeological resources
constitute historical resources, the ERO may require treatment such as archaeological
data recovery or the creation of an interpretive product. Treatment, if required, shall be
presented in an ADRTP, as described above, prior to implementing data recovery. The

SFPUC shall ensure that the provisions of the ARDTP are carried out.

Plan approvals and distribution. All plans and reports prepared by the consultant
further to this Mitigation Measure shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO or
designee for review and cominent, and shall be considered draft reports subject to
revision until final approval by the ERO. Once approved, copies of the reports shali be
distributed as follows: the Califorx;lia Historical Resources Information Center (NWIC)
shall receive one copy; the ERO shall receive a copy of the fransmittal of the reports to the
NWIC. EP shall receive one bound, one unbound, and one unlocked, searchable PDF
copy on CD (of archival quality) as well as copies of any formal site recordation forms
(CA DPR 523 'series), and/or documentation for nomination to the CRHR. In instances of
high public interest or interprétive Valué, the ERO may require a different final report

content, format, and distribution than that presented above.

8% URS, 2014. Final Historic Context and Archaeological Survey Report, an Archaeological Survey of the Sunol Long
Term Improvements Project Area, Alameda County, California. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission and San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division.
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Mitigation Measure M-CP-2b: Archaeological Monitoring and Accidental (Post-
review) Discovery of Archaeological Resources

This Mitigation Measure is required to avoid and/or minimize potential adverse effects of
construction-related activities on previously unknown, accidentally discovered, and
potentially important resources by ensuring that they are recognized, protected, and

treated appropriately.

Monitoring Plan. The SFPUC shall retain the services of an archaeological consultant
meeting the Secretary of Interior standards for archaeology from the pool of qualified
archaeological consultants maintained by fhe Planning Department archaeologist or an
alternate archaeological consultant upon approval of the ERO. In consultation with the
ERO or designee, the consultant shall prepare an Archaeological Monitoring Plan (AMP)
in conformity to EP’s Archaeological Guidance that specifies how archaeological
monitoring shall be carried out on the project site, including monitoring locations,
authority of the archaeological monitor, reporting, and steps to be implemented in the
. event of a discovery, including Native American coordination. The SFPUC shall ensure

that the terms of the AMP are carried out.

ALERT Sheet and Training. The SFPUC shall ensure, prior to any soils disturbing
activities, the distribution of the Planning Department’s archaeological resource
“ALERT” sheet to all personnel (including, machine operators, field crew, supervisory
personnel, etc.) of the project prime contractor, any project subcontractor and any utilities
firm involved in soils disturbing activities within the project site (including demolition,
excavation, grading, foundation work, etc.). The SFPUC shall provide the ERO with a
signed affidavit from the responsible pardes (prime contractor, subcontractor[s], and
utilities firm) confirming that all field personnel have received copies of the Alert Sheet.
A preconstruction training shall be provided to all construction personnel by a qualified
archaeologist prior to their starting work on the project. The training may be provided in
person or using a video or handout prepared by the qualified archaeologist. The purpose
of the training is to enable personnel to identify archaeological resources that may be

encountered and to instruct them on what to do if a potential discovery occurs.

The SFPUC shall ensure that the following actions are carried out if any indication of an
archaeological resource is encountered during any soils disturbing activity of the project:

1/ The project Contractor, SFPUC, or archaeological monitor shall immediately notify the

Case No. 2012.0054E E-62 Sunol Long Term improvements Project



ERO or designee and the Contractor shall immediately suspend any soils disturbing
activities within a minimum of 50 feet of the discovery until the ERO or designee has
determined what additional measures shall be undertaken. This radius may be reduced
at the discretion of the onsite archaeological monitor. 2/ The SFPUC shali immediately

. instruct the contractor to secure the resource in consultation with the archaeological
consultant to protect it from vandalism, looting, or other damage. Each newly discovered
resource shall be documented on a DPR 523 form that shall be submitted to the NWIC; the
ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the reports to the NWIC. -

The archaeological consultant shall advise the ERO whether or not the discovery appears
to constitute a historical or unique archaeological resource and, therefore, requires
additional action. If the ERO or designee determines that the discovery may constitute a
historical resource or unique archaeological the consultant will evaluate the resource. If
confirmed as an historical or unique archaeological resource, the site shall be subject to
archaeological data recovery and/or other treatment designed to minimize the effect of

the project.

Plans and reports prepared by the consultant in connection with this Mitigation Measure
shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and comment, and shall be

considered draft reports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO.

Axchaeological data recovery and treatment programs that may be required as the result of
an unanticipated discovery may necessitate that construction is suspended for a maximum
of 4weeks. This suspension of construction would be restricted to areas subject to
archaeological data recovery. The suspension may only be extended beyond 4 weeks if the
ERO determines that additional time is needed to complete data recovery as the only
feasible means to reduce potential effects on the archaeological resource to a less-than-
significant level, as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 (a)(c). All archaeological
activities carried out in connection with this Mitigation Measure shall conform to EP’s

Archaeological Guidance series.

Consultation with Descendant Communities. On discovery of an archaeological site

associated with Native Americans, an appropriate representative of the descendant
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group and the ERO shall be contacted 858 At the discretion of the ERO or designee, the
Native American representative may be given the opportunity to: consult with the ERO
regarding evaluation and appropriate archaeological treatment of the site; monitor
aréhaeological field investigati_ons of the site and/or view the 'materials recovered from
the site and/or consult with the ERO regarding any interpretative treatment of the site. A
copy of the Archaeological Data Recovery Report, if required by the ERO, shall be

provided to the representative of the descendant group.

Impact CP-3: The project could directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource
or site or unique geologic feature. (No Impact)

Approach

The Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) developed the Conformable Impact Mitigation
Guidelines (SVP Guidelines), which outline criteria to assess paleontological sensitivity based on

the potential of a geologic unit to contain significant paleontological resources.®

Based on these guidelines, a vertebrate fossil is considered significant unless otherwise
demonstrated, due to the relative rarity of vertebrate fossils. Vertebrate fossils are so uncommon
that, in many cases, each recovered specimen will provide additional important information
about the morphological variation or the geographic distribution of its species. Additionally,
certain invertebrate or botanical fossils are considered significant paleontological resources if
they provide new and substantial taxonomic, phylogenetic, ecologic, or stratigraphic data. The
SVP defines paleontological resources to be significant fossils or assemblages of fossils if they are
unique, unusual, rare, uncommon, and diagnostically or stratigraphically important, and/or add
to an existing body of knowledge in specific areas—stratigraphically, taxonomically, and/or

regionally.’

8 The term “archaeological site” is intended here to minimally include any archaeological deposit, feature,
burial, or evidence of burial.

% An “appropriate representative” of the descendant group is here defined to mean, in the case of Native
Americans, any individual listed in the current Native American Contact List for the project area as
maintained by the California Native American Herifage Commission.

%  Society of Vertebrate Paleontology, 1995. Assessment and mitigation of adverse impacts to
nonrenewable paleontologic resources: standard guidelines, Society of Vertebrate Paleontology News
Bulletin, Vol. 163, pp. 22-27.
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A rock unit is considered “sensitive” to adverse impacts if there is a high probability that
grading, excavation, or other earth-moving will jeopardize significant fossil remains. Typically,
high-sensitivity paleontological resources are categorized as rock units older than Holocene
(recent) for which vertebrate or significant invertebrate fossﬂs, or significant suites of plant fossils

have been recovered.

The paleontological importance or sensitivity of each rock unit exposed is the measure most
amenable to assessing the significance of paleontological resources, because the areal distribution
of each rock unit can be delineated on a topographic or geologic map. The paleontological
sensitivity of a stratigraphic unit reflects its potential paleontological productivity and sensitivity,
as well as the s,cientifilc significance of the fossils it has produced. This method of paleontological
resource assessment is the most appropriate, because discrete levels of paleontological

importance can be delineated on a topographic or geologic map..

Paleontological Resources in the C-APE

Geologic mapping of the SLTI project area indicates that the project site is on Holocene alluvium,
related to the adjacent confluence of Alameda Creek and Arroyo de la Laguna. Some limited
areas of artificial fill are also mapped, and appear to be potentially related to the construction of

existing roads, the Sunol Water Temple, and subsurface infiltration galleries.

The Holocene alluvial units consist of stream channel deposits (Qhc) and stream terrace deposits
(Qht). The lower channel deposits are the result of very recent (historic-era to modern) deposition
along the scoured channels of Alameda Creek and the Arroyo de la Laguna. In the “Picnic Area”
and southwesterly-located “Construction Staging Area,” these deposits may be more accurately
described as an inset terrace of Alameda Creek. This is confirmed by soils mapping for the area,
which shows that the Qhc deposits are coterminous with the soil series “Yolo loam over gravel”
(Yo). The typical profile for this series comprises approximately 91 centimeters (3 feet) of loam
overlying gravelly sand. The remainder of the project area is mapped as Holocene Qht. Soils
mapping for the area shows that, except near Niles Canyon Road, the Qht deposits are
coterminous with the soil series “Yolo loam” (YmB).?® The typical profile for this series comprises

loam deposits over 1.8 meters (6 feet) thick. The soil series has been dated to 2,000 years or

% Natural Resources Conservation Service, United States Department of Agriculture, 2011. Web Soil Survey.
Available online at: http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov, accessed December 12, 2011.
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younger.®! A subsurface coring investigation conducted for the archaeological analysis of the
project area confirmed that the vertical C-APE for the project is comprised of Holocene alluvial

deposits.

Project Effects

Given the relatively recent age and depth of the Qht map unit in this area, the strata within the
area of project effects cannot be reasonably expected to contain either vertebrate paleontological
remains or unique geologic features. Therefore, the project would have No Impact on a unique

paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature.

Impact CP-4: The project could disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of formal cemeteries. (Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated)

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines assigns special importance to human remains, and
specifies procedures to be used when Native American remains are discovered. These procedures

are detailed under PRC Section 5097.98.

Given the proposed construction of project components —including the Watershed Center, which
is at least partially within the recorded boundaries of CA-ALA-565/H, and which has been
reported to contain human remains—the inadvertent discovery of human remains during project
implementation represents a distinct possibility. Therefore, ground-disturbing construction
activities related to project implementation have the potential to inadvertently expose—and
therefore affect—human remains. The inadvertent exposure of previously unidentified human
remains would be a potentially significant impact. However, implementation of Mitigation
Measure M-CP-4, Accidental Discovery of Human Remains, would address impacts on any
human remains and associated funerary objects that are inadvertently exposed during project
construction activities, by requiring the SFPUC to adhere to appropriate excavation, removal,
recordation, analysis, custodianship, curation, and final disposition protocols. With
implementation of these measures, impacts relating to disturbance of human remains would be

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

- 9 Southard, Randall, and Stewart Winters, 2010. Soil Development and Fertility in an Alluvial
Chronosequence, Southwestern Sacramento Valley. Paper prepared for the Kearney Foundation of Soil
Science, Division of Agriculture and Natural Resources, University of California. Available online at:
http://kearney.ucdavis.edu/Undergrad_Fellowship_Reports/WintersFinalReport.pdf. Accessed
January 21, 2012.
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Mitigation Measure M-CP-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains

The following measures shall be implemented should construction activities result in the

accidental discovery of human remains and associated cultural materials:

The treatment of human remains and of associated or unassociated funerary objects
discovered during any soil-disturbing activities shall comply with applicable state laws.
This shall include immediate notification of the coroner of the county in which the project
is located, and in the event of the coroner’s determination that the human remains are
Native American, notification of the California NAHC, which shall appoint a MLD (PRCA
Section 5097.98). The archaeological consultant, SFPUC, and MLD shall make all
reasonable efforts to develop an agreement for the treatment, with appropriate dignity,
of human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5[d]). The agreement should take into consideration the appropriate
excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, custodianship, curation, and final disposition
of the human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects. The PRC allows
48 hours for the MLD to make recommendations after access has been allowed to the
remains. If the MLD and the other parties do not agree on the reburial method, the
SFPUC shall follow Section 5097.98(b) of the PRC, which states that “the landowner or
his or her authorized representative shall reinter the human remains and items
associated with Native American burials with appropriate dignity on the property in a

location not subject to further subsurface disturbance.”

Impact C-CP: Construction of the proposed project, in combination with past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, could result in a significant cumulative
impact on cultural resources. (No Impact)

The geographic scope of potential cumulative impacts on archaeological, historic architectural
and paleontological resources impacts is the proposed project's C-APE. There are no other
projects within the proposed project’s C-APE, therefore there is no potential for a significant
cumulative impact to archaeological, historic architectural, and paleontological resources (No

Impact).:
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Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: Impact  Incorporated  Impact Impact Applicable
E.5 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION—
Would the project: .
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or ] ] R J O

policy establishing meastres of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system, taking
into account all modes of transportation
including mass transit and non-motorized travel
and relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

b)  Conflict with an applicable congestion ] [ X ] U
management program, including but not limited
to level of service standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

c) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, O O dJ ™ X
including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location, that results in substantial
safety risks?

X
|
O

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design O |
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses?

e) Resultininadequate emergency access?

0 O
0O
X X
oo
O O

f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

The project site is not near an airfield; Mineta San Jose Internatiohal Airport is about 16 miles to
the southwest, and Metropolitan Oakland International Airport is about 20 miles to the
northwest. These distances are outside of the limits of established height restrictions for
development in the vicinity of airports, described in Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
regulations.”? Therefore, Criterion E.5.c in the checklist above is not discussed further in this

analysis.

2 14 C.E.R. Part 77. Safe, Efficient Use, and Preservation of the Navigable Airspace. Available online at:
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&rgn=div5&view=text&node=14:2.0.1.2.9&idno=14. Accessed
April 28, 2014.
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The study area for transportation and circulation consists of a network of regional and local
roadways primarily next to or near the project site, and roadways affected by project
construction- and operation-related vehicles and other related activities. These roadways are
SR 84 (also known as “Niles Canyon/Paloma Road”),‘I—680, and Temple Road. Direct vehicular
access to the project site is gained via Temple Road, which includes a two-way, gated driveway
that intersects with Niles Canyon/Paloma Road and Pleasanton-Sunol Road, and the intersection
is an all-way stop-controlled intersection, as each intersection approach is stop-controlled (i.e.,
STOP signs are present at each intersection approach). Traffic counts were conducted on Temple
Road (project site driveway) during a 48-hour, midweek period (Wednesday, Thursday) in April
2014, to identify the weekday average daily traffic (ADT) volumes along the roadway. Traffic
counts were conducted by videotaping vehicles traveling in and out of Temple Road; the camera
was positioned across (north of) Temple Road, at the intersection with Niles Canyon Road-
Paloma Way and Pleasanton-Sunol Road. Based on these recent counts, the ADT along Temple
Road is about 330 vehicles traveling in and out of the project site.®® The most recent data
published by Caltrans indicate that the annual average daily traffic (AADT) on I-680 near the
project site is about 113,000 to 140,000 vehicles.”* In addition, recent data published by Caltrans
indicate that the AADT on SR 84 near the project site is about 27,500 vehicles.®

In 2012, Caltrans published the Final Quantitative Road Safety Analysis Study Report for State Route
84 — Niles Canyon Road Corridor.% The study evaluated current roadway traffic safety conditions
along a portion of Niles Canyon Road (SR 84), between Mission Boulevard and I-680. Notably,
the report provides an evaluation of the unsignalized intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road and
Niles Canyon Road (SR 84), which is also the same infersection that provides direct access to
Temple Road (project driveway). According to the report, the intersection currently experiences a
high level of traffic congestion, and operates at unacceptable level of service (LOS) conditions (at
LOS E and F) during the morming and afternoon peak commute periods (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.

and 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.), respectively. LOS is a qualitative description of an intersection’s

% CHS Consulting Group, 2013. 72-Hour Machine Traffic Counts.

9 Caltrans, 2012. Traffic Volumes on California State Highways. Available online at: http://traffic-counts.dot.
ca.gov/index.htm. Accessed April 29, 2014.

% Ibid.

% Caltrans, 2012. Final Quantitative Road Safety Analysis Study Report for State Route 84 — Niles Canyon
Road Corridor. Available online at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist4/nilescanyon/. Accessed May 5, 2014.
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performance, based on the average delay per vehicle. Intersection LOS range from A, which
indicates free flow or excellent conditions with short delays; to F, which indicates congested or
overloaded conditions with extremely long delays. LOS A, B, C, and D are generally considered
excellent to satisfactory service levels; LOS E is generally undesirable; and LOS F is unacceptable.
In this report, Caltrans identified two potential traffic safety improvement options for this

intersection: 1) constructing a roundabout; or 2) installing a signalized intersection.

The signalized option is favored by the community®” and would, according to the report, improve
traffic conditions to LOSD (an acceptable service level), but operationally would not be as
effective as a roundabout, considering both operations and collision frequency. The roundabout
option, however, would require a larger footprint, and the potential relocation of the existing gate
at the project entrance. Although these two intersection options were analyzed, none have been
authorized and/or approved by Caltrans, and the schedule to implement and construct either

option (or an alternative to these options) is not available at the time of this analysis.”®

There are no public parking facilities, either on street (e.g., striped, metered spaces in a dedicated
parking lane) or off street (e.g., a parking lot or parking garage, typically accessed by driveway),
in the vicinity of the project. There is a one-story building housing a grocery store and market at
the northeastern corner of the Pleasanton-Sunol Road/Niles Canyon Road-Paloma Way/Temple
Road intersection, with an adjacent small, gravel-paved parking lot for customers and employees;
this lot is not available for public use. Parking facilities in the project site include a series of

gravel, unmarked (unstriped) parking areas that allow parking for employees and visitors.”

The project is in a rural area that is not currently served by public transportation. The Altamont
Corridor Express regional rail provides Weekday and weekend service between the communities

of Stockton and San Jose, and has stations in Pleasanton and Fremont. There is no station in the

7 Caltrans, 2012. Final Quantitative Road Safety Analysis Study Report for State Route 84 — Niles Canyon Road
Corridor. Available online at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist4/nilescanyon/. Accessed May 5, 2014.

% According to the Final Quantitative Road Safety Analysis Study Report for State Route 84 — Niles Canyon Road
Corridor, the two options proposed at this intersection are categorized as “mid-term” improvement
projects, and implementation of such projects would be based on their environmental impacts and level
of project development effort. Based on the findings in the report, there is no established schedule
and/or implementation programn for either improvement project at this intersection.

% TItis noted that because the onsite parking at the project site is unmarked and unstriped, the current off-
street parking supply (i.e., number of parking spaces) at the project site cannot be determined.
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Town of Sunol; however, the rail alignment runs approximately 0.30 mile west of the project site
(there is an at-grade crossing along Main Street in Sunol, and the alignment passes over Niles

Canyon Road [SR 84)).

In general, typical pedestrian facilities would include sidewalks, crosswalks, curb ramps at
intersections with sidewalks, and other pedestrian treatments at intersections (e.g., countdown
signals and walk buttons). There are no.pedestrian facilities on the roadways or intersection
adjacent to the project site, though there are some sidewalks on portions of Niles Canyon Road
(SR 84) west of the project site, at bridges and underpasses, and in the Town of Sunol. Similarly,
the project site, being a maintenance yard, does not include sidewalks or pedestrian walkways.
According to the Alameda Countywide Bicycle Plan,'® there are no established bikeways near
the project site. Furthermore, there are no bicycle facilities (e.g., bicycle racks or lockers) at the
project site, and employees associated with the existing onsite uses do not bicycle to the project

site; however, members of the public occasionally bicycle to the Sunol Water Temple.

Approach to Analysis

Significance criteria (including thresholds of significance) commonly used by the San Francisco
Planning Department to assess whether a proposed project would result in significant impacts to
the transportation network expand on and overlap with the CEQA Guidance Appendix G
checklist listed above, and similarly are geared toward impacts that occur with project operations
(i.e., ongoing, long-term, impacts), not temporary, short-term impacts associated with project
construction. Therefore, the following impact analysis focuses on the net change of use on the

project site, and its transportation-related impacts in the project vicinity.

Construction-related transportation impacts are not generally considered significant because of
their temporary duration and limited scope. Construction of the project elements would generate
vehicle traffic (construction workers’ vehicles, equipment, and trucks) traveling to and from the
project site during the estimated 24-month construction period. Transportation-related
construction impacts of the project would be considered a Less-than-Significant Impact. However,
the City of San Francisco recognizes that construction-related transportation impacts, including

construction access and any conflicts, would be of interest to decision makers, other agencies,

100 ACTC, 2012. Alameda Countywide Bicycle Plan. October 25. Available online at: http://www.alamedactc.
org/app_pages/view/5390. Accessed April 29, 2014.
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local jurisdictions, and members of the public. Therefore, following the analysis of operational
transportation impacts of the project, a discussion of the construction-related traffic and access—
and any conflicts with the transportation system in the area—is included for informational

purposes, as provicied below.

Construction-Related Transportation Information

Construction activities for the project would consist of site preparation; excavation and removal;
backfilling; grading; and paving and landscaping, with some overlap of construction of the Sunol
Yard and Watershed Center (see Tables 3 and 4, above). The number of construction workers
and construction vehicles would vary by construction phase (see Tables 7 and 8, above).
Entrance to and exit from the project site would be via the existing driveway (Temple Road),
which connects at the intersection of Niles Canyon Road-Paloma Way and Pleasanton-Sunol
Road. Staging areas for equipment and material stockpiling would be onsite and in appropriate
construction or exclusion zones (see Figure 2, above); there would be no staging on public ROWs
(e.g., adjacent streets) or private properties. Similarly, there would be no external roadway or

travel lane closures necessary for construction.

As proposed, construction workers would park in the project site, specifically, in the Sunol Yard
when available, or in designated construction staging areas. There would be no worker parking

along public ROWs (see Section A.5.6, Construction and Public Access, above).

This analysis assumes that vehicle trips and truck trips by construction workers (Whlch include
but are not limited to ﬂatbéd trucks, concrete mixers, and dump trucks) would travel to and from
the project site on a dedicated route, and would use regional routes to access the project site.
Given the location of the project site, it is expectedlthat the majority of construction vehicles and
workers would use I-680 and to an extent, SR 84 (Calaveras Road-Niles Canyon Road).
Construction activities are proposed to occur primarily from 7:00 am. to 7:00 p.m., Monday
through Friday; and regularly on weekends (Saturday and Sunday) from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
(see Section A.5.7, Construction Workforce and Construction Hours, above). The project would
réquire a workforce ranging from 5 to 12 construction workers, depending on the particular
phase of construction and specific project component. In the event that all components of the

Sunol Yard are constructed at the same time, an average of 52 workers and a maximum of 81
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workers would be traveling to and from the project site.’! Similarly, construction of the
Watershed Center would require an average of 10 construction workers a day at the project site;
however, in the event all of the components of the Watershed Center are constructed at the same
time, an average of 26 workers and a maximum of 28 workers would be traveling to and from the
project site. Although construction worker travel mode is unknown, this analysis assumes that all
workers would travel to and from the project site in their own vehicles. Based on these estimates
and assumptions, the project would generate a maximum of 210 weekday round-trips by.
construction workers (341 one-way vehicle trips) and an average of 113 round-trips by
construction workers (170 one-way vehicle trips). Overall, the project would generate an
approximate maximum of 73 total daily truck trips (146 one-way trips); however, the number of
daily trucks per activity would range between 3 and 20 roundtrips per day, depending on the

type of construction and schedule.1%

Table 10 presents the number of construction-related vehicles trips generated by the project for
each construction activity. As shown, the project would generate a total average of 90
construction worker trips, a maximum of about 136 worker trips and a total average of about 73

haul truck trips per day.

101 This is a conservative ‘worst case’ scenario since most of the construction activities must be completed
sequentially. Additional detail on estimated construction scheduling is presented in Appendix B.

102 The daily truck trip estimation does not include “off-road” trucks and/or related machinery or
equipment, as these components would be transported to the project site and remain on-site for an
extended, scheduled period of time, and would not traverse nearby roadways on a daily basis during
construction.
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TABLE 10
WEEKDAY CONSTRUCTION VEHICLE TRIP GENERATION

- ProjectActivity | Round-Trip | One-Way | Round-Trip

Sunol Yard

Administration building : 12 (18) 24 (36) 20 40

Shops 10 (15) 10 (30) 10 20

Demolition of existing facilities '8 (14) 16 (28) 3 6

Construction of fuel tank site 5(8) 10 (16) 4 8

Installation of generator and transformer 5(8) 10 (16) 4 8

Storage areas 7 (10) 14 (20) 7 14

Landscaping/Paving 5(8) 10 (16) 4 8
Subtotal 65 (101) ® 118 (203) ® 52 104

Watershed Center

Building 10 (14) 20 (28) - 16 32

Landscaping/Paving/Displays 10 (14) 20 (28) 5 ’ 10
Subtotal 25(35) b 50 (70) ® 21 42

Total Trips 90 (136) ® 168 (273)® 73 146

Sources: Kennedy/Jenks Consultants & Water Resources Engineering, 2012; CHS Consulting Group, 2014.
Notes:

2 The range of daily workers (and worker vehicle round-trips), assuming all workers would travel to and
from the project site in their own vehicles.

 The total round-trip and one-way construction worker vehicle trips were multiplied by a factor of 1.25 to
account for any miscellaneous midday trips during a typical work day.

¢ Table presents total number of estimated on-road truck trips per project facility to be constructed; fewer
trucks would be required for each individual activity per project facility on a daily basis (e.g., grading,
excavating, or paving).

Project construction activities would not conflict with transit, pedestrian or bicycle trips in the
project vicinity because transit service, pedestrian and formal bicycle facilities are not present in

the immediate project vicinity.

Construction-related vehicles would most likely travel to the project site prior to 7:00 a.m. and
leave the project after 7:00 p.m., the temporary increase in traffic from construction activities and
for the most part avoid the typical peak period commute traffic along adjacent roadways or

intersections. Therefore, it is not anticipated that the increase in traffic from construction activities
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would substantially contribute to existing or future traffic volumes along roadways or to
congested conditions at the intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road/Niles Canyon Road

(SR 84)/Temple Road (project driveway) during the Weekday peak commute periods.

As stated above in Section A.5, Construction Activities and Schedule, a Traffic Control Plan

would be developed by SEPUC or its contractor. No traffic restrictions or detours would affect

state highways as a result of the project. A Traffic Control Plan would include berequired-and, at
a minimum, weuld-inelude but not be limited to the following provisions:

e Truck routes shall be identified. Haul routes that minimize truck traffic on local
roadways and residential streets shall be used to the extent possible.

e Construction vehicle movement shall be controlled and monitored by onsite inspectors
enforcing standard construction specifications.

e  Truck trips shall be scheduled outside the peak morning and evening commute hours, to
the extent possible.

o Construction shall be coordinated with facility owners or administrators of police and
fire stations (including all fire protection agencies). Emergency service vehicles shall be
given priority for access.

¢ The contractor shall be encouraged to reduce the number of vehicle trips by construction
workers by facilitating the use of public transportation and minimizing parking
availability for construction workers.

e The contractor shall coordinate with other contractor(s) for projects in the vicinity and
share information regarding schedule, duration of activities, vehicle routing and

detouring (if applicable), staging of vehicles, etc.

As described above in Section A.5.8, Standard Construction Measures, the SFPUC would
provide a 14-day-advance public notice, before construction, describing project construction
activities, schedule information, anticipated effects, and contact information. The notice would be
distributed to adjacent properties and included on the SFPUC website, along with project

information.

As previously stated, the transportation impacts identified below focus on the nature and

magnitude of potential impacts of the proposed net change in the operation of the project site.

Impact TR-1: The project would not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking
into account all modes of transportation, including mass transit and non-motorized travel and
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relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit. (Less than
Significant)

As described in Section A, Project Description, the SFPUC proposes to upgrade the existing

Sunol Yard and its facilities, as well as construct the Watershed Center, to introduce and promote

educational and recreational activities at the project site.

The project would coordinate with, and be guided by, the goals and policies established in the
Alameda County General Plan, and specifically in the General Plan’s East County Area Plan1%
Specific policies that are applicable to the project are minimizing traffic congestion levels
throughout the East County street and highway system (Policy 183); maintaining a safe,
convenient, and effective bicycle system (Policy 211); and maintaining a safe and convenient
pedestrian system that links residential, commercial, and recreational uses, and encourages

walking as an alternative to driving (Policy 212).

As presented in the Alameda Countywide Bicycle Plan, specific bicycle improvement projects in
proximity to the project site include installing a Class III bicycle route along Pleasanton-Sunol
Road (from Sunol Boulevard in Pleasanton to Niles Canyon Road-Paloma Way in Sunol);
installing a Class I multi-use path adjacent to I-680 (from Niles Canyon Road-Paloma Way in
Sunol to Mission Boulevard in Fremont); and installing a Class IIl bicycle route along Niles
Canyon Road (from Pleasanton-Sunol Road in Sunol to near Mission Boulevard in Fremont). As
presented in the Alameda Countywide Pedestrign Plan, there are no planned pedestrian
improvement projects in proximity to the project site.1% The proposed project would not conflict
with any of the above policies or potential planned transportation improvement projects in the
project vicinity. Therefore, impacts on these Plans and Policies, including for alternative modes,

would be Less than Significant.

 Traffic

The project would involve upgrading and replacing most of the existing facilities, including

project site driveways/roads at the Sunol Yard, and would revise the overall layout of these

103 Alameda County Planning, 1994 [Revised 2000]. East County Area Plan. May 1994 [Revised November
2000].

04 ACTC, 2012. Alameda Countywide Pedestrian Plan. October 25. Available online at: http://www.alameda
ctc.org/app_pages/view/5390. Accessed April 29, 2014.
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facilities. The project would also construct the Watershed Center to provide educational and
recreational uses for visitors of the site. The Watershed Center would include other onsite
improvements, including a “Watershed Discovery Trail’—a meandering walk through a
laﬁdscape reflecting the middle and upper reaches of the Alameda Creek Watershed —and would
improve a public picnic area, and make landscape improvements around the Sunol Water

Temple.

Based on these planned uses at the project site, the project would generate long-term vehicle trips
associated with employees (e.g., administration, facility management and maintenance

personne]) and non-employees (e.g., visitors/general public) on a daily basis.

Employee Trips. As stated in Section A, Project Description, the project would result in little
change in the operation and maintenance of improved project facilities at the Sunol Yard.
Additional staffing would be needed to operate and maintain the proposed facilities, and an
estimated additional 14 office staff (over the existing 47 staff at Sunol Yard) are planned to use
the Sunol Yard following project completion. It is noted that the scheduled workday hours for
employees at the Sunol Yard may vary; therefore, employee work hours may be staggered during
a typical weekday. In addition to office staff, the Watershed Center would be staffed with an
estimated four new employees. The site would be open to the general public Monday through
Friday, from 9:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.; and as the budget allows, potentially on the weekends and for

periodic evening events.

© Although employee travel mode and work schedule are unknown, for this analysis it was
assumed that all new employees would travel to and from the project site in their own vehicles,
that all new employees would be travelling to the project site during the a.m. peak period, and
that only the additional office staff (about 14 employees) would Be leaving during the p.m. peak
period.'® Therefore, based on these estimates, the project is assumed to result in a net increase of
18 employee vehicle round trips (36 one-way trips) that would travel to and from the project site

on a typical day; 14 of those trips would occur outbound during the p.m. peak period.

Non-Employee (Visitor) Trips. The Sunol Yard component of the project would not attract any

visitor trips on a regular basis; hdwever, for planning and design purposes the SFPUC estimates

105 The proposed Watershed Center would close at 3:00 p.m.
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that the Watershed Center could attract up to 100 visitors on each day that it is open.1%6 Although
mode choice data for these potential visitor trips cannot be accurately predicted at the time of the
analysis, this analysis assumes that most (if not all) visitor trips would be made via private
automobile (a combination of single-occupancy vehicles and carpool vehicles) and charter/school
buses (e.g., private groups and school field trips). Therefore, it is assumed for the purposes of this
analysis, that although the project could potentially attract up to 100 visitors on each day that it is
open,'” the project would generate fewer vehicle trips due to anticipated carpooling and bus
transport for larger groups. Because the Watershed Center hours would be open approximately
from 9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. (as the budget allows), the majority (if not all) of visitor-related
vehicle trips would travel to and from the project site outside normal weekday commute peak

periods (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m., and 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.).

The measure of effectiveness in evaluating the performance of the circulation system is
commonly conducted by performing a detailed intersection level of service (LOS) analysis during
a weekday peak commute period, typically during the morning period of 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.
and/or during the evening period of 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m., when the maximum use of much of
the transportation system occurs. As described, the unsignalized intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol
Road/Niles Canyon Road (SR 84)/Temple Road (project driveway) currently operates at
unacceptable LOS conditions and Caltrans prepared a technical study to evaluate current
intersection conditions and to modify this intersection (e.g., installation of a signal or

roundabout) in order to improve traffic and circulation conditions.108

The project would not generate a considerable amount of new vehicle trips to this intersection
during the typical weekday peak commute periods. Visitor-related vehicle trips would travel in
and out of the project site outside peak commute periods on a weekday basis and therefore,

would not contribute any new vehicle trips to this intersection during peak commute periods,

16 SFPUC, 2013. Responses to URS Request for Information (RFI dated 10/1/2013). Sunol Long Term
Improvements Project. October.

17 Tt is noted that for purposes of the analysis and to be consistent with the air quality analysis, a
conservative estimate of 100 daily visitor trips was assumed after the project is constructed and
operational. It was further assumed, for the purposes of conducting a conservative analysis, that the
current uses at the project do not generate any visitor trips.

18 Caltrans, 2012. Final Quantitative Road Safety Analysis Siudy Report for State Route 84 — Niles Canyon Road
Corridor. Available online at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist4/nilescanyon/. Accessed May 5, 2014.
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and would not affect existing traffic conditions at this intersection during the peak commute
periods. For purposes of this analysis, it is conservatively assumed that new employee-related
vehicle trips would equate up to 18 new inbound vehicle trips during the typical moming peak
commute period and up to 18 new outbound vehicle trips during the typical evening peak

commute period.

Furthermore, as descﬂbed in the Final Quantitative Road Safety Analysis Study Report for State Route
84 — Niles Canyon Road Corridor, there are significant vehicle queues during the morning and
evening peak commute periods on the eastbound (Niles Canyon Road) and southbound
(Pleasanton-Sunol Road) approaches at this intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road/Niles Canyon
Road (SR 84)/Temple Road (project driveway). The vehicle queues along these intersection
approaches are contributing to worsening traffic operations and thus, resulting in unacceptable

service levels (LOS E and F).

Although information on the residence (or origin-location) of future employees is not kﬁown at
this time, it is conservatively assumed that few (if any) new employees would originate in the
Town of Sunol, and that the majority (if not all) new employees would originate in locations to
the north and east (e.g., Alameda and Contra Costa counties), and south (e.g., cities of Fremont in
Alameda County, and locations in Santa Clara County). Given the location of the project site and
assuming that the new employee vehicle trips would be originating from points north, east, and
south of the project site, employees would likely utilize the freeway network (including I-680 and
1-880 [and then connect to I-680]) to access the project site (as the I-680 ramps are 0.65 miles from
the project site) as opposed to tréveling a substantial distance along Niles Canyon Road.
Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the majority of new employee-related vehicle trips (18
trips) would avoid traveling along a large portion of Niles Canyon Road in order to access the
project and would utilize I-680 off-ramps at Niles Canyon Road (southbound off-ramp) and at
Calaveras Road (northbound off-ramp) as the main route to the project site. Becahse the majority
of new employee trips would likely be traveling westbound along Niles Canyon Road to access
the project sité, these new vehicle trips would not contribute to any existing vehicle queues along
the eastbound or southbound approaches at the intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road/Niles
Canyon Road (SR 84)/Temple Road (project driveway) during the morning commute peak
period. Similarly, the new employee vehicle trips exiting the project site during the evening peak
commute period would be'queued along the project driveway at the intersection (assuming they

all ended their work shift at the same time), and the majority of these employee trips would then
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turn eastbound along Niles Canyon Road in order to access I-680 ramps and head northbound or
southbound along the freeway to their destination. As a result, the majority of these employee
Vehide trips would not likely contribute to the adverse queuing conditions in the eastbound or
southbound approaches dﬁring the evening peak commute period. In addition, employee
vehicles exiting the project site and turning left (westbound) along Niles Canyon Road or
continuing north along the intersection (along Pleasanton-Sunol Road) would not contribute to
the adverse queuing cbnditions in the eastbound or southbound approaches during the evening

peak commute period, as well.

Based on these findings, the employee vehicles (18 vehicle trips) entering and exiting the project
site during the peak commute periods would not substantially contribute to existing vehicle
queues or result in a substantial contribution (i.e,, less than one percent) to existing peak-period
congestion levels at the intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road/Niles Canyon Road/Temple Road
(project driveway). Therefore, the project would not result in adverse traffic effects to the
surrounding roadway network, even at intersections or along freeways that may experience
existing congestion and potential traffic impacts to nearby roadways and intersections related to

the net change of operations on the project site would be Less than Significant.

Parking

* Existing onsite surface parking areas in the project site would be redeveloped as a part of the
project. Covered parking would be constructed at Sunol Yard for maintenance vehicles and
equipment, and for employees; and visitor parking would be provided on the northern side of

the Sunol Yard.

The Watershed Center would include two new parking facilities for employees and visitors. As
shown on Figure5 in Section A, Project Description, there would be a surface parking lot
adjacent to the Sunol Water Temple, providing approximately six to eight parking spaces.. There
would also be two surface parking areas near the Watershed Center. These parking areas would

provide approximately 35 spaces for passenger vehicles, and three parking spaces for buses.

Public Transit

There are no bus transit routes or commuter rail lines that directly serve the project site. The
project would not be expected to generate new transit trips, primarily because there are. no

existing facilities at or near the project site to accommodate transit riders (e.g., bus stop/station).
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Therefore, potential impacts to transit facilities and services during project operation would be

Less than Significant.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Impacts

There are no bicycle facilities that would provide direct access to the project site, and the presence
of pedestrian facilities is limited. As previously stated, employees do not currently bicycle to the
project site, and it is unlikely that they would forego their current mode of transport (e.g., private
automobile) to access the project site once it is operational. However, it is noted that visitors
occasionally bicycle to the Sunol Water Temple, and as discussed above in Section A.4.2.
Development of Alameda Creek Watershed Center, the proposed project would install bicycle
racks on the project site to accoﬁmodate any patrons wishing to bicycle to the project site.®® No

offsite bicycle improvements would be implemented as a part of the proposed project.

The project would include internal pedestrian improvements in the project site. Pedestrian
walkways would be constructed to allow for access to onsite facilities, including the Sunol Yard
and Watershed Center area, as well as a pathway to connect to the Watershed Center to the picnic
area, and a walkway to connect the Watershed Center with the Sunol Water Temple Agricultural
Park (see Sections A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements and A.4.2, Development of
Alameda Creek Watershed Center, above). No offsite pedestrian improvements are proposed as a

part of the project.

Based on the above discussion, the net change in the operation on the project site would not
conflict with plans, policies, or ordinances related to the circulation system, including alternative

modes of travel, and project impacts would be Less than Significant.

Impact TR-2: The project would not conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including but not limited to LOS standards and travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways (Less than Significant)

Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC) serves as the Congestion Management

Agency (CMA) of Alameda County. As the County’s CMA, ACTC is responsible for managing

102 Tt is noted that the potential increase in bicycle trips from non-employees cannot be measured, because
bicycle activity at the project site is sporadic, and the majority of existing patrons do not bicycle to the
project site on a regular, daily basis.
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the county’s blueprint to reduce traffic congestion and improve air quality, including Alameda
County’s Congestion Management Plan (CMP) transportation system. Roadways and
intersections in proximity to the project site that are designated in the CMP roadway system
include SR 84 and 1-680.% The LOS standard for all CMP freewajrs and state highways is LOS E,
and any facility operating at LOS F is deemed deficient. The LOS standard for CMP intersections
is LOS D, and intersections operating at LOS E or F are operating at unacceptable conditions. The
CMP also contains an element promoting the use of alternative transportation modes and ways
to reduce future travel demand. As previously discussed, portions of 1-680 and SR 84 (CMP-
designated roadways) would be used by employees and visitors to access the project site on a
daily basis; but as discussed under Impact TR-1, the estimated increase in daily traffic associated
with employees and visitors of the project would be marginal relative to current daily traffic
levels along portions of I-680 and SR 84 in proximity to the project site. Similarly, although the
intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road/ Niles Canyon Road (SR 84)/Temple Road (project
driveway) currently operates poorly during the weekday morning and evening peak commute
periods (at LOS E and F, respectively), the project would not result in a substantial contribution
to existing traffic levels or existing adverse vehicle queuing and congestion levels along CMP
roadways, nor result in a considerable amount of new vehicle trips that would further degrade
traffic conditions along SR 84, or at the intersection of Pleasanton-Sunol Road and SR 84.
Therefore, the project’s net new visitor and employee vehicle trips would not be a substantial
contribution to the existing poorly operating conditions at this adjacent intersection. Based on
these findings, the project would not conflict with applicable CMP standards along designated

roads or highways, and potential operational traffic impacts would therefore be Less than

Significant.

Impact TR-3: The project would not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses. (Less than Significant)

The project seeks to improve the existing access driveway (Temple Road) along the same ROW,
and improve internal site circulation through consolidation of existing uses on the project site.
Similarly, the Watershed Center would include parking and access for bus traffic, and would be

located at the end of Temple Road, away from the Sunol Yard. As a result, the project would not

1m0 ACTC, 2013. Congestion Management Program. October. Available online at: http://www.alamedactc.org/
app_pages/view/5224. Accessed April 29, 2014.
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introduce any design hazards or incompatible uses, and therefore, potentially hazardous traffic

impacts would be Less than Significant.

Impact TR-4: The project would not result in inadequate emergency access. (Less than
Significant)

The planned internal improvements along Temple Road (project driveway) and on the Sunol
Yard, and in the proposed Watershed Center’s parking lot aisles in the 35-space parking area
would need to be designed to enable adequate maneuvering for emergency vehicles. The project
would provide emergency access similar to that provided under current (existing) conditions,

and would therefore have a Less-than-Significant Impact on emergency vehicle access.

Impact TR-5: The project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programé
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities. (Less than Significant)

As discussed above, the project would involve onsite improvements, and would not permanently
eliminate or modify alternative transportation corridors or facilities, nor would the project result
in any conflicts related to established policies or programs that support such facilities. Based on
these findings, project-related impacts on alternative modes of transportation would be Less than

Significant.

Impact C-TR: The project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
future projects, would not result in cumulative transportation and circulation impacts. (Less
than Significant Impact)

The geographic scope for the analysis of cumulative traffic impacts includes the local and
regional roadways that would be used for construction-related vehicles as well as employee and
visitor access to the site. These roadways include SR 84 (also known as “Niles Canyon/Paloma
Road”), 1-680, and Temple Road. The cumulative projects in the vicinity of the proposed project
are listed in Table 9 above. Specifically, construction of the following projects is expected to
coincide with the proposed project and could increase traffic temporarily on roadways used to
access the project site:

e Alameda Creek Recapture Project

e (Calaveras Dam Replacement

o State Route 84 Expressway Widening Project

PC&E Cas Pinoline Crossi

* Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project
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Other projects included in the cumulative projects list have already been constructed and are
operational (i.e., Alameda Siphons Seismic Reliability Upgrade, SVWTP Expansion and Treated
‘Water Reservoir Project, San Antonio Pump Station Upgrade, and SMP-32 Quarry Operations).
These and the above-listed projects are those that could use roadways that overlap with those

that would be used by the proposed project.

As discussed above, project operation is estimated to generate a net new 18 peak hour vehicle
trips from employees, and less than 100 daily vehicle trips from visitors that would likely be
dispersed throughout a typical weekday. The net new Vdaily trips could contribute to peak hour
traffic conditions, but most visitors” vehicle trips would likely be dispersed throughout the day
and more likely arrive and depart during non-peak hours. As discussed above, the intersection
of SR-84 and Pleasanton-Sunol Road could possibly be signalized or improved with a
roundabout!!! under cumulative conditions, which would improve operating conditions (to LOS
D and LOS A, respectively under existing conditions). However, no funding has been identified
to implement these improvements, and therefore these improvements were not assumed in this
cumulative analysis. Regardless, the project would not inhibit these improvements to occur in the
future if funding for implementation occurs. Further, as previously stated, the project-generated
trips during the weekday peak commute periods would not substantially contribute to existing
vehicle queues or result in a substantial contribution (i.e., less than one percent) to existing peak-
period congestion levels at the intersection bf Pleasanton-Sunol Road/Niles Canyon Road/Temple
Road (project driveway). Therefore, considering the amount of project operational traffic, and in
consideration of cumulative growth and traffic conditions in the project vicinity, as described
above, the project’s potential peak hour vehicle trips would not substantially contribute to
cumulative traffic conditions along area roadways from other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects, and impacts would not be cumulatively considerable (less than

significant), and no mitigation is required.

Considering the project’s construction-related traffic, project construction is expected to begin in

Oectober-November 2015 July-August 2016 and to be completed by Septesmber 2017 June 2018. As

indicated above, project construction could occur within the same vicinity and timeframe as other

11 Caltrans, 2012. Final Quantitative Road Safety Analysis Study Report for State Route 84 — Niles Canyon
Road Corridor. Available online at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist4/nilescanyon/. Accessed May 5, 2014.
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planned projects. Roadways in the vicinity of the above-cited planned projects could experience
an increase in traffic volumes and increase in construction vehicles due to the project and
combined construction activities, which could intermittently affect traffic conditions in the project

vicinity (due to overlapping construction schedules and related activities).

Assuming all components of the Sunol Yard and Watershed Center were under construction at
the same time, an average of 72 workers and a maximum of 109 workers would be traveling to
and from the project site. Although construction worker travel mode is unknown, this analysis
assumes that all workers would travel to and from the project site in their own vehicles.
Additionally, construction of the project would generate an approximate maximum of 73 total
daily truck trips; with the daily average trucks ranging between 3 and 20 truck trips per day.
Construction-related vehicles would travel to the project site predominantly prior to 7:00 a.m.
and leave the project after 7:00 p.m., and therefore the temporary increase in traffic from
construction activities would not coincide with typical peak period commute traffic along
adjacent roadways or intersections, which occurs between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. and between
4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. In addition, project construction activities would not conflict with transit,
pedestrian or bicycle trips in the project vicinity because transit service, pedestrian and formal

bicycle facilities are not present in the immediate project vicinity.

Although it is speculative to estimate other construction project traffic, work schedules, or
deliveries, construction of the project and other projects in the vicinity would be considered

temporary and intermittent in nature and therefore, less than significant.

As discussed above, the development and implementation of the required Traffic Control Plan by
the SFPUC or ‘its contractor would further address potential transportation disruptions, and
would require the SFPUC to coordinate with the appropriate jurisdictional agencies on

potentially overlapping projects.
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E6 NOISE—Would the project: )
a) Resultin exposure of persons to or generation of D D D < D
noise levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?
b)  Result in exposure of persons to or generation of | | <] J [
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels?
c) Resultin a substantial permanent increase in [:l l_____| lX] D I:I
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?
d) Result in a substantial temporary or periodic D |:| 4 D |:|
increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?
e) For a project located within an airport land use D D D D E

plan area, or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, in an area within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the area to
excessive noise levels?

f)  For a project located in the vicinity of a private | O O [l X
airstrip, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels

g) Be substantially affected by existing noise levels? ] ] 'l ] X

The project site is not within 2 miles of a public airport or in the vicinity of a private airstrip. In
addition, the project would not include development of noise-sensitive facilities that would be
affected by existing noise levels. Therefore, significance criteria 6e, 6f, and 6g are not applicable.
Project implementation would result in temporary increases in construction noise in the vicinity
of the project site, as well as minor noise increases from project operations, including periodic use

of an emergency generator for testing/maintenance and during power outages.

Impact NO-1: The project would not result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies. (No Impact)

The project would occur entirely within unincorporated Alameda County. Project construction
has the potential to result in short-term noise increases that could be in excess of the Alameda

County Noise Ordinance standards. However, the Alameda County ordinance exempts
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construction noise from specific noise limits, as long as the construction is conducted within the

specified time limits, as summarized in Table 11.

As noted in Section A.5.7, Construction Workforce and Construction Hours, above,
construction activities are proposed to occur Monday through Friday, from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.;
and on weekends from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. These construction hours would be consistent with
the ordinance time limits. As a result, no conflicts with the ordinance would occur during project

construction. Therefore, the project would have No Impact per this noise criterion.

TABLE 11
ALAMEDA COUNTY NOISE ORDINANCE FOR CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

ensescton Time Lt

7 am.to7 p.m. 8 am. to5p.m. 8 am.to5 p.m. None

Source: Alameda County Municipal Code, Section 6.60.070E.

An existing backup generator would be replaced under the proposed project. An emergency
generator could generate noise levels up to 73 A-weighted decibels (dBA) at a distance of
50 feet.112 Sound from point sources, such as a generator, decreases at a rate of 6 decibels (dB) per
doubling of distance. At the nearest sensitive receptor, approximately 825 feet away (Sunol Glen
Elementary School), noise from the generator is estimated to be approximately 49 dBA. However,
operation of the emergency generator would be occasional, limited to power outages and

periodic testing (during daytime hours).

The Alameda County Noise Ordinance for non-construction activities is summarized in Table 12.
During daytime hours (7 am. to 10 p.m.), there is no time limit for noise sources that generate
noise levels less than 50 dBA at the receiving land use. Therefore, impacts related to periodic and
occasional operation of the proposed emergency generator for testing and power outages during

daytime hours would be Less than Significant.

12 FHWA, 2006. Construction Noise Handbook, Section 9.0, Publication No. FHWA-HEP-06-015. Available
online at: https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/construction_noise/handbook/handbook00.cfm
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ALAMEDA COUNTY NOISE ORDINANCE FOR NON-CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

TABLE 12

@ amto .A Opm) : lighttime (1
1 30 50 dBA 45 dBA
2 15 55 dBA 50 dBA
3 5 60 dBA 55 dBA
4 1 65 dBA 60 dBA
5 0 70 dBA 65 dBA

Source: Alameda County Municipal Code, Section 6.60.040.
Note:
dBA = A-weighted decibels

Impact NO-2: The project would not result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. (Less than Significant)

Operation of heavy construction equipment, such as pile drivers, vibratory rollers, and
excavators, create waves that radiate along the surface and downward into the ‘earth. These
surface waves can be felt as ground vibration. The waves dissipate energy with distance from the
source; the amount of attenuation depends.on the source, the site geology, and other factors, but

generally attenuates at a rate slightly greater than 50 percent for each doubling of distance.

Groundborne noise occurs when groundborne vibration causes the ground surface and
structures to radiate audible acoustic energy. Groundborne noise can be an issue in cases where
the primary airborne noise path is blocked, such as in the case of a subway tunnel passing near a
residence or other noise-sensitive land use. However, const;uction activities associated with the
SLTI project would not include tunneling or underground construction; the construction
activities would generate airborne noise and surface vibration. Therefore, no impacts related to
groundborne noise from construction activities are expected to occur (No Impact), and

groundborne noise is not discussed further in this document.

Construction of project facilities could cause vibration that would disturb local residents and/or
cause cosmetic damage to nearby buildings and structures, including buried facilities such as

pipelines. Significance thresholds for vibration are based on guidelines issued by Caltrans, which
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provide guidance for general construction projects, as well as transportation projects.’3 To assess
the potential for construction-related vibration to cause cosmetic damage to nearby structures,
this analysis applies a 0.3-inch-per-second (in/sec) peak particle velocity (PPV) threshold for
continuous vibration sources (e.g., compactors/rollers), and a 0.5-in/sec PPV threshold for
transient vibration sources (e.g., blasting, ball drop).1** To assess the potential for construction-
related vibration to cause disturbance or annoyance to residences, this analysis applies a
0.01-in/sec PPV threshold for continuous vibration sources and a 0.04-in/sec PPV threshold for
transient vibration sources during nighttime hours (10 p.m. to 7 am.)."®® For this analysis, a
significant vibration impact would occur if vibration levels exceed the nighttime annoyance
thresholds during nighttime hours at residential receptors. To assess the potential for
construction-related vibration to cause damage to buried facilities such as pipelines, this analysis

applies a 4.0-in/sec PPV damage threshold.116

Typical vibration levels associated with the operation of proposed construction equipment, at a

distance of 25 feet, are listed in Table 13.

TABLE 13
VIBRATION LEVELS FOR PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT AT 25 FEET

Compactor/Roller

Large Bulldozer 0.089
Loaded Trucks 0.076
Notes:

Source: FTA, 2006.

in/sec = inch per second

W3 Caltrans, 2004. Transportation- and Construction-Induced Vibration Guidance Manual. Prepared by Jones &
Stokes. June. Available online at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/env/noise/pub/vibrationmanFINAL.pdf

114 Because some of the structures near the SLTI project site were constructed more than 30 years ago, the
more conservative “older residential building” category is used. Ibid.

115 The “barely perceptible” category is used for nighttime work. Ibid.

116 Based on studies by the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, vibration
measured at ground level is much greater than the vibration measured at the buried pipelines. As a
result, surface vibration measurements overestimate the vibration levels present at buried utilities. At
least one major utility has established a criterion of 4.0 inch/sec PPV over its fiber-optic cables.
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As indicated in Table 13, project-related construction activities are estimated to generate
‘vibration levels well below the 0.5-in/sec PPV and 0.3-in/sec PPV thresholds for transient and
continuous vibrations, respectively, to buildings; and the 4.0-in/sec PPV vibration threshold for
buried utilitiés, even if two pieces of equipment were both operating 25 feet from a structure. At
the closest adjacent structure (Sunol Glen Elementary, approximately 825 feet away from the
project site), construction-related vibration levels are estimated to be 0.005 in/sec PPV or less;
construction-related vibration levels at other sensitive structures further away would be even
less. Therefore, impacts from groundborne vibration generated by construction activities on

adjacent or nearby residences and other buildings or structures would be Less than Significant.

Construction would occur during daytime hours; therefore, no impacts related to human

nighttime annoyance are expected to occur (No Impact).

After completion of the project, operation of the Sunol Yard would not cause an increase in
vibration as compared to the existing conditions (given that no expansion of Sunol Yard use is
proposed post-construction), and therefore would have No Impact. Any vibration associated with
operation of the replacement backup generator would be the same as or less than the existing

generator, and therefore would have No Impact.

Impact NO-3: The project would not result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project. (Less than
Significant)

The sound-pressure level has become the most common descriptor used to characterize the
loudness of a sound. Because human heax_:ing can detect a very wide range of intensity, a
logarithmic scéle (dB) is used to keep sound-pressure levels within a manageable range. Human
perception is such that a change in sound level of 1 dB is the smallest change perceived by an
attentive listener, a change of 3 dB is just noticeable to the casual listener, a change of 5 dB is
clearly noticeable, and a change of 10 dB is perceived as a halving or doubling of the sound level.
For purposes of this analysis a permanent increase in ambient noise levels greater than 3 dB

would be considered significant.

The project would not substantially add to or change the current activities occurring at the Sunol
Yard; however, the project would result in an increase in vehicle trips to the site once
construction is completed. Sunol Yard staff would increase approximately from 47 to 61, the

Watershed Center would be staffed by four employees, and the SFPUC estimates for planning
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and design purposes that the Watershed Center could have up to 100 visitors each day it is open.
These changes could result in a total increase in vehicle round trips from approximately 47 to 90
(based on the addition of 18 new employees and a conservative estimate of 25 daily vehicle round
trips for Watershed Center visitors). Existing ambient noise levels at the nearest sensitive receptor
(Sunol Glen Elementary School) are dominated by traffic on SR 84 and I-680; an increase of 43
vehicle round trips on these roadways would not appreciably increase the noise levels generated
by these sources for the reasons that follow. At Paloma Way, the entrance road to the Sunol Yard
and Watershed Center, this approximate doubling in trips would result in an increase in source
noise levels of approximately 3 dB (the noise level of two equal sources is 3 dB greater than the
noise level of one source). A change in 3 dB is just noticeable to the casual listener, and would
therefore not be a significant increase in noise levels, Using Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
methodology (FTA, 2006), the proposed project daily. round trips would generate a worst-case
hourly noise level of 46 dBA equivalent continuous noise level (Leq) at a distance of 50 feet from
Paloma Way. Sound from line sources, such as roads or highways, decreases at a rate of 3 dB per
doubling of distance. Because Paloma Way is neaﬂy 800 feet from the Sunol Glen Elementary
School, the resulting hourly noise level at the school is estimated to be 37 dBA Leq. This noise
level would be expected to be substantially lower than the existing ambient noise levels at the
school and would not result in an increase to the existing ambient noise levels, therefore, the

noise impacts from the increase in vehicle trips would be Less than Significant.

As discussed in Impact NO-1, an existing backup generator will be replaced under the proposed
project. Because the replacement generator is expected to be the same noise level or quieter than

the existing generator, this action would result in No Impact.

Impact NO-4: The project would not result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project. (Less
than Significant)

To address the CEQA significance criterion regarding “substantial temporary or periodic noise
increases in ambient noise levels” for construction noise, a “substantial” noise increase is defined
as an increase in noise to a level that causes interference with land use activities at nearby
sensitive receptors. One indicator that construction noise could interfere with daytime (7 a.m. to

10 p.m.) activities is speech interference.

Noise peaks generated by construction equipment could result in speech interference in adjacent

buildings if the noise level at the interior of the buijlding exceeds 45 to 60 dBA. A typical building
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can reduce noise levels by 25 dBA with the windows closed.’” This noise reduction could be
maintained only on a temporary basis in some cases, because it assumes that windows must
remain closed at all times. Assuming a 25-dBA reduction with the windows closed, an exterior
noise level of 70 dBA Le at sensitive receptors would maintain an acceptable interior noise
environment of 45 dBA. Construction would take place during warm weather (summer and fall)
when houses without air conditioning typically have windows open for cooling. Construction-
related noise could exceed the speech interference criterion inside homes if windows were open.
For this analysis, it is assumed that a significant noise impact would occur if exterior noise levels

remained above the 70-dBA Leq speech interference threshold for longer than 2 weeks.

The types of construction equipment that would be used for the project are listed in
Appendix B."8 These types of equipment (i.e., backhoes, trucks and cranes) typically generate
maximum noise levels of approximately 74 to 90 dBA maximum sound level at 50 feet.®®> When
such maximum levels are adjusted for typical usage factors (the percentage of time when
equipment is actually operating over the day), the adjusted noise levels would be approximately
68 to 83 dBA Le at a distance of 50 feet from the source. At the Sunol Glen Elementary School
(approximately 825 feet away), the noise levels are estimated to be reduced to 44 to 59 dBA,
worst-case. These noise levels are well below the 70-dBA speech interference threshold; therefore,

the impact from construction noise levels would be Less than Significant.

There would be a temporary increase in truck noise along haul/delivery routes to the project sites.
Although the number of construction-related truck trips per day would vary depending on the
construction activity, the maximum number of daily round trips is estimated to be approximately
73, or approximately six round trips per hour. Usil{g FTA methodology (FTA, 2006), this worst-
case would generate hourly noise levels of 55 dBA Le at a distance of 50 feet from Paloma Way.
At Sunol Glen Elementary School, approximately 825 feet away, the hourly noise levels would be

reduced to approximately 43 dBA Leq. This noise level is well below the 70-dBA Leq speech

117 U.5, EPA, 1974. Information on Levels of Environmental Noise Requisite to Protect Public Health and
Welfare with an Adequate Margin of Safety, Publication No. EPA 550/9-74-004. March.

118 Note that the construction schedule included in Appendix B has since been updat rovided in

above Tables 3 and 4.

119 FHWA, 2006. Construction Noise Handbook, Section 9.0, Publication No. FHWA-HEP-06-015. Available
online at: https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/construction_noise/handbook/handbook00.cfm
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interference criterion, and is expected to be below the existing ambient noise levels at this school;

therefore, noise increases from construction-related traffic would be Less than Significant.

Impact C-NO: The proposed project; in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects, would result in less-than-cumulatively considerable noise impacts.
(Less than Significant)

The geographic scope of potential cumulative noise impacts encompasses the project site, its
immediate vicinity, and areas next to proposed haul routes. Construction of the project could
result in temporary noise and vibration increases. Cumulative projects listed in bold in Table 9
could overlap, to some extent, with construction of the proposed project. Of the cumulative
projects listed in Table 9, only six four might overlap in regards to schedule. These projects
include:

e Alameda Creek Recapture Project

e Calaveras Dam Replacement

e State Route 84 Expressway Widening Project

PCAE Cas Pisaline Crossi

e Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project

Of these projects, only the Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project would also overlap
geographically with some aspects of the proposed project. This project would be located
approximately 500 feet east of the entrance to the proposed project site on the north side of

Paloma Way.

There would be no permanent operational noise impacts associated with this project (Impacts
NO-1 and NO-3) as comparéd to baseline conditions and, therefore, the project would not
contribute to any cumulative impacts associated with long-term noise increases. As discussed in
Impact NO-2 above, potential vibration impacts on onsite structures would be site-specific, as
they would only occur within 25 feet of the structures; therefore, no significant cumulative noise

or vibration impact would result.

Temporary increases in project-related construction noise (Impact NO-4) would not exceed the
70-dBA speech interference threshold at the closest sensitive receptors. However, if these
increases were to occur at the same time as any construction-related noise increases from
cumulative projects located nearby, there would be a potential for cumulative, temporary noise

levels to exceed the 70-dBA speech interference threshold at the closest sensitive receptor (Sunol
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Glen Elementary), Although the timing of Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project’s
construction could overlap with that of the proposed project, the overlap of construction noise
impacts would not create a significant cumulative noise impact to the nearest sensitive receptor
due to the proposed Fire Station’s location across the street from, and approximately 500 feet to

the east of the proposed prdject.

During project construction, there would be a potential for cumulatively significant noise
increases on local roadways if construction-related truck traffic were generated by cumulative
projects and the proposed project on the same delivery/haul/access routes at the same time.
However, because the number of truck delivery/haul trips associated with construction at the
project site would be minimal (maximum 6 trucks per hour), the project’s contribution to any
significant cumulative noise increases on local or regional roadways due to overlapping

construction traffic would be less than cumulatively considerable (Less Than Significant).
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E.7 AIR QUALITY—Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ™ | [X] ] 1
applicable air quality plan? '
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute O O X O O
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?
¢) Resultina cumulatively considerable net O O X ] O
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal, state, or regional ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions
which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial D D & I:I
pollutant concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial O O X O

number of people?

Overview

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is the regional agency with
jurisdiction over the nine-county San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (SFBAAB), which includes
San Francisco, Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Mateo, Santa Clara, and Napa counties, and
portions of Sonoma and Solano counties. The BAAQMD is responsible for attaining and
maintaining air quality in the SFBAAB within federal and state air quality standards, as
established by the federal Clean Air Act (CAA) and the California Clean Air Act (CCAA),
respectively. Specifically, the BAAQMD has the responsibility to monitor ambient air pollutant
levels throughout the SFBAAB, and to develop and implement strategies to attain the applicable
federal and state standards. The CAA and the CCAA require plans to be developed for areas that
do not meet air quality standards. The most recent air quality plan, the 2010 Clean Air Plan, was
adopted by the BAAQMD on September 15, 2010. The 2010 Clean Air Plan updates the Bay Area
2005 Ozone Strategy in accordance with the requirements of the CCAA to implement all feasible
measures to reduce ozone; provide a control strategy to reduce ozone, particulate matter (PM),
air toxics, and greenhouse gases (GHGs) in a single, integrated plan; and establish emission
control measures to be adopted or implemented. The 2010 Clean Air Plan contains the following

primary goals:
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e Attain air quality standards;
¢ Reduce population exposure and protect public health in the San Francisco Bay Area;
and |

¢ Reduce GHG emissions and protect the climate.

The 2010 Clean Air Plan represents the most current applicable air quality plan for the SFBAAB.
Consistency with this plan is the basis for determining whether the proposed project would

conflict with or obstruct implementation of air quality plans.

Criteria Air Pollutants

In accordance with the CCAA and the CAA, air pollutant standards are identified for the
following six criteria air pollutants: ozone, carbon monoxide, PM, nitrogen dioxide, sulfur
dioxide, and lead. These air pollutants are termed criteria air pollutants because they are
regulated by developing specific public health- and welfare-based criteria as the basis for setting
permissible levels. In general, the SFBAAB experiences low concentrations of most pollutants
when compared to federal or state standards. The SFBAAB is designated as either in attainment!?
or unclassified for most criteria pollutants, with the exception of ozone, particulate matter less
than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter (PM>s), and particulate matter less than or equal to
10 microns in diameter (PMuo); these pollutants are designated as non-attainment for either state
or federal standards. By its very nature, regional air pollution is largely a cumulative impact,
because no single project is large enough to result in non-attainment of air quality standards.
Instead, a project’s individual emissions contribute to existing cumulative air quality impacts. If a
project’s contribution to cumulative air quality impacts is considerable, then the project’s impact

on air quality would be considered significant.!t

Land use projects may contribute to regional criteria air pollutants during the construction and
operational phases of a project. Table 14 identifies air quality significance thresholds, followed by
a discussion of each threshold. Projects that would result in criteria air pollutant emissions below

these significance thresholds would not violate an air quality standard, contribute substantially to

126~ Attainment” status refers to those regions that are meeting federal and/or state standards for a specified
criteria pollutant. “Non-attainment” refers to regions that do not meet federal and/or state standards for
a specified criteria pollutant. “Unclassified” refers to regions where there are not enough data to
determine the region’s attainment status for a specified criteria air pollutant.

21 BAAQMD, 2011. California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelines. May. Page 2-1.
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an air quality violation, or result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria air

pollutants in the SFBAAB.

TABLE 14
CRITERIA AIR POLLUTANT SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS

Emissions (tons/year)

10
NOx 54 54 10
PMuo 82 (exhaust) 82 15
PM:zs 54 (exhaust) 54 10
Fugitive Dust | Construction Dust Ordinance or other Not Applicable
BMPs
Notes:

NOx = oxides of nitrogen

PMuo = particulate matter less than or equal to 10 microns in diameter
PMa25 = particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter
ROG = reactive organic gases

Ozone Precursors. As stated previously, the SFBAAB is currently designated as non-attainment
for ozone and PM. Ozone is a secondary air pollutant produced in the atmosphere through a
complex series of photochemical reactions involving reactive organic gases (ROG) and oxides of
nitrogen (NOx). The potential for a project to result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in
criteria air pollutants, which may contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation, is
based on the CCAA and CAA emissions limits for stationary sources. To ensure that new
stationary sources do not cause or contribute to a violation of an air quality standard, BAAQMD
Regulation 2, Rule 2 requires that any new source that emits criteria air pollutants above a
specified emissions limit must offset those emissions. For ozone precursoré ROG and NOx, the

offset emissions level is an annual average of 10 tons per year (or 54 pounds per day).!?? These

12 BAAQMD, 2009. Revised Draft Options and Justification Report, California-Environmental Quality Act
Thresholds of Significance. October. Page 17.
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levels represent emissions by which new sources are not anticipated to contribute to an air

quality violation or result in a considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants.

Particulate Matter (PMw and PM:2s).12 The federal New Source Review (NSR) -program was
created by the federal CAA to ensure that stationary sources of air pollution are constructed in a
manner that is consistent with attainment of federal health-based ambient air quality standards.
For PMi and PMzs, the emissions limit under NSR is 15 tons per year (82 pounds per day) and
10 tons per year (54 pounds per day), respectively. These emissions limits represent levels at
which a source is not expected to have an impact on air quality.”* Although the regulations
specified above apply to new or modified stationary sources, land use development projects
result in ROG, NOx, PMuw, and PM:s emissions as a result of increases in vehicle trips,
architectural coating, and construction activities. Therefore, the thresholds specified above can be
applied to the construction and operational phases of land use projects, and those projects that
result in emissions below these thresholds would not be considered to contribute to an existing or
projected air quality violation or result in a considerable net increase in ozone precursors or PM.
Due to the temporary nature of construction activities, only the average daily thresholds are

applicable to construction-phase emissions.

Fugitive Dust. Fugitive dust emissions are typically generated during construction phases.
Studies have shown that the application of BMPs at construction sites significantly control
fugitive dust.'® Individual measures have been shown to reduce fugitive dust by anywhere from
30 to 90 percent.!? The BAAQMD has identified a number of BMPs to control fugitive dust
emissions from construction activities.’”? The City’s Construction Dust Control Ordinance
(Ordinance 176-08, effective July 30, 2008) requires a number of fugitive dust control measures to

ensure that construction projects do not result in visible dust. The BMPs employed in compliance

125 PMuo is often termed “coarse” particulate matter, and is made of particulates that are 10 microns in
diameter or smaller. PMzs, termed “fine” particulate matter, is composed of particles that are 2.5 microns
or less in diameter.

122 BAAQMD, 2009. Revised Draft Options and Justification Report, California Environmental Quality Act
Thresholds of Significance. October. Page 16.

25 Western Regional Air Partnership, 2006. WRAP Fugitive Dust Handbook. September 7. Available online at:
http://www .wrapair.org/forums/dejf/fdh/content/FDHandbook_Rev_06.pdf, accessed February 16, 2012.

126 BAAQMD, 2009. Revised Draft Options and Justification Report, California Environmental Quality Act
Thresholds of Significance. October. Page 27.

127 BAAQMD, 2011. California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelines. May.
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with the City’s Construction Dust Control Ordinance provide an effective strategy for controlling

, .
construction-related fugitive dust.

Local Health Risks and Hazards

In addition to criteria air pollutants, individual projects may emit toxic air contaminants (TACs).
TACs collectively refer to a diverse group of air pollu;ants that are capable of causing chronic
(i.e., of long-duration) and acute (i.e., severe but of short-term) adverse effects fo human health,
including carcinogenic effects. Human health effects of TACs include birth defects, neurological
damage, cancer, and mortality. There are hundreds of different types of TACs, with varying
degrees of toxicity. Individual TACs vary greatly in the health risk they present; at a given level

of exposure, one TAC may pose a hazard that is many times greater than another

Unilike criteria air pollutants, TACs do not have ambient air quality standards, but are regulated
by the BAAQMD using a risk-based approach to determine which sources and pollutants to
control, as well as the degree of control. A health risk assessment is an analysis in which human
health exposure to toxic substances is estimated, and considered together with information

regarding the toxic potency of the substances, to provide quantitative estimates of health risks.1?8

Air pollution does not affect every individual in the population in the same way, and some
groups are more sensitive to adverse health effects than others. Land uses such as residences,
schools, children’s day-care centers, hospitals, and nursing and convalescent homes are
considered to be the most sensitive to poor air quality because the population groups associated
with these uses have increased susceptibility to respiratory distress; or, as in the case of
residential receptors, their exposure time is greater than for other land uses. Therefore, these
groups are referred to as sensitive receptors. Exposure assessment guidance typically assumes
that residences would be exposed to air pollution 24 hours per day, 350 days per year, for
70 years. Therefore, assessments of air pollutant exposure to residents typically result in the

greatest adverse health outcomes of all population groups.

128 In general, a health risk assessment is required if the BAAQMD concludes that projected emissions of a
specific air toxic compound from a proposed new or modified source suggest a potential public health
risk. The applicant is then subject to a health risk assessment for the source in question. Such an
assessment generally evaluates chronic, long-term effects, estimating the increased risk of cancer as a
result of exposure to one or more TACs.
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Exposures to PMas are strongly associated with mortality, respiratory diseases, and lung
development in children, and other endpoints such as hospitalization for cardiopulmonary
disease.”® In addition to PMzs, diesel particulate matter (DPM) is of concern. The California Air
‘Resources Board (CARB) identified DPM as a TAC in‘1998, primarily based on evidence
demonstrating cancer effects in humans.13 The estimated cancer risk from exposure to diesel
exhaust is much higher than the risk associated with any other TAC routinely measured in the

region.

The BAAQMD 2011 CEQA Air Quality Guidelines contain thresholds of significance for individual
project local health risks and hazards. Table 15 identifies the BAAQMD individual project
thresholds for cancer risk, non-cancer hazard index, and PMas concentration. Table 15 also
includes the BAAQMD cumulative health risk and hazard thresholds, which are used to evaluate

the risks and hazards from the project in combination with all local sources.

TABLE 15
LOCAL HEALTH RISK AND HAZARD SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS

Individual Project Threshold 10.0

Cumulative Threshold 100.0 10.0 0.8
Notes:

pg/m?® =microgram per cubic meter
PMzs = particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter

Impact AQ-1: The project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of applicable air
quality plans. (Less than Significant)

The most recently adopted air quality plan for the SFBAAB is the 2010 Clean Air Plan. The 2010
Clean Air Plan is a road map that demonstrates how the San Francisco Bay Area will achieve
compliance with the state ozone standards as expeditiously as practicable, and how the region

will reduce the transport of ozone and ozone precursors to neighboring air basins. The plan

122 SFDPH, 2008. Assessment and Mitigation of Air Pollutant Health Effects from Intra-Urban Roadways: Guidance
for Land Use Planning and Environmental Review. May.

180 CARB, 1998. CARB Fact Sheet, “The Toxic Air Contaminant Identification Process: Toxic Air Contaminant
Emissions from Diesel-fueled Engines.” October.
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builds on the main objective of the 2005 Ozone Strategy, which was to comply with state air
quality planning requirements as mandated by the CCAA. The Bay Area Ozone Attainment Plan
was adopted by BAAQMD in 2001 in response to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
finding of failure of the Bay Area to attain the hational ambient air quality standard for ozone.
The Bay Area Ozone Attainment Plan includes a control strategy for ozone and its precursors, to
ensure reduction in emissions from stationary sources, mobile sources, and the transportation

sector.

The thresholds of significance in the BAAQMD 2011 CEQA Air Quality Guidelines were
established to be consistent with the air quality attainment plans. As discussed under
Impact AQ-2, below, emissions from project construction and project operations would not
exceed the thresholds of significance, and would therefore be consistent with the applicable
plans. As a result, the project would not conflict with or obstruct the implementation of the

applicable air quality plans, and the impact would be Less than Significant.

Impact AQ-2: Project construction activities would generate fugitive dust and criteria air
pollutants, and could violate applicable air quality standards. (Less than Significant)

Construction activities (short-term) typically result in emissions of ozone precursors and PM in
the form of dust (fugitiveA dust) and exhaust (e.g., vehicle tailpipe emissions). Emissions of ozone
precursors and PM are primarily a result of the combustion of fuel from on-road and off-road
vehicles. However, ROGs are also emitted from activities that involve painting, other types of
architectural coatings, or asphalt paving. The proposed project includes site preparation,
demolition, excavation, building construction, and paving. During the project’s approximately
24-month total construction period (including construction activities at the Sunol Yard and the
Watershed Center), constructién activities would have the pofential to result in émissions of

ozone precursors and PM.

Emissions from off-road construction equipment use, generator use, hauling truck trips, and
worker vehicle trips during the construction period were calculated using California Emissions
Estimator Model (CalEEMod) 2013, In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation (OFFROAD) 2011,
OFFROAD2007, and Emission Factors Model (EMFAC) 2011. Details of the assumptions and

calculation methodologies are included in the Sunol Long Term Improvements Project Air Quality
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Technical Report, and are summarized in Table 16.13t As shown in Table 16, project construction
emissions would not exceed the applicable BAAQMD thresholds of significance. As a result,

project construction emissions would result in a Less-than-Significant Impact.

TABLE 16
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Tmisions (on9)__
Off-Road Equipment 0.13 1.68 0.07 0.07 0.24 0.08
Portable Generators 0.02 0.27 0.01 0.01 - -
On-Road Haul Truck Trips 0.01 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Haul Truck Idling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - -
On-Road Worker Trips 0.07 0.05 0.01 0.00 - -
Total Emissions (tons) 0.23 2.32 0.09 0.08 0.24 0.08
Average Daily Emissions 0.96 9.57 0.38 0.34 1.01 0.33
(Ibs/day)
BAAQMD Thresholds of 54 54 82 54 BMP BMP
Significance (pounds/day)
Exceeds Threshold? No No No - No No No

Source of thresholds: BAAQMD, 2011.

Notes:

BAAQMD = Bay Area Air Quality Management District

BMP =best management practices

NOx = oxides of nitrogen

PMo = particulate matter less than or equal to 10 microns in diameter
PM:s = particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter
ROG = reactive organic gases

Average daily emissions are based on a 22-month construction duration, assuming 22 working days per
month.

Project-related demolition, grading, and other construction activities may generate fugitive dust

that could contribute PM emissions into the local atmosphere. The BAAQMD does not have

181 URS, 2014. Sunol Long Term Improvements Pro]ect Air Qualziy Technical Report. Prepared for the San
Francisco -Planning Department. January.
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quantitative mass emission thresholds for fugitive dust emissions, but recommends that BMPs,
such as the “Basic Construction Mitigation Measures” listed in Table 8-1 in the BAAQMD 2011
CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, be implemented to reduce potential fugitive dust impacts during
construction activities.’® The SFPUC Standard Construction Measures (see Section A5.8,
Standard Construction Measures) include the implementation of BMPs that are consistent with
the BAAQMD 2011 CEQA Air Quality Guidelines. Therefore, fugitive dust impacts during

construction would be Less than Significant.

Operation of the project would result in emissions from on-road worker and visitor vehicle trips, -
emergency generators, fugitive emissions from fuel storage and dispensing, and area sources,
such as landscaping, architectural coatings, and combustion of natural gas on site. Emissions
from these sources were calculated using CalEEMod2013, EMFAC2011, and manual spreadsheet
calculations. Details of the assumptions and calculation methodologies are included in the above-
referenced Sunol Long Term Improvements Project Air Quality Technical Report, and are summarized
in Table17.2® As shown in Table 17, project operational emissions would not exceed the
applicable BAAQMD thresholds of significance for annual or daily operational emissions. As a

result, project operational emissions impacts would be Less than Significant.

152 BAAQMD, 2011. California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelines. May.

133 URS, 2014. Sunol Long Term Improvements Project Air Quality Technical Report. Prepared for the San
Francisco Planning Department. January.
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TABLE 17
PROJECT OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Emergency Generator 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00
Refueling Station Fugitive Emissions 0.04 - - -

Landscaping 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.00
Natural Gas Combustion 0.01 0.09 0.01 0.01
Mobile Sources 0.30 0.96 0.01 0.01
Total Annual Emissions (tons/year) i 0.69 1.08 0.02 0.02
BAAQMD Thresholds of Significance (tons/year) 10 10 15 10

Exceeds Threshold? No No No No
Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day) 3.80 5.91 0.11 0.11
BAAQMD Thresholds of Significance (Ibs/day) 54 54 82 54

Exceeds Threshold? No No No No

Source of thresholds: BAAQMD 2011.

Notes:

BAAQMD = Bay Area Air Quality Management District

NOx = oxides of nitrogen

PMuo = particulate matter less than or equal to 10 microns in diameter

PM25 = particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter
ROG = reactive organic gases

Impact AQ-3: The project could result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal,
state, or regional ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors). (Less than Significant)

The BAAQMD 2011 CEQA Air Quality Guidelines state that if the project construction emissions
do not exceed any of the applicable criteria pollutant or precursor thresholds, the project would
result in a less-than-significant impact on both an individual and cumulative basis. Similarly, if
the project operational emissions do not exceed any of the applicable criteria pollutant or
precursor thresholds, the project would result in a less-than-significant impact on both an
individual and cumulative basis. As shown above in Impact AQ-2), project construction
emissions and project operational emissions would not exceed BAAQMD significance thresholds.

Therefore, the project would result in a Less-than-Significant camulative impact.
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Impact AQ-4: The project could expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations. (Less than Significant)

The BAAQMD recommends that projects be evaluated for their potential health risk impacts on
sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet of an emission source. The project site is in a primarily rural

area, with residences and the Sunol Glen Elementary School within 1,000 feet of the site.

Project construction would generate exhaust emissions that include TACs, such as DPM, and
PMzs. DPM and PM:zs pose potential health risks to nearby sensitive receptors. A construction
health risk assessment was performed using the ISCST3 model, with methodologies consistent
with the BAAQMD Guidelines. Details of the assumptions, dispersion modeling, and health risk
calculation methodologies are included in the Sunol Long Term Improvements Project Air Quality
Technical Report, and are summarized in Table 18.13 As shown in Table 18, health risks and PMas
concentration increases associated with project construction would not exceed the BAAQMD

significance thresholds, impacts would be Less than Significant.

TABLE 18
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT RESULTS

Residential 3.67 0.0049 0.012
School 0.25 0.0014 0.007
BAAQMD Thresholds of 10 1.0 0.3
Significance

Exceeds Threshold? No No : No
Notes:

Non-Cancer Hazard Index represents the chronic Hazard Index.
BAAQMD = Bay Area Air Quality Management District

pg/m® =microgram per cubic meter

PM:s = particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter

Project operations would generate onsite TAC emissions associated with emergency generator
operation and fugitive losses from gasoline storage and dispensing operations. The emergency

generator would also generate onsite PMas emissions. A health risk assessment of project

B¢ Tbid.
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operations was performed using the ISCST3 model, with methodologies consistent with the
BAAQMD Guidelines. Details of the assumptions, dispersion modeling, and health risk
calculation methodologies are included in the Sunol Long Term Improvements Project Air Quality
Technical Report, and are summérized in Table 19.135 As shoWn in Table 19, health risks and 'PMz.s
concentration increases associated with project operations would not exceed the BAAQMD

significance thresholds, impacts would be Less than Significant.

TABLE 19
PROJECT OPERATION HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT RESULTS

Residential

School

BAAQMD Thresholds of 10 1.0 0.3
Significance

Exceeds Threshold? No No No

Notes:

Non-Cancer Hazard Index represents the chronic Hazard Index.
BAAQMD = Bay Area Air Quality Management District

pg/m? =microgram per cubic meter

PMas = particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter

A cumulative health risk analysis was also performed to examine the cumulative health risk
impacts from project construction, project operation, and other local sources. The BAAQMD
Stationary Source Screening Tool was used to identify health risks from permitted stationary
sources within 1,000 feet of the project site. The BAAQMD Screening Tables for PMas
Concentrations and Cancer Risks Generated from Surface Streets was also used to identify health
risks from high-volume roadways within 1,000 feet of the project site. Details of the assumptions
and methodologies used in this cumulative analysis are included in the above-referenced Air
Quality Technical Report, and are summarized in Table 20. These tools identified one stationary
source (FID 130, Plant No. 13551) and one high-volume roadway (SR 84) as local health risk

sources. Table 20 shows the screening health risks from these local sources, and also shows that

185 Tbid.
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cumulative health risks from the project and other sources in the vicinity would be below the
applicable BAAQMD thresholds of significance. As a result, cumulative health risk impacts
would be Less than Significant. '

TABLE 20
CUMULATIVE HEALTH RISK ANALYSIS RESULTS

- ReceptorTy inaMillion) | . Index | Concentration (ug/m)
Project Construction 3.67 0.0049 0.012
Project Operation 0.37 0.0003 0.0003
AT&T (FID 130, Plant No. 13551) 2111 0.007 0.037
SR 84 270 ~ 0.111
Total Cumulative 27.85 0.0122 0.16
BAAQMD Thresholds of 100 10.0 0.8
Significance
Exceeds Threshold? No No No
Notes:

Non-Cancer Hazard Index represents the chronic Hazard Index.
Project construction and operation risks are based on the maximum risk receptor.
BAAQMD =Bay Area Air Quality Management District

pg/m?3 =microgram per cubic meter
PMzs = particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter
SR = State Route

Impact AQ-5: The project could create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people. (Less than Significant)

Typical odor sources of concern include wastewater treatment plants, sanitary landfills, transfer
stations, composting facilities, petroleum refineries, asphalt batch plants, chemical manufacturing
facilities, fiberglass manufacturing facilities, auto body shops, rendering plants, and coffee
roasting facilities. The project would not include these types of facilities or operations, and

therefore would not result in a new permanent source of substantial odors.

During construction, diesel exhaust from construction equipment would generate some odors.
Also, when funding allows, Temple Road would be repaved, which would create odors
associated with the new asphalt. This would not require the use of an asphalt batch plant, but
would require the laying of new asphalt brought in by trucks. However, construction-related

odors would be temporary and would not persist on project completion. In addition, the nearest
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receptor is approximately 825 feet away, and odors would likely dissipate before reaching the
receptor. Therefore, the project would not create a significant source of new odors, and odor

impacts would be Less than Significant,

Impact C-AQ: Project construction or operation would not result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant or precursors for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal, state, or regional ambient air quality standard.
(Less than Significant)

Regional air pollution is by its very nature largely a cumulative impact. Emissions from past,
present and future projects contribute to the region’s adverse air quality on a cumulative basis.
No single project by itself would be sufficient in size to result in regional nonattainment of
ambient air quality standards. Instead, a project’s individual emissions contribute to existing
cumulative adverse air quality impacts.1% The project-level thresholds for criteria air pollutants
are based on levels by which new sources are not anticipated to contribute to an air quality
violation or result in a considerable net increase in criteria air pollutants. Project emissions are
compared below to BAAQMD thresholds, which indicate whether or not emissions would be

cumulatively considerable.

To address cumulative impacts on regional air quality, the thresholds of significance for
construction related criteria pollutants and precursor emissions have been developed, which
represent the levels at which a project’s individual emissions of criteria pollutants and precursors
would result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to the SFBAAB’s existing air quality
violations. If average daily emissions exceed these thresholds, the project would result in a
cumulatively significant impact. As indicated in Table 15 above, construction-related criteria
pollutant and precursor emissions associated with the project would not exceed the applicable
sigﬁificance thresholds, and therefore the project’s contribution to any significant cumulative

impacts on regional air quality would not be cumulatively considerable (Less Than Significant).

136 BAAQMD, 2011. California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelines. May. Page 2-1.
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Significant
Potentially with Less-than-

. Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: Impact  Incorporated  Impact Impact Applicable
E.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS—

Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either D |:| & D ' D

directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?

b)  Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or U 1 X ] O
regulation adopted for the purposé of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

This section describes GHG emissions and global climate change; the existing regulatory
framework governing GHG emissions; and the potential GHG impacts from implementing the
project. The project is evaluated for compliance with San Francisco’s Strategies to Address
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, recognized by the BAAQMD as meeting the criteria of a qualified GHG

reduction strategy.

Setting

Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are referred to as GHGs because they capture heat
radiated from the earth, similar to the way a greenhouse traps heat. The accumulation of GHGs
has been implicated as a driving force for global climate change. Definitions of climate change
vary between and across regulatory authorities and the scientific community; however, in
general it can be described as the changing of the earth’s climate caused by natural fluctuations
and anthropogenic activities (i.e., those relating to or resulting from the influence of humans) that

alter the composition of the global atmosphere.

Sources of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Individual projects contribute to the cumulative effects of climate change by emitting GHGs
during demolition, construction, and operational phases. Although the presence of the primary
GHGs in the atmosphere is naturally occurring, carbon dioxide (COz), methane (CHs), and
nitrous oxide (N20) are largely emitted from human activities. The actions of humans accelerate
the rate at which these compounds occur in the earth’s atm‘osphere. Emissions of COz are largely
by-products of fossil-fuel combustion, Wheréas CHa results from off-gassing associated with
agricultural practices and landfills. Black carbon has recently emerged as a major contributor to

global climate change, possibly second only to COz. Black carbon is produced naturally and by
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human activities as a result of the incomplete combustion of fossil fuels, biofuels, and biomass.*¥”
N20 is a byproduct of various industrial processes and has a number of uses, including as an
anesthetic and an aerosol propellant. Other GHGs include hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons,
and sulfur hexafluoride, which are generated in certain industrial processes. GHGs are typically

reported in “carbon dioxide-equivalent” measures (COze).138

There is international scientific consensus that human-caused increases in GHGs have
contributed to and will continue to contribute to climate change. Many impacts resulting from
climate change, including increased fires, floods, severe storms, and heat waves, are occurring
already and will only become more frequent and more costly.’®® Secondary effects of climate
change are likely to include a global rise in sea level; impacts on agriculture, the state’s electricity
system, and native freshwater fish ecosystems; changes in disease vectors; and changes in habitat

and biodiversity. 14014

CARB estimated that in 2011 California produced about 448 million gross metric tons of COze
(MMTCOze; about 494 million U.S. tons of COze).#2 CARB found that transportation is the source
of 38 percent of the state’s GHG emissions, followed by industrial sources at 21 percent and
electricity generation at 19 percent (both in-state generated and imported electricity). Commercial

and residential fuel use (primarily for heating) accounted for 10 percent of GHG emissions.!#

%7 Center for Climate and Energy Solutions, 2010. What is Black Carbon? April. Available online at:
http://www.c2es.org/docUploads/what-is-black-carbon.pdf. Accessed May 20, 2013.

1% Because of the differential heat absorption potential of various GHGs, GHG emissions are frequently
measured in “carbon dioxide-equivalents,” which present a weighted average based on each gas’ heat
absorption (or “global warming”) potential.

1% California Natural Resources Agency, 2009. 2009 California Climate Adaptation Strategy Discussion Draft,
2009, Sacramento. pp. 48-55.

#0 (California Climate Change Portal, 2013. Available online at: http://www.dimatechange.ca.
gov.http://www.climatechange.ca.gov. Accessed December 12, 2013.

4! California Energy Commission, 2013. Our Changing Climate 2012. Available online at:
http://www.energy.ca.gov/publications/CEC-500-2012-007/CEC500-2012-007.pdf. Accessed December 12,
2013.

42 The abbreviation for “million metric tons” is MMT; million metric tons of COz equivalents is written &s
MMTCO:E.

14 CARB, 2014. “California Greenhouse Gas Inventory for 2000-2011 —by Category as Defined in the 2008
Scoping Plan,” Available online at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/data/tables/ghg inventory_
scopingplan_00-11_2013-08-01.pdf. Accessed November 6, 2013.
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In the Bay Area, fossil fuel cohsumption in the transportation sector (on-road motor vehicles, off-
highway mobile sources, and aircraft) and the industrial/commercial sector were the two largest
sources of GHG emissions. Together, they accounted for about 36 percent of the Bay Area’s
958 MMTCOze emissions in 2007. Industrial and commercial -electricity and fossil-fuel
consumption (including office and retail) were the second-largest contributors of GHG emissions,
at about 34 percent of total emissions. Electricity generation accounts for approximately 16 percent
of the Bay Area’s GHG emissions. This is followed by residential fuel uée (e;g., home water heaters
and furnaces) at 7 percent, off-road equipment at 3 percent, and agriculture at 12 percent. Among
industrial sources, oil refining currently accounts for more than 40 percent of GHG emissions, or

approximately 15 percent of the total Bay Area GHG emissions. 4

Regulatory Setting

In 2005, in recognition of California’s vulnerability to the effects of climate change, then-Governor
Schwarzenegger established Executive Order 5-3-05, which set forth a series of target dates by
which statewide GHGs emissions would be progressively reduced: by 2010, reduce GHG emissions
to 2000 levels (approximately 457 MMTCOze); by 2020, reduce emissions to 1990 levels (estimated
at 427 MMTCOze); and by 2050 reduce statewide GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels
(approximately 85 MMTCOze).

In response, the California legislature passed Assembly Bill (AB) 32 in 2006 (California Health
and Safety Code Division 25.5, Sections 38500, et seq., or AB32), also known as the Global
Warming Solutions Act. AB 32 requires CARB to design and implement emission limits,
regulations, and other measures, so that feasible and cost-effective statewide GHG emissions are
reduced to 1990 levels by 2020 (representing a 25 percent reduction from forecast emission

levels). 5

Pursuant to AB 32, CARB adopted a scoping plan in December 2008, outlining measures to meet

the 2020 GHG reduction limits. The scoping plan is the state’s overarching plan for addressing

1“4 BAAQMD, 2010. Source Inventory of Bay Area Greenhouse Gas Emissions: Base Year 2007. February.
Available online at: http://www.baagmd.gov/~/media/Files/Planning %20and %20Research/Emission%
20Inventory/regionalinventory2007_2_10.ashx. Accessed November 6, 2013.

15 OPR, 2008. Technical Advisory — CEQA and Climate Change: Addressing Climate Change through
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Review. June 19. Available online at: http://opr.ca.gov/
docs/june08-ceqa.pdf. Accessed May 22, 2013.

Case No. 2012.0054E - E-111 Sunol Long Term Improvements Project



climate change. To meet these goals, California must reduce its GHG emissions by 30 percent
below projected 2020 business-as-usual emissions levels, or about 15 percent from 2008 levels.146
The scoping plan estimates a reduction of 174 MMTCO:ze from the transportation, energy,
agriculture, forestry, and high global warming potential sectors (see Table 21, below). In the
scoping plan, CARB identified an implementation timeline for the GHG reduction strategies.4
CARB is currently updating the 2008 scoping plan, and the 2013 update to the scoping plan will
include CARB’s climate change priorities for the next 5 years. Additionally, it will lay the

groundwork to reach post-2020 goals set forth in Executive Order S-3-05.

The AB 32 scoping plan recommendations are intended to curb projected business-as-usual
growth in GHG emissions, and to reduce those emissions to 1990 levels. Therefore, meeting
AB 32 GHG reduction goals would result in an overall annual net decrease in GHGs, compared
to current levels, even accounting for projected increases in emissions resulting from anticipated

growth.

The scoping plan also relies on the requirements of Senate Bill (SB) 375 to implement the carbon
emission reductions anticipated from land use decisions. SB 375 was enacted to align local land use
and transportation planning to further achieve California’s GHG reduction goals. SB 375 requires
regional transportation plans, developed by metropolitan planning organizations, to incorporate a
“sustainable communities strategy” in their regional transportation plans that would achieve GHG
emission reduction targets set by CARB. SB 375 also includes provisions for streamlined CEQA
review for some infill projects, such as transit-oriented development. SB 375 would be implemented
over the next several years. Plan Bay Area, the Bay Area Metropolitan Transportation

Commission’s 2013 Regional Transportation Plan, is the first plan subject to SB 375.

146 CARB, 2010. California’s Climate Plan: Fact Sheet. Available online at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/facts/
scoping_plan_fs.pdf. Accessed May 22, 2013.

“ CARB, 2013. Assembly Bill 32 Overview. Available online at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ab32/ab32.him/.
Accessed May 22, 2013.
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TABLE 21
GHG REDUCTIONS FROM THE AB 32 SCOPING PLAN SECTORS

SOIMTCOR)

_GHG Reduction Measures By Sector . -
Transportation sector 62.3
Electricity and natural gas 49.7
Industry ’ 14
Landfill methane control measure (discrete early action) . 1
Forestry 5
High global warming potential GHGs 202
Additional reductions needed to achieve the GHG cap 34.4

Total 174

Other Recommended Measures

Government operations 12

Methane capture at large dairies 1

Additional GHG reduction measures:

Water 4.8
Green buildings 26
High recycling/zero waste 9

e Commercial recycling

¢ Composting

s  Anaerobic digestion

¢ Extended producer responsibility

e Environmentally preferable purchasing

Total 41.8-42.8

Sources:

a CARB 2008. Climate Change Scoping Plan, December 2008. Available online at:
http://www arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/document/scopingplandocument. htm.
Accessed May 22, 2013.

b CARB 2013, California’s Climate flan: Fact Sheet. Available online at:
http:/fwww.arb.ca.gov/cc/facts/scoping_plan_fs.pdf. Accessed May 22, 2013.
Notes:

AB = Assembly Bill

GHG = greenhouse gas
MMTCOze = million gross metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents
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AB 32 further anticipates that local government actions will reduce GHG emissions. CARB has
identified a GHG reduction target of 15 percent from current levels for local governments
themselves, and notes that successful implementation of the scoping plan relies on local
governments’ land use planning and urban growth decisions. This is because local governments
have the primary authority to plan, zone, approve, and permit land development to
accommodate population growth and the changing needs of their jurisdictions.’¢ The BAAQMD
has analyzed the effectiveness of the region in meeting AB 32 goals from the actions outlined in
the scoping plan. It determined that, to meet AB 32 GHG reductioﬁ goals, the Bay Area would
need to achieve an additional 2.3 percent reduction in GHG emissions from the land use—driven

sector.14?

SB 97 required the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to amend the state CEQA
guidelines to address the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the effects of GHGs. In
response, OPR amended the CEQA guidelines to provide guidance for analyzing GHG
emissions. Among other changes to the CEQA Guidelines, the amendments added a new section
to the CEQA Checklist (CEQA Guidelines Appendix G) to address questions regarding the

project’s potential to emit GHGs.

The BAAQMD is the primary agency responsible for regulating air quality in the nine-county
SFBAAB. The BAAQMD recommends that local agencies adopt a GHG reduction strategy
consistent with AB 32 goals. The BAAQMD also recommends that subsequent projects be
reviewed to determine the significance of their GHG emissions, based on the degree to which
that project complies with a GHG reduction strategy.’™® As described below, this
recommendation is consistent with the approach to analyzing GHG emissions outlined in the

CEQA guidelines.

!

1“4 CARB, 2008. Climate Change Scoping Plan. December. Available online at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/
scopingplan/document/adopted_scoping_plan.pdf. Accessed November 6, 2013.

1“4 BAAQMD, 2009. California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Update, Proposed Thresholds of
Significance. December. Available online at: http://www.baagmd.gov/~/media/Files/Planning %20and%
20Research/CEQA/Proposed %20Thresholds%200f%20Significance%20Dec%207%2009.ashx. Accessed
November 6, 2013.

150 BAAQMD, 2012. California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelines, updated May 2012. Available
online at: hitp://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/Files/Planning%20and %20Research/CEQA/BAAQMD%
20CEQA%20Guidelines_Final May%202012.ashx?la=en. Accessed November 6, 2013.
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At a local level, CCSF has developed a number of plans and programs to reduce its contribution
to global climate change. San Francisco’s GHG reduction goals, as outlined in the 2008
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Ordinance, are as follows:

s By 2008, determine CCSF's GHG emissions for 1990, which is the baseline level against

which reductions are measured;

e By 2017, reduce GHG emissions by 25 percent below 1990 levels;

e By 2025, reduce GHG emissions by 40 percent below 1990 levels; and

e By 2050, reduce GHG emissions by 80 percent below 1990 levels.

CCSF’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy documents its actions to pursue cleaner energy, to
conserve energy, and to adopt alternative transportation and solid waste policies. As identified in
the strategy, CCSF has implemented a number of mandatory requirements and incentives that
have measurably reduced GHG emissions. These include the following: increasing the energy
efficiency of new and existing buildings; installing solar panels on building roofs; implementing a
green building strategy; adopting a zero waste strategy; enacting a construction and demolition
debris recovery ordinance; establishing a solar energy generation subsidy; incorporating
alternative fuel vehicles in the City’s transportation fleet (including buses); and enacting a
mandatory recycling and composting ordinance. The strategy also identifies 42 specific

regulations for new development that would reduce CCSF’s GHG emissions.

The Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy concludes that CCSF’s policies and programs have
reduced GHG emissions below 1990 levels, exceeding statewide AB 32 GHG reduction goals. As
reported, San Francisco’s communitywide 1990 GHG emissions were approximately
6.15 MMTCOze. A recent third-party verification of San Francisco’s 2010 communitywide and
municipal emissions inventory has confirmed that San Francisco has reduced its GHG emissions
to 5.26 MMTCOze, representing a 14.5 percent reduction in GHG emissions below 1990

1evels.151'152

151 ICF International, 2012. “Technical Review of the 2010 Community-wide GHG Inventory for the City and
County of San Francisco.” Memorandum from ICF International to San Francisco Department of the
Environment. April 10. Available online at: http://www.sfenvironment.org/sites/default/files/fliers/files/
icf_memo_to_sfe - 2010_community-wide_ghg inventory_-_4.10.2012.pdf. Accessed November 6, 2013.

152 ICF International, 2012. “Technical Review of San Francisco’s 2010 Municipal GHG Inventory.”
Memorandum from ICF International to San Francisco Department of the Environment. May 8.
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Approach to Analysis

In compliance with SB 97, OPR amended the CEQA Guidelines to address the feasible mitigation
of GHG emissions or the effects of GHGs. Among other changes to the CEQA Guidelines, the
amendments added a new section to the CEQA Checklist (CEQA Guidelines Appendix G) to
addréss questions regarding the project’s potential to emit GHGs. The potential for a project to
result in significant GHG emissions that ‘contribute to the cumulative effects on global climate
change is based on the CEQA Guidelines and CEQA Checklist, as amended by 5B 97; and is
determined By an assessment of the project’s compliance with local and state plans, policies, and
regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing the cumulative effects of climate change. GHG
emissions are analyzed in the context of their confribution to the cumulative effects of climate
change, because a single land use project could not generate enough GHG emissions to
noticeably change the global average temperature. CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.4
and 15183.5 address the analysis and determination of significant impacts from a proposed
project’s GHG emissions. CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5 allows for public agencies to analyze
and mitigate GHG emissions as part of a larger plan for the reduction of GHGs, and describes the
required contents of such a plan. As discussed above, San Francisco has prepared its own
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy, demonstrating that San Francisco’s policies and programs
have collectively reduced communitywide GHG emissions to below 1990 levels, meeting GHG
reduction goals outlined in AB 32. The City is also well on its way to meeting the long-term GHG
reduction goal of reducing emissions 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. Chapter 1 of the City’s
Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emission (the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy) describes
how the strategy meets the requirements of CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5. The BAAQMD has
reviewed San Francisco’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy, concluding that “Aggressive GHG

reduction targets and comprehensive strategies like San Francisco’s help the Bay Area move

Available online at: http://www.sfenvironment.org/sites/default/files/fliers/files/memo_to_sfe_- 2010_
municipal_ghg_inventory_-_icf_international - 8_may_2012_-_final.pdf. Accessed November 6, 2013.

Case No. 2012.0054E E-116 Sunol Long Term Improvements Project



toward reaching the state’s AB 32 goals, and also serve as a model from which other communities

can learn.”153

With respect to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.4(b), the factors to be considered in making a
significance determination include: 1) the extent to which GHG emissions would increase or
decrease as a result of the proposed project; 2) whether or not a proposed project exceeds a
threshold that the lead agency determines applies to the project; and 3) demonstrating
compliance with plans and regulatiohs adopted for the purpose of reducing or mitigating GHG

emissions.

The GHG analysis provided below includes a qualitative assessment of GHG emissions that would
result from a proposed project, including emissions from an increase in vehicle trips, natural gas
combustion, and/or electricity use, among other factors. Consistent with the CEQA Guidelines and
BAAQMD recommendations for analyzing GHG emissions, the significance standard applied to
GHG emissions generated during project construction and operational phases is based on whether
the project complies with a plan for the reduction of GHG emissions. The City’s Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Strategy is the City’s overarching plan documenting the policies, programs and
regulations that the City implements towards reducing municipal and communitywide GHG
emissions. In particular, San Francisco implements 42 specific regulations that reduce GHG
emissions, which are applied to projects in the City. Projects that comply with the Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Strategy would not result in a substantial increase in GHGs, because the City has shown
that overall communitywide GHGs have decreased and that the City has met AB32 GHG
reduction targets. Individual project compliance with the City’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction

Strategy is demonstrated by completion of the Compliance Checklist for Greenhouse Gas Analysis.

In summary, the two applicable GHG reduction plans—the AB 32 Scoping Plan and the City’s
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy—are intended to reduce GHG emissions below current levels.
Given that the City’s local GHG reduction targets are more aggressive than the state’s 2020 GHG
reduction targets, and consistent with the long-term 2050 reduction targets, the City’s Greenhouse

Gas Reduction Strategy is consistent with the goals of AB 32. Therefore, proposed projects that are

18 Roggenkamp, J., 2010. October 28, 2010, letter from Jean Roggenkamp, BAAQMD to Bill Wycko, C{ty
of San Francisco Planning Department, regarding Draft GHG Reduction Strategy. Available online at:
http://www.sf-planning.org/ftp/filessMEA/GHG-Reduction_Letter.pdf. '
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consistent with the City’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy would be consistent with the goals of
. AB 32; would not conflict with either plan; and would therefore not exceed San Francisco’s
applicable GHG threshold of significance. Furthermore, a locally compliant project would not result

in a substantial increase in GHGs.

The following analysis of the proposed project’s impact on climate change focuses on the
project’s contribution to cumulatively significant GHG emissions. Given that the analysis is in a

cumulative context, this section does not include an individual project-specific impact statement.

Impact C-GG: The project would not generate GHG emissions 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 GHG emissions. (Less than Significant)

The most common GHGs resulting from human activity are CO2, CHs, and N20.1% The project
could temporarily contribute directly to these GHG emissions during construction as a result of
emissions from construction equipment and haul trucks delivering materials and transporting
wastes offsite (natural gas combustion). Indirect emissions would result from electricity
providers; energy required to pump, treat, and convey water; and emissions associated with
landfill operations. The project would not result in a substantial increase in GHG emissions once
construction is completed, because there would be little change to baseline conditions relative to
operation of the Sunol Yard, including the addition of the Watershed Center, given that the
Administration Building at the Sunol Yard and the Watershed Center would be designed and
constructed to conform to California Title 24 energy use standards and would aim to secure
LEED Gold certification to reduce environmental effects and enhance energy efficiency (see

Section A.5.1, Facilities, above).

The proposed project would be subject to and required to comply with several regulations
adopted to reduce GHG emissions, as identified in the City’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction
Strategy. The regulations that are applicable to the proposed project include the Clean
Construction Ordinance, Resource Efficiency and Green Building Ordinance, Resource
Conservation Ordinance, Mandatory Recycling and Composting Ordinance, and the Stormwater

Management Ordinance and Construction Pollution Prevention Ordinance. As discussed above,

15 OPR, 2008. Technical Advisory —CEQA and Climate Change: Addressing Climate Change through
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Review. June 19. Available online at: http://opr.ca.gov/
docs/june08-ceqa.pdf. Accessed August 8, 2013.
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and consistent with the state CEQA Guidelines and BAAQMD recommendations for analyzing
GHG emissions under CEQA, projects that are consistent with San Francisco’s Strategies to
Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions would result in a less-than-significant GHG impact. Based on an
assessment of the project’s compliance with San Francisco’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, the project was determined to be consistent with San Francisco’'s GHG Reduction

Strategy.1%5

Given that: 1) San Francisco has implemented regulations to reduce GHG emissions specific to
new construction and renovations of private developments and municipal projects; 2)San
Francisco’s sustainable policies have resulted in the measured reduction of annual GHG
emissions; 3) San Francisco has met and exceeds AB 32 GHG reduction goals for the year 2020,
and is on track towards meeting long-term GHG reduction goals; 4) current and probable future
state and local GHG reduction measures will continue to reduce a project’s contribution to
climate change; and 5) San Francisco’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions meet the
CEQA and BAAQMD requirements for a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy, projects that are
consistent with San Francisco’s regulations would not contribute significantly to global climate
change. The proposed project would be required to comply with the requirements listed above,
and was determined to be consistent with San Francisco’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas
Emissions. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a Less-than-Significant Impact with

respect to GHG emissions.

155 San Francisco Planning Department, 2014. Compliance Checklist Table for Greenhouse Gas Analysis: Table 2.
Municipal Projects. March 3.
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Less than

Significant

Potentially with Less-than-

Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant ~ No Not
Topics: ] Impact  Incorporated  DImpact  Impact Applicable
E9 WIND AND SHADOW —Would the project:
a)  Alter wind in a manner that substantially affects O O O X

public areas?

b) Create new shadow in a manner that |:| D L__] XI

substantially affects outdoor recreation facilities
or other public areas?

Existing public areas on the project site include the Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park, Sunol
Water Temple, and a picnic area. The project would construct improvements at the Sunol Yard, a
new Watershed Center, and improvements to the existing picnic area. Improvements at the Sunol
Yard would result in some increase in the number and size of buildings on the site, but none of
these buildings would be of a tall or wide enough to result in a change to wind on the site, and

they would not affect wind at the public areas on the site.

The existing outdoor picnic area is in the project area, southwest of the proposed Watershed
Center. The one-story Watershed Center would not be tall or wide enough to result in a change in

wind at the existing picnic facilities.

Additionally, neither the improvements at the Sunol Yard nor the one-story Watershed Center
would be tall enough to create any shadow that substantially affects outdoor recreation areas or

facilities. For these reasons, the project would have No Impact on wind and shadow.
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Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: ) Impact  Incorporated  Impact Impact  Applicable
E.10 RECREATION~Would the project:
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and |:| D 4 D D

regional parks or other recreational facilities such
that substantial physical deterioration of the
facilities would occur or be accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities or require the D X D D D
construction or expansion of recreational
facilities that might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

c) Physically degrade existing recreational O | O X |

resources?

Impact RE-1: The project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities to the extent that substantial physical deterioration of the
facilities would occur or be accelerated. (Less than Significant)

The project does not propose the construction of housing or other features that would result in an
increase in the use of existing recreational facilities. However, the project would result in the
construction of the new Watershed Center, and improvements to—and the re-opening of—the
existing picnic area. The new Watershed Center and picnic area improvements would likely
result in an increase in visitation to the existing Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park and the
currently closed onsite picnic area. The Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park is a facility
designed for visitor use and public education. The Agricultural Park accommodates tours and
educational programs by appointment for visitors of all ages. Improvements to the picnic area
would include an ADA-compliant access path and stairs, new picnic tables, and a play structure
for children. However, it can be reasonably assumed that these facilities would be likely be
subject to ongoing monitoring and maintenance such that they would not substantially
deteriorate due to the proposed increase in use. The Sunol Water Temple would be closed to
visitors during the construction period (approximately 24 months). Between 20 and 50 people
visit the Sunol Water Temple each day, according to the SFPUC.1% It is reasonable to assume that

some percentage of these visitors would travel to alternate recreational facilities (e.g., East Bay

15 SEPUC, 2013. SFPUC Responses to URS Request for Information (RFI dated 10/1/2013). Sunol Long Term
Improvements Project. October.
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Regional Park lands such as the Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park to the north and Sunol Regional
Wilderness to the south), thereby increasing their use during this period. However, the additional
use of these facilities would be relatively minor, given the small number of increased visitors,
over approximately 24 months, and therefore, it can be reasonably assumed that they woﬁld not
cause substantial physical deterioration of these facilities. As a result; this impact would be Less

than Significant.

Impact RE-2: The project would include recreational facilities, the construction of which could
have an adverse physical effect on the environment. (Less than Significant with Mitigation
Incorporated)

The project proposes the re-opening of the existing onsite picnic area, and the construction and
operation of a new Watershed Center and a new “Discovery Trail.” As stated above,
improvements to the existing onsite picnic area would include an ADA-compliant access path
and stairs, new picnic tables, and a play structure for children. The existing abandoned restroom
facilities would be removed, and new restrooms provided at the Watershed Center. The existing
barbed-wire-topped fence at the picnic area would be replaced with a low-height perimeter fence
and gate consistent with recreational uses. The picnic area is south of the Sunol Water Temple,
and consists primarily of landscaped vegetation adjacent to Alameda Creek (see Figure 14,
below). Provision of new picnic tables and a children’s play structure would involve little to no

ground disturbance.

As described in the Project Description, the SFPUC has established Standard Construction
Measures to be included in all construction contracts. The Standard Construction Measures
stipulate that all construction contractors must implément construction stormwater BMPs. At a
minimum, construction contractors would be fequired to undertake the following measures, as
applicable, to minimize adverse effects of construction activities on water quality: erosion and
sedimentation controls tailored to the site and project; installation of silt fences, use of wind
erosion control (e.g., geotextile or plastic covers on stockpiled soil); and stabilization of site
ingress/egress locations to minimize erosion. These measures would avoid or reduce impacts on

existing resources.

Also, the project would disturb more than 1 acre of soil, and would therefore be subject to the
provisions and requirements of the Construction General Permit, as detailed in Section A.7,
Required Actions and Approvals. Construction activities subject to this permit include, but are

not limited to, clearing, grading, stockpiling, and excavation. Among other provisions, the
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Construction General Permit requires the development and implementation of a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which would include and specify BMPs designed to prevent
pollutants from contacting stormwater, and keep all products of erosion from moving off site into

receiving waters.

Construction of the Watershed Center would require grading, excavation, and the building of
structures, which have the potential to result in environmental impacts. These activities would
result in impacts that would be Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated to Cultural
Resources and Biological Resources. Discussions of these impacts and mitigation measures are
presented in Sections E4 and E.I13, respectively. Implementation of Mitigation
Measure M-CP-1a, Historic Resources Protection Plan; Mitigation Measure M-CP-1b,
Preconstruction Surveys and Vibration Monitoring; Mitigation Measure M-CP-2a, Treatment
of Known Archaeological Resources; Mitigation Measure M-CP-2b, Archaeological
Monitoring and Accidental (Post-review) Discovery of Archaeological Resources; Mitigation
Measure M-CP-4, Accidental Discovery of Human Remains; Mitigation Measure M-BI-1a,
Nesting Bird Survey Protection; and Mitigation Measure M-BI-1b, Preconstruction Survey for
San Francisco Dusky-Footed Woodrat would reduce these impacts to less than significant (Less

than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated).

Impact RE-3: The project would not physically degréde existing recreational resources. (No
Impact) '

The project proposes improvements to, and the re-opening of, the existing onsite picnic area.
Improvements to the existing onsite picnic area would include an ADA-compliant access path
and stairs, new picnic tables, and a play structure for children. The existing abandoned restroom
facilities would be removed, and new restrooms provided at the Watershed Center. The existing
barbed-wire—topped fence at the picnic area would be replaced with a low-height perimeter fence
and gate consistent with recreational uses. These components would improve these facilities,
which were in need of repair. In addition, construction of the new Watershed Center would
integrate the picnic facilities into an additional public use area, creating an improved security
connection for the facilities. Therefore, the proposed project would improve rather than

physically degrade existing recreational resources. As a result, there would be No Impact.
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Impact C-RE: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not result in a cumulative impact on
recreation. (No Impact)

The geographic scope of potential recreation impacts includes the project site, immediate vicinity,
and other recreational facilities in the area. Cumulative impacts on the environment could occur
if the development of additional recreation facilities were required as a result of the cumulative
projects identified in Table 9 or if increased use of existing facilities could result in their

degradation or deterioration due to implementation of these identified cumulative projects.

The project and other identified planned or proposed cumulative projects (see Table 9, above) do
not include increases in housing or other aspects that would result in substantial increases in
potential recreationists using recreation resources in the project vicinity. Given the wide variety
and quantity of nearby public open space and recreational opportunities, the pfoposed project
would not increase the use of these public facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
existing facilities would occur or be accelerated. Further, the proposed project would provide an
improved recreational experience at the Sunol Water Temple by adding the Watershed Center
and updating and reopening the adjacent picnic area. For these reasons, the project, in
combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects, would not

result in a camulative impact on recreation (No Impact).
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Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant Mitigation  Significant  No Not
Topics: ) Impact  Incorporated  Impact Impact  Applicable
E.11 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of D D IE D D
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control .
Board?
b) Require or result in the construction of new D L__I E D D
" water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental
effects?
¢) Require or result in the construction of new O Rl X D O

storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supply available to serve |:| D & D D
the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or require new or expanded water
supply resources or entiflements?

e) Resultin a determination by the wastewater O [l X [l U
treatment provider that would serve the project ' '
that it has inadequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

f)  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted i 1 X N il
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes O Ol | X O
and regulations related to solid waste?

Impact UT-1: The project would not require or result in the construction of new or the need for
expansion of existing wastewater treatment or water supply facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental effects, or require new or expanded water supply
entitlements to serve the project. (Less than Significant)

The project would result in the demolition of buildings on site, and construction of new facilities.
A staff residence and guest house would be demolished and not replaced. Proposed facilities at
the Sunol Yard include new shops, a replacement administration building, several covered
storage structures, and associated outbuildings and structures. Two replacement wastewater
holding tanks would be installed at the Sunol Yard, and existing underground fuel tanks would
be replaced with new above-ground fuel tanks at the relocated fueling station. The project would

also complete minor improvements for the Carrefour, Temple Road, and the existing picnic area,
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as well as construct a new Watershed Center, including installation of an underground
wastewater holding tank and subsurface electrical power and water connections (see

Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements; and Section A.5.1, Facilities, above).

Sunol Yard administrative staff is office-based, and manages and supports the overall function of
various SFPUC departments based in Sunol. There would be little change in the operation and
maintenance of improved project facilities at the Sunol Yard. No additional staffing would be
needed to operate and maintain the proposed facilities; although it is planned that additional
office staff will use the Sunol Yard following project completion. Currently, approximately 47
staff use the Sunol Yard, an estimated 31 of whom work full time in the field. Approximately 61

staff are expected to use Sunol Yard following completion.

The Watershed Center would be staffed with approximately four employees. The site would be
open to the general public, and for project planning and design purposes, the SFPUC estimates
that the completed project could attract up to 100 visitors each day that it is open. An existing
restroom at the picnic area would be demolished, existing portable restrooms at the Sunol Water
Temple would be removed, and the replacement restrooms would be located at the proposed
Watershed Center. The new restrooms at the Watershed Center would require a new connection
to existing water service, and an underground holding tank would be installed to contain the
wastewater. Wastewater would be pumped from the tank and transported to a wastewater

treatment facility.

Wastewater from the Sunol vicinity is treated at the San Jose-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater
Facility which treats an average of 110 million gallons of wastewater per day, and has the
capacity to clean up to 167 million gallons per day.’” Water is supplied to the project site by the
SFPUC. According to the 2010 Urban Water Management Plan, sufficient water supplies are
available*to serve the overall water demand of its Sunol service area. As of 2010, the current
sustainable water supply was 265 million gallons per day (mgd). This amount is expected to
remain relatively constant through 2035. SFPUC’s normal water year demand is expected to

increase from 149.5 mgd in 2010 to 198.5 mgd in 2035.1%

157 San José-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility, About the Facility. Available online at:
http://sanjoseca.gov/index.aspx?nid=1663, Accessed August 6, 2014.
1% SFPUC, 2011. 2010 Urban Water Management Plan. July.
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Improvements at Sunol Yard would result in a small increase in the number of staff on site (an
additional 14 staff at the Sunol Yard). Also, as noted above, for project planning and design
purposes, the SFPUC estimates that there could be up to 100 visitors to the Watershed Center and
picnic area each day that it is open. As part of the SFPUC’s goal for LEED Gold Certification,
high-efficiency toilets (1.28 gallons per flush) and water faucets (flow rate of 0.6 gallon per
minute) would be installed.’® It is assumed for purposes of this analysis that up to 75 percent of
the visitors to the Watershed Center would use the restrooms. With an additional 18 staff and 75
visitors potentially requiring restroom use per weekday, that would equal 93 additional persons
using water at Sunol Yard and Watershed Center combined each weekday, using an average of
1.88 gallons per day. This equates to approximately 175 additional gallons of water per weekday
being used, and an equal amount of wastewater generated per weekday due to the proposed
project. This increase would not create a substantial new demand for water, nor would it
generate substantial additional wastewater requiring treatment, given that the estimated increase
in water use and wastewater generation is so low compared to the region’s existing water supply

and wastewater capacity.

During construction, water would be supplied by water trucks, if necessary, and sanitary needs
would be provided by portable sanitary equipment serviced by an outside contractor. Project
operation and maintenance activities would involve periodic cleaning, maintenance of
equipment, and testing of backup generators. Periodic cleaning of the buildings on the site would
be similar to what currently exists, and would require only minimal amounts of water, which
would be provided from the existing water service. Therefore, potential impacts relative to
significance criteria 11a, 11b, 11d, and 11e regarding the need for treatment of wastewater, the
need for new or expanded wastewater treatment facilities, or the need for expanded water supply

entitlements would be Less than Significant.

Impact UT-2: The project would require or result in the construction of new stormwater
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which would not
cause significant environmental effects. (Less than Significant)

New stormwater management features would be constructed at both sites. Landscaped areas

would be incorporated into the parking lot and road designs to facilitate rainwater infiltration.

1% Natural Resources Defense Council and Pacific Institute, 2014. Urban Water Conservation and Efficiency
Potential in California. June.
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The new storm drainage system would include infiltration trenches, catch basins, and swales (see
Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements, above). In support of securing LEED
Gold Certification, the stormwater management features for the Administration Building and the
Watershed Center would be designed to achieve the LEED 5562 credit, as required by the green
building requirements for the construction of CCSF municipal buildings.'®® This credit deals with
the prevention of polluted runoff during and after construction, and uses total suspended solids
(TSS) as the indicator of level of pollution. Projects can use biological or mechanical treatment
methods for smaller and more frequent storms for credit compliance. To earn the credit, the
project must be able to show that the stormwater treatment system is effective at treating all
rainstorms for any year up to 90 percent of the average annual rainfall. In addition, as part of the
LEED Gold certification, the project must develop and implement construction activity pollution
prevention and stormwater management controls adopted by the SFPUC, and comply with the
Construction General Permit (LEED prerequisite SSp1). Therefore, the impact on the environment
from the construction of the proposed new stormwater drainage facilities would be Less than

Significant.

Impact UT-3: The project would be served by landfills with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs. (Less than Significant)

The project would result in the demolition of buildings on the site, and construction of new
buildings. Construction of the project would have limited solid waste disposal needs because it
would not require the disposal of substantial quantities of excavated soil or other construction
debris. Approximately 4,000 cubic yards of excavated soil and approximately 2,000 cubic yards of
building demolition waste would require recycling or disposal. Construction-related solid waste

such as construction material packaging and debris and spent fuel or water tanks WO\ﬂd require |
recycling or disposal, as applicable, in accordance with state and local solid waste regulations.

Where offsite disposal of soil is required, a local disposal facility would be identified.

Several regional disposal facilities are available to serve the project’s waste disposal needs,
including Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill (Alameda County) and Altamont Landfill (Alameda
County). The Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill has a remaining capacity of 9.8 million cubic yards,

160 CCSF, 2011. San Francisco Environment Code, Chapter 7, Green Building Requirements for City
Buildings.
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with an estimated closure date of 2019.16! The Altamont Landfill has a remaining capacity of

45.7 million cubic yards, with an estimated closure date of 2025.162

Collectively, these landfills have well over 56 million cubic yards of remaining capacity; accept all
the types of waste likely to be generated by the project; and will remain open during project
construction. During operation and maintenance, waste would be generated. However, because
the number of workers on site at the Sunol Yard would only increase by approximately 14
workers—and because the operations at the Watershed Center, by their nature, would not
generate a significant amount of waste—it is not anticipated that the project would result in a
substantial increase in the amount of waste generated. For these reasons, the impact of
construction, operation, and maintenance of the project on existing landfill capacity would be

Less than Significant.

Impact UT-4: The project would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste. (No Impact)

As described above under Impact UT-3, the project would require the disposal of up to
2,000 cubic yards of demolition- and construction-related waste, and 4,000 cubic yards of
excavated material. Project operation and maintenance activities would generate a minor amount
of solid wastes requiring offsite disposal. AB 939, known as the California Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989, required each city and/or county to reduce the amount of waste being
disposed to landfills to 50 percent by 2000. As of 2006, the California Integrated Waste
Management Board estimated a diversion rate of 69 percent for unincorporated Alameda

County. 163

161 CalRecycle, 2014. Facility/Site Summary Details: Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill (01-AA-0010). Available
online at: http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/01-AA-0010/Detail/. Accessed May 7,
2014.

162 CalRecycle, 2014. Facility/Site Summary Details: Altamont Landfill & Resource Recovery (01-AA-0009).
Available online at: http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWPFacilities/Directory/01-AA-0009/Detail/. Accessed
May 7, 2014.

163 CalRecycle, 2014. Disposal Reporting System (DRS) Jurisdiction Diversion Rate Percentage Trend (1995-
2006). Available online at:
http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/LGCentral/Reports/Viewer.aspx?P=JurisdictionID%3d5%26ReportName%
3dDiversionRateGraphPre2006%26ShowParameters%3dfalse%26 AllowNullParameters%3dFalse.
Accessed May 7, 2014. ‘
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The project is subject to San Francisco Environment Code, Chapter 7, Section 708, Construction
and Demolition Debris Management. This requirement applies to all construction and/or
demolition projects at City-owned facilities and city leaseholds, regardless of size of the project,
in the nine counties surrounding San Francisco Bay. It requires that all City.departments ensure
that each construction and/or demolition project subject to this section shall meet the following
requirements;
1. The contractor shall employ the following hierarchy of highest and best use for handling
construction and demolition debris, as follows:
a. Implement reduced material usage or reuse of materials before any recycling;
b. Implement recycling of source-separated material before any recycling of mixed
construction and demolition debris material; and
c. Implement recycling of mixed construction and demolition debris before all other
forms of disposal.
2.  The contractor shall manage all project construction and demolition debris materials to

meet a minicmum diversion rate of 75 percent.

As discussed in Section E.16, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, excavated soil could be
classified as a hazardous waste. To determine the appropriate disposal facility for excavated
materials, excavated soils would be stockpiled, sampled, and analyzed for hazardous materials in
accordance with landfill criteria. Accordingly, the project would also be required to follow state
and federal regulations for the disposal of hazardous wastes at a permitted disposal or recycling

facility.

Therefore, because the project would comply with all applicable local, state, and federal laws and

regulations pertaining to solid waste, there would be No Impact.

Impact C-UT: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not result in a cumulative impact on utilities
and service systems. (Less than Significant)

The geographic scope for potential cumulative utilities and service systems impacts consists of
the project area, its immediate vicinity, and the service areas of regional service/utility providers.
Wastewater in the project vicinity is treated by the San Jose-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater

Facility. Several regional disposal facilities are available to serve the proposed project and |
cumulative projects listed in Table 9, including Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill (Alameda County)
and Altamont Landfill (Alameda County). Water is supplied to the project vicinity by the SFPUC.
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All of the project listed in Table 9 could generate wastewater either during construction or
operation. The San Jose-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility cleans an average of 110
million gallons of wastewater per day, and has the capacity to clean up to 167 million gallons per
day.164 The proposed project would generate up to an additiénal 175 gallons of wastewater
requiring treatment per day. Given that the wastewater treatment facility that serves the project
vicinity has an excess daily capacity of 57 million gallons per day, the proposed project in
combination with the cumulative project would not have a significant cumulative impact on

wastewater treatment facilities.

All of the projects listed in Table 9 would generate solid waste either during construction or
operation. A discussed under. Impact UT-4, AB 939, known as the California Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989, required each city and/or county to reduce the amount of waste being
disposed to landfills to 50 percent by 2000. As of 2006, the California Integrated Waste
Management Board (CIWMB) estimated a diversion rate of 69 percent for unincorporated
Alameda County.165 Also, the project is subject to San Francisco Environment Code, Chapter 7,
Section 708, Construction and Demolition Debris Management which requires that all City
departments ensure that each construction and/or demolition project subject to this Section shall
manage all project construction and demolition debris materials to meet a minimum diversion
rate of 75 percent The Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill has a remaining capacity of 9.8 million cubic
yards, with an estimated closure date of 2019.1% The Altamont Landfill has a remaining capacity

of 45.7 million cubic yards, with an estimated closure date of 2025.17 Collectively, these landfills

164 San José-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility, About the Facility,
http://sanjoseca.gov/index.aspx?nid=1663. Accessed August 6, 2014.

165 CalRecycle, 2014. Disposal Reporting System (DRS) Jurisdiction Diversion Rate Percentage Trend (1995-
2006). Available online at: 4
http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/LGCentral/Reports/Viewer.aspx?P=JurisdictionID%3d5%26ReportName%
3dDiversionRateGraphPre2006%26ShowParameters%3dfalse%26 AllowNullParameters%3dFalse.

. Accessed May 7, 2014.

166 CalRecycle, 2014. Facility/Site Summary Details: Vasco Road Sanitary Landfill (01-AA-0010). Available
online at: http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/01-A A-0010/Detail/. Accessed May 7,
2014.

167 CalRecycle, 2014. Facility/Site Summary Details: Altamont Landfill & Resource Recovery (01-AA-0009).
Available online at: http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/01-AA-0009/Detail/. Accessed
May 7, 2014.
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have well over 56 million cubic yards of remaining capacity. The proposed project in combination

with the cumulative project would not have a significant cumulative impact on landfills.

The proposed project would obtain its potable water supply from SFPUC. According to the 2010
Urban Water Management Plan, sufficient water supplies are available to serve the overall water
demand of its Sunol service area. As of 2010, the current sustainable water supply was 265
million gallons per day (mgd). This amount is expected to remain relatively constant through
2035. SFPUC’s normal water year demand is expected to increase from 149.5 mgd in 2010 to 198.5
mgd in 2035.1% The proposed project in combination with the cumulative project would not have

a significant cumulative impact on water supply.
The proposed project would not be connected to any storm water drainage facilities.

Based on the discussion above, the proposed project in combination with the identified
cumulative projects would not have a significant cumulative impact on utilities (Less than

Significant).

168 SFPUC, 2011. 2010 Urban Water Management Plan. July.
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Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: ~ Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact  Applicable
E.12 PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the project: .
a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts E] D X D L__l

associated with the provision of, or the need
for, new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times, or other performance objectives for any
public services such as fire protection, police
protection, schools, parks, or other services?

The project does not propose the construction of housing or other features that would result in an
increase in population that would require the need for physically altered governmental facilities.
However, the project would result in the construction of the new Watershed Center; and
improvements to, and the re-opening of, the existing picnic area. The new Watershed Center and
picnic area improvements would likely result in an increase in visitation to Sunol Water Temple
Agricultural Park and the existing onsite picnic area. However, police and fire protection to these
facilities would be provided in the same manner as they currently are, and it is not anticipated
that visits to these facilities would increase to an extent that would require increasing fire
protection, police protection, schools, parks, or other services. Furthermore, newly constructed
Sunol Yard facilities would be improved to satisfy current building and fire codes. Therefore,
impacts relative to the potential need for new or expanded public services, the construction of

which could cause significant impacts on the environment, would be Less than Significant.

Impact C-PS: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not result in a cumulative impact on public
services. (Less than Significant)

As the proposed project would not require an increase in fire protection, police protection,
schools, parks, or other services, it would not contribute to a cumulative impact relative to the
potential need for new or expanded public services, the construction of which could cause

significant impacts on the environment (Less than Significant).
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Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant No Not

Topics: . Impact ~ Incorporated  Impact Impact  Applicable
E.13 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES —

Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly D X E] D D

or through habitat modifications, on any

species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or

special-status species in local or regional plans,

policies, or regulations, or by the California

Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any O 4 [l X 7

riparian habitat or other sensitive natural

community identified in local or regional plans,

policies, regulations or by the California

Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service?
¢} Have a substantial adverse effect on federally D D I___l & D

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of N O X | O
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife V
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

e}  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances D D ' |:| X D
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted ] O O X W
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Approach to Analysis

Potential biological resource impacts are evaluated based on the following information:
1) special-status species lists from the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), USFWS,
the CDFW, and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS); and 2) results of field surveys of the
project area to characterize the existing conditions and evaluate the potential for special-status

species and wetlands to be present in the project area. A detailed assessment of potential
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biological resource considerations for the proposed project is presented in the project Biological

Resources Survey Report.1%

Special-Status Species Lists

Special-status species lists were derived from the CNDDB, USFWS, CDFW, and CNPS fqr the
Niles, La Costa Valley, Dublin, and Livermore 7.5-minute U.S. Geological Survey quadrangles.
The primary sources of data referenced for this study include:

» Federal Endangered and Threatened Species that May be Affected by Projects in the
Niles, La Costa Valley, Dublin, and Livermore, California 7.5-minute topographic
quadrang]les; »

e CNPS, Online Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants;

¢ CNDDB records for the Niles, La Costa Valley, Dublin, and Livermore, California
7.5-minute topographic quadrangles;70

¢ CDFW Threatened and Endangered Animals List;1”!

e CDFW Threatened and Endangered Plants List;1”2 and

s Ecological Subregions of California.

The findings of these database searches and species lists were used to compile the list of special-

status species that may occur in the project area (Appendix C).

Field Surveys

Special-status plants surveys were conducted on April 20, 2012, by a BioMaAS botanist, and were
timed to coincide with the blooming period for species that could potentially occur in the study

area. The purpose of the surveys was to assess the potential for available habitats to support

169 URS, 2014. Biological Resources Survey Report. San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Sunol Yard
Improvement Project. Prepared for San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning and
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission. January.

70 CDFG, 2012. CNDDB RareFind 3. Occurrences of special-status plant species within the Niles, La Costa
Valley, Dublin and Livermore USGS 7.5 minute quadrangles. California Natural Heritage Division,
CDFG, Sacramento, CA.

1 CDFW, 2014. CNDDB 5State and Federally Listed Endangered and Threatened Animals of California, March
2014. CDFW, Sacramento, CA. Available online at:
http:/twww.dfg.ca.govibiogeodatalcnddb/pdfs/ TE Animals.pdf. Accessed on August 13, 2014.

172 CDEW, 2014. CNDDB Endangered, Threatened and Rare Plants of California, July 2014. CDFW, Sacramento,
CA. Available online at: http://fwww.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodatalcnddb/pdfs/TEPlants.pdf. Accessed on August 13,
2014.
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special-status plant species; and to determine whether sensitive vegetation communities are
present. Several late-flowering special-status annual plant species were considered for their
potential to occur on site, but were rejected based on an absence of suitable habitats. URS
conducted a subsequent site visit on March 28, 2013, to refine habitat mapping and the evaluation

of habitat suitability for special-status species.

All vascular plants encountered during the botanical surveys were identified in the field where
possible, and recorded. Plants not readily identifiable in the field were collected and identified
subsequenily in the lab. References used to aid in plant identification included The Jepson Manual:
Vascular Plants of California, Second Edition.’? An inventory of all vascular plants detected in the

study area is included in Appendix C.

A BioMaAS biologist conducted reconnaissance-level surveys on April 20, 2012, to characterize
habitats and evaluate the potential for special-status wildlife species to occur in the project area.
Habitats in the project area were evaluated to determine whether they could potentially be
occupied by the special-status wildlife species identified in Appendix C. Species with the
potential to occur in the project area are identified in Appendix C using a four-tier scale: “high,”

“moderate,” “low,” and “no potential.”

The potential for the presence of wetlands or other aquatic features potentially regulated by
federal or state agencies was assessed during the field surveys. The initial assessment was based
on the presence or absence of field characteristics of wetland hydrology and/or hydrophytic

vegetation.

Environmental Setting

The project area is in the Sunol Valley, near the confluence of Alameda Creek and Arroyo de la
Laguna. The Sunol Valley is generally oriented in a north-south direction along the Calaveras
Fault. Alameda Creek is one of the longest drainages in the Alameda Creek watershed, which

occupies approximately 688 square miles.

The project area is primarily developed or landscaped with non-native species. The remaining

areas consist of ruderal vegetation (including annual grassland), an abandoned walnut orchard,

17 Baldwin, B.G., D.H. Goldman, D.J. Keil, R. Patterson, T.J. Rosatti, and D.H. Wilken, editors, 2012. The
Jepson Manual: Vascular Plants of California, second edition. University of California Press, Berkeley.
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cultivated fields, and limited areas of natural communities, including coyote brush scrub and
| mixed riparian woodland/Central coast live oak forest (see Figure 14). One of these vegetation
communities, mixed riparian woodland, is considered a sensitive natural community by
CDFW.”* Sycamore alluvial woodland is a sensitive natural community that occurs in the
vicinity of the study area. However, sycamore trees (Platanus racemosa) in the mixed riparian
woodland in the study area are part of the mixed riparian woodland that includes California bay
laurel (Umbellularia californica) and valley oak (Quercus lobata). Each of these vegetation

communities and wildlife habitats is briefly described below.

Developed. Developed areas include the Sunol Yard and gssdciatéd buildings, roads, and paved
or gravel areas that lack vegetation. Developed areas also include portions of the storage area in

the eastern portion of the study area.

Landscaped. The landscaped habitat type includes the picnic area immediately south of the
Sunol Water Temple and other areas where the predominant vegetation, usually trees and
shrubs, have been planted and persist, with or without maintenance such as irrigation. In
addition to the picnic area, there is a landscaped area in the current Sunol Yard. This area
includes lawn and native trees such as valley oak, California bay laurel, sycamore, redwood
(Sequoia sempervirens) and non-native trees and shrubs such as catalpa (Catalpa sp.), rosemary
(Rosmarinus officinalis), and juniper (Juniperus sp.). This vegetation community is not recognized

as a natural community by CDFW.175

Ruderal. Ruderal plant communities are assemblages of plants that thrive in disturbed areas such
as abandoned lots, roadsides, and similar sites in urban areas and along rural roadways. Heavily
compacted soils found on roadsides, parking lots, and footpaths typically support ruderal
communities. In the study area, locations mapped as ruderal occur primarily along the entrance

road (Temple Road) and in highly disturbed areas (see Figure 14).

174 Griffith, G.E., Omernik, ].M;, Smith, D.W., Cook, T.D., Tallyn, E., Moseley, K,, and Johnson, C.B. 2011.
Ecoregions of California (color poster with map, descriptive text, and photographs): Menlo Park,
California, U.S. Geological Survey (map scale 1:1,100,000).

175 CDFG, 2010. Hierarchical List of Natural Communities with Holland Types. September. Available online at:
dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/vegcamp/natural_comm_list.asp. Accessed September 23, 2011.
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Habitat ... landscaped {includes picnic area)

Cultivated " Mixed ripadan woodfand/Central coast fve oak forest
Developed f5000 Ruderat

Coyots brush scrub Walnut orchard {abandoned)

Figure 14
Vegetation Communities and Wildlife Habitats
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The ruderal community is essentially an annual grassland community, consisting of a dense to
sparse cover of non-native annual grasses and forbs. This is not a sensitive community type. The
dominant non-native species in the survey area include the grasses ripgut brome (Bromus
diandrus), soft brome (B. hordeaceus), wild oéts (Avena fatua, A. barbata), Italian ryegrass (Lolium
multiflorum), rattail fescue (Vulpia myuros), and rough and smooth cat's-ear (Hypochaeris glabra,
H. radicata). In less-disturbed areas, nonnative grassland also supports a considerable variety of
native grasses and forbs. Typical native herb species in nonnative grassland include California
poppy (Eschscholzia californica), sky lupine (Lupinus nanus), and miniature lupine (L. bicolor). The
ruderal areas also support some very persistent invasive non-native herbs, such as shortpod
mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), Italian thistle (Carduus pycnocephalus), milk thistle (Silybum
marianum), mallow (Malva spp.), bur clover (Medicago polymorpha), fennel (Foeniculum vulgare),
Bermuda buttercup (Oxalis pes-caprae), English plantain (Plantago lanceolata), bristly ox-tongue
(Helminthotheca echioides), pineapple weed (Matricaria discoidea), storksbill or filarees (Erodium

ssp.), mustards (Brassica ssp.), and annual grasses.

Walnut Orchard (Abandoned). There is a small stand of walnut trees southeast of the Sunol
Water Temple. Based on a review of historic aerial photos, this stand is a remnant of a former
walnut (Juglans sp.) orchard that is no longer in production. The understory of the walnut
orchard consists of ruderal, annual grassland species. This vegetation community is not

recognized as a natural community by CDFW.17%

Cultivated Agriculture. The cultivated agricultural habitat type includes areas that are typically
planted with crops including wheat, barley, and vegetables. This vegetation community is not
recognized as a natural community by CDFW.7”7 The two primary areas of this habitat type are in
the areas north of the Sunol Water Temple and northeast of the Sunol Water Temple adjacent to
the gravel quarry. Some of the cultivated area adjacent to the Sunol Water Temple is currently

fallow, and dominated by weeds.

76 CDFG, 2010. Hierarchical List of Natural Communities with Holland Types. September. Available online at:
dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/vegeamp/natural_comm_list.asp. Accessed September 23, 2011.

77 Ibid.
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Coyote Brush Scrub. Coyote bfush scrub is a low, dense shrub community with scattered grassy
openings. Coyote brush scrub is not a sensitive natural community.'”® This natural community is
dominated by annual grassland with dispersed coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis) throughout. In
the study area, coyote brush scrub is associated with a ruderal or annual grassland understéry,
and occupies a small area adjacent to an agricultural field, parking lot, and an abandoned walnut

orchard.

Mixed Riparian Woodland. Mixed riparian woodland habitat occupies slightly mesic upland
sites associated with ephemeral streams or the floodplains of larger streams in otherwise dry,
grass-dominated landscapes. The closest equivalent to mixed riparian woodland in CNDDB
classification is Central Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest, which is a sensitive natural
community.'” It typically is a low to moderately tall forest dominated —sometimes exclusively —
by coast live oak (Quercus agrifblia), with valley oak, California bay laurel, sycamore, and
California buckeye (Aesculus californica); with an open understory consisting of blue wildrye
(Elymus glaucus ssp. glaucus), coyote brush, California rose (Rosa californica), California blackberry
(Rubus wursinus), common elderberry (Sambucus nigra ssp. canadensis), California beeplant
(Scrophularia californica), and poison oak (Toxicodendron diversilobum). Native species dominate the

understory in areas outside the existing picnic area that have not been mowed.

In the project area, mixed ri?arian woodland is found in the upper floodplain of Alameda Creek
along the southern portion of the study area. Part of this area is maintained as a picnic area, with
similar tree species, but without the understory vegetation typical of mixed riparian woodland.
The picnic area is identified separately as part of the landscaped habitat type described above.
Mixed riparian woodland habitat in the study area transitions to ruderal, annual grassland and

disturbed habitats at higher elevations above Alameda Creek.

78 Tbid.

7% CDFG, 2010. Hierarchical List of Natural Communities with Holland Types. September, Available online at:
dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/vegcamp/natural_comm _list.asp. Accessed September 23, 2011.
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In the new Second Edition of A Manual of California Vegetation,180 coast live oak riparian forest
would correspond to Quercus agrifolin Woodland Alliance or coast live oak woodland, and this

vegetation community is given an 54 ranking. 8!

Special-Status Species

Special-status species are plants and animals that are legally protected under the federal and state
Endangered Species Acts, or other regulations; and species that are considered sufficiently rare or
threatened to qualify for such listing. A list of special-status plant and animal species that have
the potential to occur in the vicinity of the project area was compiled based on data described
above in Approach to Analysis. A}ﬂpendix C lists special-status plants and animals, their
preferred habitats, and their potential to occur in the project area, based on the results of the
reconnaissance survey; as well as an analysis of existing literature and databases described

above.

Only species with the potential to occur in the project area are listed in Appendix C, and are
further discussed in this section. Species unlikely to occur in the project area due to lack of
suitable habitat or range are not included in the discussion. No special-status plant species were
observed during the botanical surveys. Because all project activities will take place in the project
footprint, and are not anticipated to affect any bodies of water, no impacts to special-status fish
would occur. Therefore, special-status fish species are not included in Appendix C, and they are

eliminated from further discussion.

The following special-status wildlife species were determined to have a moderate or high
potential to occur in or adjacent to the project area:

»  White-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus);

e American peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus anatumy);

e Loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus); axe

e T send’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii);

» Pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus);

18 Sawyer, J., T. Keeler-Wolf, and J. Evens, 2008. A Manual of California Vegetation (Second edition), CNPS
Sacramento. 1,300 pp.

81 State ranking of S4 indicates that the plant community is “apparently secure within California... but
factors exist to cause some concern; i.e,, there is some threat, or somewhat narrow habitat.”
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e Western red bat (I.asiurus blossevillii); and

e  San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes annectens).

Wetlands and Other Waters

No wetlands or other waters of the United States regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
or waters of the state regulated by the RWQCB or the CDFW, are in the project area.

Impact BI-1: The project could 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 Incorporated)

During construction, the project could have potentially significant adverse impacts to seventhree
special-status species that have a moderate or high potential to occur in or adjacent to the project
area: white-tailed kite, American peregrine falcon, loggerhead shrike, Townsend’s big-eared bat,
Pallid bat, Western red bat, and San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat. Project construction and
operation would not significantly impact American peregrine falcon, because no nesting habitat
for this species is present in the project area, and the loss of foraging habitat would be minimal

compared to abundant foraging habitat available in the region.

Although the species listed above have not been observed in the project area during the site
* reconnaissance surveys, habitat that may support the presence of white-tailed kite, loggerhead
shrike, and San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat species occurs adjacent to or in the project area.
White-tailed kites and woodrat stick houses were observed in the immediate vicinity of the
project area during the reconnaissance surveys; therefore, there is a moderate to high potential
for these species to occur in or adjacent to the project area during construction. Project activities
have the potential to adversely affect these species and their associated habitats through habitat

modification or disruption of nesting efforts; this would be a potentially significant impact.

Bats. Several bat species in the San Francisco Bay region utilize structures such as buildings and

ridges for roosting, Some of the most common species include th exican free-tailed bat

(Tadarida brasiliensis), the Yuma myotis (Myotis yumanensis) and the California mvotis (Myotis
californicus). Several structures at the Sunol Yard are known roost sites for common bat species,
including Building #16, the cottage (Building #5) and Building #12. Bat species that are present

include the Mexican free-tailed bat, Yuma myotis, and/or the California mvotis. No special st

bats have been observed at the Sunol Yard, with the exception of one potential Townsend’s big-

eare hich mav have been detected by sound in fall 2015. The sound was identified a
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either a single Townsend'’s big-eared bat foraging on site, or the search phase call of a Mexican -
free-tailed bat. Although suitable habitat may be present, no special status species appear to be
roosting in the Sunol Yard and thus none would be affected by the project.!2

White-tailed kite and loggerhead shrike. White-tailed kite (California Fully Protected species)
typically nest in riparian habitat, oak woodlands, or other elevated sites. This species may also
nest in rows of trees used for windbreaks. Typical foraging habitat for this species includes
woodland edges, open fields, grasslands, and open waters such as lakes or reservoirs. Portions of
the project area, including the landscaped areas near the Sunol Water Temple, are potentially
suitable for nesting white-tailed kites. Foraging habitat in the project area is very limited because
most of it is developed; landscaped, or dominated by ruderal vegetation. Adjacent annual

grassland habitat may provide some foraging habitat for white-tailed kite.

The loggerhead shrike is a CDFW Species of Special Concern, and is also protected under the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The loggerhead shrike inhabits open lowlands and foothills. The
coyote brush scrub and riparian corridors along Alameda Creek and along Arroyo de la Laguna

are potentially suitable nesting habitats for loggerhead shrike.

No known nesting habitat is proposed to be modified or eliminated by the project. No suitable
nesting trees would be removed, and raptor nests were not observed in or immediately adjacent
to the project area during reconnaissance-level surveys. Construction activities, especially those
that involve ground disturbance and the use of heavy machinery, could adversely affect nesting
white-tailed kites or loggerhead shrikes in the project vicinity during the nesting season (March 1
through August 31). Due to noise attenuation and screening by other trees, potential effects on
active nests of white-tailed kites would be minimal beyond 500 feet from the project area, and
effects on active nests of loggerhead shrike would be minimal beyond 150 feet of the project area.
Adverse effects such as noise and visual disturbance could affect nesting efforts, resulting in
potentially significant impacts on special-status raptors and other bird species. To avoid potential
disturbance of nesting habitat, as well as impacts to future active nest sites, the following mitigation
measure is required. With implementation of Mitigation Measure M-BI-1a, Nesting Bird Survey

Protection, potential impacts to special-status bird species would be Less than Significant with

»

182 Coast Ridge Ecol 2015. Bat Su R or the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Suno
orporation Yar oV er. ‘
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Mitigation Incorporated by requiring surveys to be conducted prior to the initiation of construction
to identify active nests and, if present, take apprdpriate measures to avoid impacts to those nests

as described below.

Mitigation Measure M-BI-1a: Nesting Bird Survey Protection

To protect nesting birds and their nests, the SFPUC shall retain a qualified wildlife
biologist to conduct pre-construction surveys for nesting raptors and migratory birds
prior to the commencement of construction activities that occur between March 1 and
August 31 of any given year. The surveys shall be conducted a maximum of 14 days
prior to the start of construction during the nesting season. The project area plus a
500-foot survey area surrounding the project area shall be surveyed for nesting raptors; a
150-foot survey area in addition to the project area shall be surveyed for other nesting
birds. A nest is defined to be active for raptors and migratory birds if there is a pair of
birds displaying reproductive behavior (i.e., courting) at the nest and/or if the nest
contains eggs or chicks. If no active nests are detected, no additional mitigation measures

will be required.

If active nests are located during the preconstruction bird nesting survey, the wildlife
biologist shall evaluate whether the schedule of construction act’ivities could affect the
active nest, and the following measures shall be implemented based on their
determination:

e If construction is not likely to affect the active nest, it may proceed without
restriction; however, a biologist shall regularly monitor the nest to confirm there
is no adverse effect, and may revise their determination at any time during the
nesting season. In this case, the following measure would apply.

e If construction may affect the active nest, the biologist shall establish a no-
disturbance buffer. The biologist shall determine the appropriate buffer, taking
into account the species involved, and whether the presence of any obstruction,
such as a building, is within line-of-sight between the nest and construction, and
the level of project and ambient activity (i.e., adjacent to a road or active trail).
No-disturbance buffers for passerines typically vary from 25 feet to 250 feet, and
for raptors from 300 feet to 0.25 mile. For bird species that are federally and/or
state-listed sensitive species (i.e., threatened, endangered, fully protected, or

species of special concern), an SFPUC representative, supported by the wildlife
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biologist, shall consult with the USFWS and/or CDFW regarding appropriate
nest buffers.

* Removing inactive passerine nests may occur at any time. Inactive raptor nests
shall not be removed unless approved by the USFWS and/or CDFW.

o Removing or relocating active nests shall be coordinated by the SFPUC
representative with the USFWS and/or CDFW, as appropriate, given the nests
that are found on the site. V

e Any birds that begin nesting in the project area and survey buffers during
construction are assumed to be habituated to construction-related or similar

noise and disturbance levels, and no work exclusion zones shall be required.

San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat. The San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat (CDFW Species
of Special Concern) typically occupy woodlands and riparian forest dominated by live oaks and
other thick-leaved trees and shrubs.’® Woodrat stick houses were observed in the project vicinity.
Although no woodrat stick houses were observed in the area that is proposed to be developed or
disturbed by the project, stick houses could become established in the project area prior to the
start of construction. Construction activities, especially those that involve ground disturbance
and the use of heavy machinery, could adversely affect woodrats if stick houses are within 15 feet
of the disturbance, resulting in potentially significant impacts on this species of special concern.
To avoid potential disturbance of woodrat stick houses, the following mitigation measure is
required. With implementation of Mitigation Measure M-BI-1b, Preconstruction Survey for San
Francisco Dusky-Footed Woodrat, potential impacts to San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat
would be Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated by requiring surveys to be conducted
prior to construction to identify active nests and if present, take appropriate measures to avoid

impacts to those nests as described below.

Mitigation Measure M-BI-1b: Preconstruction Survey for San Francisco Dusky-Footed
Woodrat

The SFPUC shall ensure that a qualified biologist conducts a survey for woodrat middens

(i.e., nests) within all limits of construction prior to the initiation of clearing or grading in

82 Williams, D.F,, J. Verner, ILF. Sakai, and J.R. Waters, 1992. General biology of major prey species of the
California spotted owl. USDA Forest Service Gen. Tech. Rep., PSW-GTR-133:207-221.
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any given location. When feasible, surveys for woodrat nests shall start 1 month prior to
site clearing so that any middens requiring removal can be addressed before
construction.

e Ifno middens are found in such areas, no ﬁlrther action is required.

o If middens are found and can be avoided, the biologist shall direct the contractor
in placing orange barrier fencing at least 2 feet but not more than 15 feet from the
midden to avoid indirect disturbance to the midden.

e If the minimum fencing distance cannot be achieved and the middens cannot be
protected and/or avoided, a qualified biologist shall disassemble middens; or, if
adjacent habitat is not suitable, trap and relocate woodrats out of the
construction area (using live-traps) prior to the start of construction. In addition,
the biologists shall attempt to relocate the disassembled midden to the same area
where the woodrats are released. If young are present during disassembling,
discontinue disassembling and inspect every 48 hours until young have

relocated. The midden may not be fully disassembled until the young have left.

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, regulations or
by the CDFW or USFWS. (No Impact)

The project does not involve activities that would encroach on riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural communities identified in local or regional plans, policies, 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. (No Impact)

The project construction activities would not encroach on wetlands or other waters of the United
States. No removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other direct impacts to federal or state-

regulated wetlands or other waters are anticipated.

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. (Less than Significant)

The project construction would be located in developed, landscaped, and ruderal areas that do
not provide substantial movement or migration opportunities for resident or migratory wildlife

in the region. Although the project area borders woodlands associated with Alameda Creek and
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Arroyo de la Laguna, the project area does not encroach into these habitats, and would not
substantially change existing noise or lighting that could adversely affect the movement of

wildlife.

The proposed project includes demolition and removal of three structures in the Sunol Yard
where bat roosts have been identified. However, specific protocols for demolition of the occupied
structures have been incorporated into the project, consistent with SFPUC’s standard
construction measures (see Section A.5.8, above) that will minimize disruption and adverse
effects on the common bat species observed to be roosting in the three buildings. These protocols
include timing the demolition outside of the maternity and winter torpor seasons and over the
course of several days allowing bats to safely exit the structures, installation of one-way doors on
the known bat entry/exit points, and careful removal of wall/roof siding after bats have emerged
in the evening to forage. In addition, the proposed project incorporates watershed enhancements
such as artificial roost sites suitable for the species that currently roost in the‘p_rgject area (see
Section A.4.2, above). "I;hereforeg the proposed project would not have a significant impact on
native wildlife nurserv sites (Less than Significant).

Impact BI-5: The project does not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. (No Impact)

As the Alameda County Tree Ordinance regulates trees in County right-of-way only, there are

Nno established local policies or ordinances are-that protect biological resources in the project
area.l®4 Therefore, the project would not conflict with local policies or ordinances relevant to

biological resources.

Impact BI-6: The project does not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional,
or state habitat conservation plan. (No Impact)

There are no approved Habitat Conservation Plans or Natural Community Conservation Plans

for the region that includes the proposed project area.

Impact C-BI: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity of the project area, could result in significant

182 Alameda County Public Works Age e Al Co Tree Ordinance. Ordinance No: 0-2004-23,
Available online at: http: LACZOV,Or! a/pro tree/tree_ordinance.htm. Accessed Ma
2015,
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cumulative impacts on biological resources. (Less than Significant with Mitigation
Incorporated)

The geographic scope of cumulative biological resources impacts encompasses the proposed
project site and nearby vicinities which contain the same types of biological resources. Other
projects in the Sunol Valley considered in the cumulative analysis, such as the SABPL Project, the
NIT Pfoject, the San Antonio Pump Station Upgrade, Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, and
the Geary Road Bridge Replacement Project (described in Table 9) affect similar biological
resources as the proposed project and occur within the general vicinity of the proposed project.
These projects have the potential to disturb nesting bird species and dusky-footed woodrat stick
houses similar to those affected by the proposed project. Together, the préposed project and
other cumulative projects in the vicinity could have a significant cumulative impact on these

special-status species.

The contribution of the proposed project to cumulative biological resources impacts could be
cumulatively considerable, given its potential to also result in significant impacts on these
special-status species. However, implementation of Mitigation Measures M-Bl-1a, Nesting Bird
Survey Protection and M-BI-1b, Preconstruction Survey for San Francisco Dusky-Footed
Woodrat, would avoid or substantially minimize the proposed project’s effect on Special—status
species. As a result, these measures would reduce the project’s contribution to cumulative
impacts on biological resources to a less-than-cumulatively considerable level with the above listed

mitigations incorporated into the project (Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated).
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Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: ) Impact  Incorporated  Impact Impact  Applicable

E.14 GEOLOGY AND SOILS —
Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as O I:] X ] O
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? (Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.)

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking? ] 1 X O |
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including L—_I D X] D D
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides? O U 1 X l
b) Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of O | X | O
topsoil?
c¢) Belocated on geologic unit or soil that is D D = D D

unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

d) Belocated on expansive soil, as defined in D D & |:| |:|
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code,
creating substantial risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting O (] Y ] ]
the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of wastewater?

fy  Change substantially the topography or any O 'l [l D X
unique geologic or physical features of the site?

There are no unique geologic or physical features at the project sites, and project grading would
not substantially change the existing topography. For these reasons, significance criterion 14f is

considered not applicable to the project, and is not discussed further.
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Impact GE-1: The project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault, strong seismic ground shaking, seismic-related ground failure, or landslides.
(Less than Significant)

Fault Rupture

The .major active faults in the area are the Calaveras, Hayward, and San Andreas faults.
Historically, ground-surface ruptures closely follow the trace of geologically young faults.
Although the Calaveras fault is within 1 mile of the site, the site is not in an Earthquake Fault
Zone, as defined by the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act of 1972, and no known active
or potentially active faults exist on the site. Therefore, the risk of fault offset at the site from a
known active fault is very low and the impact from the rupture of a known earthquake fault

would be Less than Significant.

Ground Shaking

During a major earthquake on a segment of one of the nearby faults, strong to very strong
shaking is expected to occur at the project site. The intensity of the earthquake ground motion at
the site will depend on the characteristics of the generating fault, distance to the earthquake
epicenter, magnitude and duration of the earthquake, and specific site geologic conditions.
Strong shaking during an earthquake can result in ground failure such as that associated with
soil liquefaction and lateral spreading. In most earthquakes, only weaker masonry buildings

would be damaged.

The SFPUC seismic reliability standards set forth consistent criteria for the seismic design and
retrofit of all facilities and components of the regional water system. 185 In accordance with these
design requirements, every project must have project-specific design criteria based on the seismic
environment and importance of the facility in achieving water service delivery goals in the event
of a major earthquake. The design criteria are generally based on the referenced codes, standards,
and industry publications; however, in some cases, design criteria may exceed these
requirements for facilities, such as the project sites that are in a severe seismic environment and

that are needed to achieve water service delivery goals. Site-specific geotechnical investigations

185 SFPUC, 2014. General Seismic Requirements for Design of New Facilities and Upgrade of Existing Facilities.
Revision 3, DOC No. WSIP/CSP 001 R2R3. June.
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were performed for both the Sunol Yard and the proposed Watershed Center.18187 Specific

seismic design criteria were recommended based on these investigations.

- Because the project would be evaluated and designed according to the SFPUC seismic reliability
standards to avoid unacceptable system failure, the impact of strong seismic ground shaking

would be Less than Significant.

Ground Failure and Liquefaction

Liquefaction is a phenomenon Whereby soil deposits temporarily lose shear strength and
collapse. The soil type most susceptible to liquefaction is loose, cohesionless, granular soil below
the water table and within about 50 feet of the ground surface. Liquefaction can result in a loss of
foundation support and settlement of overlying structures, ground subsidence, and translation
due to lateral spreading, lurch cracking, and differential settlement of affected deposits. Lateral
spreading occurs when a soil layer liquefies at depth and causes horizontal movement or
displacement of the overlying mass on sloping ground or towards a free face such as a stream

bank or excavation.

The proposed Watershed Center would be constructed on Holocene stream terrace deposits,
which are classified by Bott and Knudsen®® as having very low, low, mediurr;, or high
liquefaction susceptibility, depending on the depth of the water table. Based on the site-specific
information from the current investigation, the potential liquefiable material generally lies at
depths shallower than 18 feet. The water table is estimated to be between 20 and 30 feet bgs,
although it may be shallower during winter months. Therefore, the liquefaction potential is

generally low at the site.

Because the risk of liquefaction at the site is considered to be low, the risk to the proposed

structures from lateral spreading at the site is also low. However, the risk from lateral spreading

1 San Francisco Department of Public Works Bureau of Engineering, 2011. Geotechnical Report for Sunol
Maintenance Yard and Water Temple. Prepared for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission. July.

w7 URS, 2012. Geotechnical Investigation Report for the Proposed Watershed Interpretative Center, Sunol,
California. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission. December.

8 Bott, ].D.]., and K.I.. Knudsen, 2004. Liguefaction Zones of required investigation in the Niles 7.5-minute
Quadrangle, Alameda County, California. Seismic hazard zone report for the Niles 7.5-minute quadrangle,
Alameda County, California, California Geological Survey Seismic Hazard Zone Report 098.
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can be expected to be higher closer to the scarp that marks the northeastern bank of Alameda
Creek.

Because the project would be evaluated and designed according to the SFPUC seismic reliability
standards, as discussed above under criterion a)ii), the impact of seismic-related ground failure,

including liquefaction, would also be Less than Significant.

Landslides

The project site is in an area of low landslide hazard, due to the lack of steep slopes in or adjacent
to the project site. The California Geological Survey® has developed a map depicting the relative

likelihood of deep landsliding based on regional estimates of rock strength and steepness of |
slopes. The Sunol Valley is not considered susceptible to landslides due to the flatness of the
valley floor.’ Therefore, due to the lack of slopes susceptible to landslides, there would be No

Impact with respect to landslides at these project sites.

Impact GE-2: The project would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.
(Less than Significant)

Project construction activities have the potential to result in increased soil erosion or loss of
topsoil due to ground disturbance associated with excavation, minor grading, and material
staging areas. The SFPUC has standard measures it includes in construction contracts that require
the implementation of erosion and sedimentation controls tailored to the site and the project, to
minimize impacts associated with wind and water erosion.! Given the erosion control measures
that would be implemented during construction as part of the project, impacts associated with
soil erosion would be Less than Significant. Sites would be restored following construction, and no
ground-disturbing activities would be associated with project operation, so no soil erosion is
expected to occur during project operation and maintenance. For these reasons, the impact of
construction, operation, and maintenance of the project on accelerated soil erosion would be Less

than Significant.

18 California Geological Survey, 2011. Susceptibility to Deep-Seated Landslides in California. Prepared by
CJ. Wills, E.G. Perez, and C.I. Gutierrez. California Geological Survey Map Sheet 58.

%0 Ibid.

¥ SFPUC, 2007. Standard Measures to be Included in Construction Contracts and Project Implementation.
February 7.
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Impact GE-3: The project could be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and could result in onsite or offsite
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. (Less than Significant)

As discussed under Impact GE-1, the project site is in an area not prone to landslides, on
Holocene stream terrace deposits, which are classified by Bott and Knudsen as having very low,
low, medium, or high liquefaction susceptibility depending on the depth of the water table.1?
Based on the site-specific information, the potential liquefiable material generally lies at depths
shallower than 18 feet. The water table is estimated to be between 20 and 30 feet bgs, although it
may be shallower during winter months. Therefore, the liquefaction potential is generally low at
the site. Because the risk of liquefaction at the site is low, the risk to the proposed structures from
lateral spreading at the site is also low. However, the risk from lateral spreading can be expected

to be higher closer to the scarp that marks the northeastern bank of Alameda Creek.

Structures at the project site would be designed according to basic guidelines of the California
Building Code (CBC), and the SFPUC seismic reliability standards, which are equivalent to or
more stringent than the seismic design requirements of the CBC. In addition, the SFPUC includes
standard measures in construction contracts to incorporate review of existing information, and if .
necessary, new engineering investigations to provide relevant geotechnical information about the
particular site and project, including a characterization of the soils at the site, and the potential
for subsidence and other ground failure. As a result, the construction contractor would be
required to address any recommendations by such geotechnical reports to ensure seismic
stability ;%nd reliability of the proposed project. All SFPUC projects must be designed for seismic
reliability and minimum potential property damage. Therefore, the impact of construction,

operation, and maintenance of the project would be Less than Significant.

Impact GE-4: Project structures could be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B
of the Uniform Building Code, creating substantial risks to life or property. (Less than
Significant)

Expansive soils are those that shrink or swell significantly with changes in moisture content. The

clay content and porosity of the soil also influence its volume change characteristics, and higher

plasticity index correlates to higher expansion potential. The shrinking and swelling caused by

22 Bott, ].D.J., and K.L. Knudsen, 2004. Liguefaction Zones of required investigation in the Niles 7.5-minute
Quadrangle, Alameda County, California. Seismic hazard zone report for the Niles 7.5-minute quadrangle,
Alameda County, California, California Geological Survey Seismic Hazard Zone Report 098.
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expansive clay-rich soils often results in damage to overlying structures. The site is generally
underlain by low -plasticity silty sand. Therefore, the potential for expansive soil to impact the

proposed improvements would be low, and this impact would therefore be Less than Significant.

Impact GE-5: The project site could have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater. (Less than Significant)

Consistent with baseline conditions at the site, the project would include installation of
underground wastewater holding tanks. These tanks would be pumped, and waste would be
transported for treatment at an offsite wastewater treatment plant. Therefore, no infiltration of
wastewater would occur to the surrounding soils. As a result, the project impact regarding soils
incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal

systems would be Less than Significant.

Impact C-GE: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not have a significant cumulative impact on
geology and soils. (Less than Significant)

" The geographic scope for the analysis of potential cumulative impacts relative to geology, soils,
and seismicity is limited to the project site because the potential for hazards related to seismically -
induced ground failure, erosion or loss of topsoil, soil subsidence, collapsible soils, and expansive

soils are based on local site-specific soil and geologic conditions.

Therefore, because none of the other identified cumulative projects in Table 9 would be
developed at the same site as the proposed project, cumulative geologic and soils impacts would

be Less than Significant.
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Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant  No Not
Topics: ] Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact  Applicable

E.15 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY —
Would the project:

X

O O

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste D O
discharge requirements?

X
O

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or ] O
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 (e.g., the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to
a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

¢}  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern [l | X O ]
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner that would result in substantial erosion
of siltation on- or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern Ul ] 4 1 |
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on- or off-site?

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would O ] ¢ ] |
exceed the capacity of existing or planned '
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff?

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? O

OO
oo
O

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard U
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other authoritative flood hazard delineation

map?

h) DPlace within a 100-year flood hazard area D D X D D
structures that would impede or redirect flood
flows?

i)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk [l 1 1 X 1

of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?

j)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk O O M X |
of loss, injury or death involving inundation by
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
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The proposed project does not involve the construction of any housing; therefore, significance

criterion g) does not apply.

Impact HY-1: The project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements. (Less than Significant)

Construction

Potential impacts to water quality resulting from the project would occur primarilyl as a result of
ground-disturbing activities during construction at each of the project sites. The project is
adjacent to Arroyo de la Laguna and Alameda Creek (see Figure 2). Site preparation, demolition,
clearing, grading, excavation, soil stockpiling, backfilling, compacting, site restoration, and
landscaping activities would occur for each project site, as shown iﬁ Tables 3 and 4. The project
would use concrete and concrete washout water, which if released into waterways, would be
toxic to fish and aquatic organisms due to its high pH and metal constituents. These construction
activities have the potential to adversely affect the quality of nearby surface waters if stormwater
runoff or groundwater dewatering discharges from the sites contain elevated levels of suspended
sediment, turbidity, toxins, or other chemicals (e.g., due to presence of exposed soils, soil
" stockpiles, material staging areas, fuels, or chemicals associated with vehicles and construction

equipment).

Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction

Construction activities at each project site would disturb more than 1 acre of ground surface. For
the Sunol Yard, ground-disturbing activities would occur in the 8-acre northern portion of the
project site. For the Watershed Center, ground-disturbing activities would occur over most of the
8-acre site. Activities scheduled to be constructed during the rainy season (October through
April), as shown in Tables 3 and 4, would have a greater potential to contribute to water quality

impacts than those constructed during the dry season.

The extension of water, natural gas, and communication utilities from the Sunol Yard to the new
Watershed Center would be buried in shallow trenches along the eastern side of Temple Road.
The electrical transmission line would be placed underground between the Sunol Pump Station

and the Watershed Center.

In addition, a—supplementary construction staging areas eurrently-used-as—a—materials-storage

azea—would be used for the project. Equipment and materials that would be stored include

construction vehicles, construction materials, stockpiled soil, and small quantities of fuels and
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lubricants. As stated in Section A.5.4 Construction Staging Areas, above, once the staging area is

no longer needed, it would be restored to its general previous, preconstruction condition.

There would be no construction activities in Alameda Creek or Arroyo de la Laguna. As
recommended by the RWQCB,*® construction stockpiles and material storage areas would be a
minimum distance of 100 feet away from the creeks, wherever possible. The buffer width needed
to maintain water quality generally ranges from approximately 15to 100 feet.41% For a
discussion related to the filter gaﬂeries that capture subsurface water near Alameda Creek and -
return it to the water supply system, see Impact HY-2, below. In addition to the required
setbacks, BMPs would be developed pursuant to the Construction General Permit requirements
and would be implemented to prevent the discharge of pollutants into the creeks. Typical
construction water quality BMPs, such as the SFPUC Standard Construction Measures and
industry standard measures, as described in Section A.5.8, Standard Construction Measures, are
proposed as part of the project. Implementation of these BMPs would control and reduce
discharges of sediments and pollutants associated with construction stormwater runoff that
could discharge to creeks, and thereby minimize the potential for temporary construction-related

water quality impacts.

The project would disturb more than 1 acre; therefore, the SFPUC would be required to obtain
coverage under the State Water Resources Control Board's (SWRCB’s) Construction General
Permit, as detailed in Section A.?, Required Actions and Approvals. Construction activities
subject to this permit include, but are not limited to, clearing, grading, stockpiling, and
excavation. Among other provisions, the Construction General Permit requires the development
and implementation of a SWPPP, which would include and specify BMPs designed to prevent
pollutants from contacting stormwater, and keep all products of erosion from moving off site ihto
 receiving waters. The SFPUC or its contractor would submit permit registratidn documents to the
San Francisco RWQCB, which would include a Notice of Intent, a risk assessment, a site map, a

SWPPP, an annual fee, and a signed certification statement. The risk assessment would determine

1% RWQCB, 2012. Comments on Initial Study for the Geary Road Bridge Replacement Project SCH
No. 2008.0386E.

14 Caltrans, 2003. Storm Water Quality Handbooks: Construction Site Best Management Practices (BMPs)
Manual.

1% CASQA, 2009. Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbook Portal: Construction.
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which provisions of the Construction General Permit (e.g., numeric action levels and effluent
limitations for pH and tufbidity, rain event action plans, and monitoring and reporting
requirements) would apply, based on a combination of sediment risk and receiving water risk at
each site. The SWPPP would include a list of BMPs necessary to prevent stormwater runoff from
the construction site from adversely affecting nearby water bodies, and would include the

information necessary to support the conclusions, selections, use, and maintenance of BMPs.

As part of the LEED Gold certification requirement for municipal construction projects (San
Francisco Environment Code, Chapter7), the LEED Project Administrator must submit
documentation verifying that construction of City-owned buildings greater than 5,000 square feet
achieve the LEED 556.2 credit.!% This credit addresses the prevention of polluted runoff during
and after construction, and uses TSS as the indicator of level of pollution. Projects can use
biological or mechanical treatment methods for smaller and more frequent storms for credit
compliance. To earn the credit, the project must be able to show that the stormwater treatment
system is effective at treating all rainstorms for any year up to 90 percent of the average annual
rainfall. In addition, as part of the LEED Gold certification, the project must develop and
implement construction activity pollution prevention and stormwater management controls
adopted by the SFPUC, and comply with the Construction General Permit (LEED
prerequisite S5pl).

Compliance with the Construction General Permit (which satisfies LEED prerequisite SSp1),
preparation of a SWPPP, and implementation of BMPs would reduce potential construction

impacts related to erosion, runoff, and water quality degradation to Less than Significant levels.

Temporary Dewatering Discharges

Excavations for building foundations, wastewater holding tanks, and ancillary components such
as water, natural gas, and communication utilities could require temporary dewatering if
groundwater or stormwater were to accumulate in the excavated pits during the construction

phase.

1% CCSF, 2011. San Francisco Environment Code, Chapter 7, Green Building Requirements for City
Buildings.
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The depth of excavation for removal of existing wastewater holding and fuel storage tanks, the
building foundations, and installation of wastewater holding tanks would range between 5 feet

and 15 feet bgs. Excavation for the utility corridors would be shallow, typically less than 6 feet.

Based on a previous subsurface investigation conducted at the project site in June 2012,
groundwater is expected to be encountered at a depth of approximately 20 to 30 feet bgs.19”
Groundwater was not encountered in any of the borings drilled to a maximum depth of 36.5 feet,
but the water table was inferred from field examination of the soil in the borings. The depth to
groundwater is also expected to vary seasonally, and depend on the flow level in the adjacent

creeks.198

Based on the approximate elevation and depth of groundwater estimated during previous nearby
geotechnical investigations and the anticipéted excavation depths, substantial quantities of
groundwater requiring dewatering would not be anticipated for most of the project facilities,
because the expected maximum depth of excavation is less than the estimated depth to
groundwater. Excavation for the wastewater holding tank is most likely to encounter
groundwater. However, actual groundwater elevations at the sites are not well known, and may
fluctuate depending on the flows in the adjacent creeks, time of the year (e.g., summer versus
winter), and type of year (e.g., dry versus wet), as well as site-specific conditions. Groundwater
extracted during construction of the project, if any, would be temporary and localized, and any
effects from the lowering of groundwater levels or depletion of groundwater resources would be

temporary, because once construction was completed, dewatering would cease.

Because the sites are in close proximity to surface water bodies, it is possible that dewatering

discharges, if uncontrolled, could eventually reach nearby surface waters.

The Construction General Permit (discussed above) allows for non-stormwater discharges,
including uncontaminated groundwater from dewatering, provided that BMPs are implemented
to prevent or reduce the contact of the non-stormwater discharge with construction materials or

equipment; the discharge does not cause or contribute to a violation of any water quality

17 URS, 2012. Geotechnical Investigation Report, Sunol Yard Improvement Project — Watershed Interpretive Center.
Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission. December.

%8 Alameda County Planning, 2012. SMP-30 Revised Use Permit Sunol Valley Aggregate Quarry Project Draft
Environmental Impact Report. SCH No. 2011102051. Prepared by Lamphier-Gregory. April.
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standard; the discharge does not contain toxic constituents in toxic amounts or (other) significant
quantities of pollutants; and the discharge is monitored and meets the applicable Numeric Action

Levels for pH and turbidity.

With implementation of BMPs in compliance with the Construction General Permit, potential
water quality impacts related to groundwater dewatering discharges, if needed, would be Less

than Significant.

Operation

The proposed project would increase the overall amount of impervious surface by more than
32,000 square feet (i.e.,, due to new structures, new access roads, and new parking areas), thereby
increasing runoff from most of the site. Following construction of the proposed project, the water
quality of stormwater runoff would be expected to decline because more potential pollutants
could be generated by human activities (e.g., vehicle washing, material handling and storage, fuel
storage, waste storage) and could come into contact with stormwater or be discharged to
groundwater or the nearby creeks. Due to the proposed increase in impervious surfaces,
pollutants would tend to be flushed from impervious surfaces where they accumulate (e.g.,
paving and roofs) into stormwater management conveyances. Stormwater runoff from roads and
the parking areas would be expected to contain oils, grease, and debris. New stormwater
management facilities would be installed, and would include infiltration trenches, catch basins,
and swales. As stated in Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements and
Section A.4.2, Development of Alameda Creek Watershed Center, landscaped areas would be
incorporated into the parking lot and road designs to facilitate rainwater infiltration. As
discussed in Section A.5.1, Facilities, the stormwater system would be designed to achieve the
LEED S56.2 credit. The goal of the proposed project is to integrate BMPs throughout the project
development to provide source control and water quality treatment of runoff from paved and
other developed areas prior to discharge into the swales and infiltration trenches that percolate
flows to groundwater and discharge into Alameda Creek and Arroyo de la Laguna (see
Section A4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements and Section A.5.8, Standard

Construction Measures, above).

Operation and maintenance of the project could result in long-term impacts to water quality due
to increased impervious surfaces (buildings and pavement) and pollutants (cleaning agents, fuel,

wastewater holding tanks) that could come into contact with stormwater or be discharged to
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groundwater or nearby creeks. However, as required by the Construction General Permit, the
project would comply with post-construction stormwater requirements. Stormwater drainage
improvements would provide a benefit over existing conditions. Covered parking and storage for
SFPUC equipment and vehicles would replace current open-air storage. Removal and
replacement of certain facilities, such as abandonment of existing restroom facilities in the picnic
area adjacent to Alamedé Creek, removal of existing portable bathrooms at the Sunol Water
Temple, and installation of new underground wastewater holding tanks, would also provide
benefits with respect to water quality, given that the existing bathrooms are within the

floodplain.

The San Francisco Bay Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP) (RWQCB Order
R2-2009-0074; NPDES Pérmit No. CA5612008), which covers Alameda County, incorporates
updated state and federal requirements related to the quantity and quality of post-construction
stormwater discharges from development projects. Specifically, Provision C.3 sets forth
appropriate source control, site design, and stormwater treatment measures for new
developfnent and redevelopment projects that create and/or replace 10,000 square feet or more of
impervious surface area. Stormwater runoff from the project site discharges directly into
Alameda Creek and Arroyo de la Laguna. Neither of these creeks is designated as a Clean Water
Act Section 303(d)-listed water body.

In general, the types of operational activities that would result from the proposed project would
be approximately the same as existing conditions. At the Sunol Yard, operation and maintenance
activities include, and would continue to include, carpentry, plumbing, welding, painting and
electrical work, automotive repair, vehicle fueling, and washing. Potential pollutants at the Sunol
Yard could include cleaning agents, paint, fuel, hydraulic fluid, and oil. It is reasonable to assume
that these materials would be properly used and stored to prevent spills and discharge to
stormwater. The vehicle wash-down area would include a arainage trench and hose bibs. The
existing vehicle fuel station would be relocated, and the exiting underground fuel tanks would be
replaced with new above-ground fuel tanks (see Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard
Improvements, above). The project would implement BMPs—described above and in
Section A.5.8, Standard Construction Measures—during operations, to prevent the discharge of

pollutants into stormwater.

As previously stated in Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements and Section A.4.2,

Development of Alameda Creek Watershed Center above, the improvements at the Sunol Yard
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and Watershed Center would include low-flow technology and fixtures to conserve water. The
abandoned toilet facilities in the picnic area near Alameda Creek would be demolished and
removed, along with existing portable bathrooms at the Sunol Water Temple. The new sanitary
waste collection system would consist of new underground wastewater holding tanks. The
wastewater holding tanks would be designed in accordance with all applicable codes and

regulations, including required setbacks from the creeks.

As stated in Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements above, the project would

include installation of underground wastewater holding tanks. However, these tanks would be

pumped, and the wastewater would be transported for treatment at an offsite wastewater

treatment plant. Therefore, no infiltration of wastewater would occur to the groundwater in the
j

area.

Alameda WMP Policy WA1 prohibits the use of septic systems on SFPUC lands, while
Policy WA?7 states that construction of new waste disposal systems on SFPUC lands should be
limited to those that are essential. Currently, there is no connection to a municipal sanitary
system; therefore, the proposed project must construct an onsite wastewater disposal system.
Because the wastewater holding tanks would be pumped, and the wastewater transported to an
offsite wastewater treatment plant, the project would be consistent with Policies WA1J and WA?7.
Additionally, the project would be constructed at an existing SFPUC facility that is managed in
accordance with the Alameda WMP. Therefore, the project would be managed in a similar

fashion and would not cdnﬂict with the Alameda WMP.

As discussed in Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvemenis and Section A.4.2,
Development of Alameda Creek Watershed Center, the project would include improvements to
prevent the discharge of pollutants into stormwater and the creeks. With these improvements,
compliance with stormwater requirements of the SWRCB Construction General Permit, and the
project’s goal to achieve LEED Gold Certification, operation-related impacts to water quality

would be Less than Significant.

Impact HY-2: The project would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge to the extent that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level. (Less than Significant)

The existing Sunol Water Temple is adjacent to the lower infiltration gallery of the Sunol Filter

Galleries. The filter galleries capture subsurface groundwater near Alameda Creek in a system of
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pipes and tunnels built into the surrounding gravels prior to use in the SFPUC Regional Water

System.

The new Watershed Center would be constructed immediately north of the lower infiltration
gallery as shown on Figure 5 in Section A, Project Description. During construction, the project
would implement BMPs to ensure that pollutants are not introduced into the aquifer and
galleries (see Section A.5.8, Standard Construction Measures). The new Watershed Center
would be approximately 150 feet north from the galleries, and therefore, would not impede the
collection of flow from Alameda Creek (see Figure 5). The area between the new Watershed
Center and the galleries would be maintained as an open meadow-type area that would facilitate
infiltration of stormwater runoff and recharge of groundwater. The proposed riparian pond near
the Watershed Center (see Figure 5) would be lined; therefore, there would be no percolation to
groundwater or to the filter gallery. The project also would include vegetated swales and
infiltration basins to facilitate percolation to groundwater (see Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation
Yard Improvements). As a result, the proposed project would not interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge to the extent that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume, or a

lowering of the local groundwater table level.

Furthermore, the project would not construct any wells, nor would it pump or extract
groundwater in any way. As a result, the proposed project would not substantially deplete
groundwater supplies to the extent that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a

lowering of the local groundwater table level.

By designing the project to avoid the Sunol Filter Galleries and implementing BMPs, the
proposed project would not have any adverse effects on groundwater supplies, quality, or
recharge; therefore, impacts with respect to the supply of ground water resources would be Less

than Significant.

Impact HY-3: The project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that
would result in substantial erosion or siltation onsite or offsite. (Less than Significant)

The project would not result in a substantial alteration of topography or alteration of drainage
patterns. Site preparation would involve minor leveling and grading at the Sunol Yard and
Watershed Center sites, where necessary. There would be no construction in creeks or in

undeveloped areas adjacent to creeks. As discussed in Section A.5.8, Standard Construction
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Measures, the project would implement BMPs during construction to minimize erosion, and
prevent the discharge of sediment offsite. Therefore, any impacts related to drainage causing

erosion or siltation would be Less than Significant.

Impact HY-4: The project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding onsite
or offsite. (Less than Significant)

As discussed under Impact HY-3, the project would not result in substantial alteration of
topography or alteration of drainage patterns. In accordance with the Construction General
Permit’s post-construction runoff reduction requirements, the projéct would be required by
regulation to incorporate a variety of means to capture, control, detain, and ultimately release
stormwater in an amount and at a rate no greater than the amounts and rates of stormwater
runoff in the project site’s existing condition. For these reasons, any resulting potential impacts

for flooding effects from altered drainage patterns would be Less than Significant.

Impact HY-5: The project would not create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems, cause flooding on and off site, or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. (Less than Significant)

The project site is not served by a stormwater drainage system; therefore, this element of the

impact criterion is not applicable to the project.

As discussed in Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements and Section A.4.2,
Development of Alameda Creek Watershed Center, the project would install a new stormwater
drainage system would be designed to facilitate infiltration and reduce the potential increase in
stormwater runoff that could cause flooding on or off site. As stated in Section A.7, Required
Actions and Approvals above, the project would be required to comply with State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB): National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
Order 2009-0009-DWQ, “General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with
Construction and Land Disturbance Activities” (Construction General Permit). Also, as discussed
under Impact HY-1, the project would implement BMPs to prevent the discharge of pollutants.
For all of these reasons, impacts relative to stormwater drainage capacity and to causing

additional sources of polluted runoff would be Less than Significant.
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Impact HY-6: The project would not otherwise substantially degrade water quality. (No
Impact)

Besides the potential water quality impacts discussed in Impacts HY-1 and HY-3, the project
would not otherwise substantially degrade water quality. Therefore, there would be No Impact

related to this criterion.

Impact HY-7: The project would not place a structure within a 100-year flood hazard area that
would impede or redirect flood flows. (Less than Significant)

The SFPUC intends to construct all proposed buildings at the Sunol Yard outside of the FEMA-
estimated floodway associated with inundation caused by the 1-Percent Annual Chance Flood,
and above the floodplain associated with the 1-Percent Annual Chance Flood. The Watershed
Center is proposed to be located outside of the FEMA-estimated floodway and above the
ﬂioodplain subject to inundation by the 1-Percent Annual Chance Flood..

The current flood insurance rate map (FIRM) (Map Number 06001C0460G, with an effective date
of August 3, 2009) prepared by FEMA shows the special flood hazard areas subject to inundation
by the 1-percent annual flood in the vicinity of the Sunol Yard and the Watershed Center. Most of
the Sunol Yard is in the 100-year floodplain (Zone AE), with a base-flood elevation determined to
be at Elevation 238 feet NAVD (see Figure 15).° The floodway runs along the western edge of
the Sunol Yard, and represents the creek channel plus some portion of the adjacent floodplain
area (i.e., a portion of Zone AE) that must be kept free from encroachment so that the 1-Percent
Annual Chance Flood can be conveyed without a substantial increase (less than 1 foot) in the
water surface elevation. A portion of the site is also in Zone X, which is the area subject to
inundation by the 0.2-percent annual flood (also referred to as 500-year flood event). No new
buildings are proposed in the floodway portion of the Sunol Yard. The ground elevation at the
Sunol Yard ranges from approximately 239 feet to 244 feet; therefore, the ground-floor elevations
for all new buildings would be above the base-flood elevation. The ground-floor elevation of the
new administration building (which would have a higher level of occupancy than the other shop-
type buildings) would be at Elevation 244.5 feet, which would be 6.5 feet above the base-flood

elevation of 238 feet.

1% FEMA, 2009. Flood Insurance Rate Map, Alameda County, CA and Incorporated Areas, Map Number
06001C0460G. Available online at:
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search? AddressQuery=sunol %20california.
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Comparing the site plan to FEMA’s FIRM described above, the Watershed Center’s structure
would not be in the 100-year floodplain or floodway (see Figure 15). Furthermore, the ground-
floor elevation would be at Elevation 243 feet, which would be 5 feet above the base-flood
elevation of 238 feet. CCSF’s Floodplain Management Program Ordinance (Ordinance Number
56-10) provides requirements for designating floodplains and for construction and development
in floodplains. This ordinance also applies to construction on City-owned property outside the

City of San Francisco boundaries that are in areas designated by FEMA as flood-prone.

The San Francisco Floodplain Management Ordinance (Ordinance Number 56-10), amended and
approved by San Francisco’s mayor and Board of Supervisors on March 25, 2010, as Chapter 2A,
Article XX, Sections 2A.280-2A.285 of the City’s Administrative Code, requires that new or
substantially improved buildings in special flood hazard areas defined as the 100-year
floodplains be protected against flood damage, and prohibits uses that would increase flood
risks. In general, the ordinance requires that the first floor of buildings in flood zones be
constructed above the floodplain or be flood-proofed, and be consistent with applicable federal
and state floodplain management regulations. As described above, the Sunol Yard improvements
and Watershed Center would comply with these requirements by either locating new structures
outside the designated floodplain or by constructing the ground-floor elevation of new structures

above the base-flood elevation.2®

Because the construction of buildings under the project would be in accordance with the
requirements of the San Francisco Floodplain Management Ordinance, and because no new
buildings would be constructed in FEMA-identified floodway, the potential impact of the project

to impede or redirect flows would be Less than Significant.

Impact HY-8: The project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam. (No Impact)

As discussed under Impact HY-7, the project would conform to the San Francisco Floodplain
Management Ordinance, which requires new buildings constructed in the 100-year floodplain to

be protected from flood damage. The ground-floor elevation of the new administration building

20 CCSF, 2010. San Francisco Floodplain Management Program Fact Sheet. CCSF Office of the City
Administrator. Revised January 29.
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at the Sunol Yard would be above the base-flood elevation. The new Watershed Center building

would not be in the 100-year floodplain.

However, the project site is approximately 8 miles downstream of Calaveras Dam. Due to seismic
safety concerns identified in 2001, the water level in Calaveras Reservoir has been lowered, and
the water storage has been reduced to 40 percent of full capacity. As determined by the
Department of Safety of Dams, the reduced storage in the reservoir is currently protecting
downstream structures and people from potential impacts due to a failure of Calaveras Dam.
SFPUC is currently replacing Calaveras Dam with a new dam that will restore the original
storage capacity of the reservoir, and be capable of withstanding a maximum credible earthquake
on the Calaveras Fault. The replacement dam will meet applicable seismic safety criteria, and
thereby prevent a failure of the dam. Construction of the new dam began in summer 2011, and is

expected to be complete in 2017.201

The current reduced storage at Calaveras Dam and the construction of a replacement dam will
continue to protect the project site, as determined in the Calaveras Dam EIR.2%2 On completion of
Calaveras Dam, the reservoir will have increased capacity, and rainfall from large storm events
will be able to be safely retained. Therefore, in the future, risks associated with damaging floods
in Alameda Creek downstream of the dam due to dam failure will be reduced. As a result, the
risk of loss, injury, or death due to flooding as a result of a dam failure would not change due to

the project, and there would be No Impact.

Impact HY-9: The project will not be inundated by, or result in any inundation by a seiche,
tsunami or mudflow. (No Impact)

The proposed project is not near the coast or any lake shore, so it is not susceptible to inundation
by a tsunami or seiche (see Figure 1). As discussed in the Section E.14, Geology and Soils, the
slope angles and geologic materials are not conducive to the formation of mudflows. Therefore,
there would be No Impact to the project as a result of inundation by a seiche, tsunami, or

mudflow.

1 CCSF, 2011. Calaveras Dam Replacement Project Final Environmental Impact Report, San Francisco Planning
Department File No, 2005.016E. January 27.

22 Tbid.
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Impact C-HY: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not have a significant cumulative impact on
hydrology and water quality. (Less than Significant)

The geographic context for the cumulative impacts associated with surface water hydrology and
water quality is the watershed area contributing to the same receiving waters as the proposed
project. Projects in the cumulative scenario include improvements to various existing SFPUC

facilities that would entail ground-disturbing activities.

The proposed project, in addition to all of the projects listed in Table 9, could contribute to a
cumulative impact on hydrology and water quality. The primary cumulative effect of these
projects would be to significantly alter the natural hydrology of the Alameda Creek and Arroyo
de la Laguna watersheds through increases in the area covered by impervious surfaces and
through increases in the potential for the release of non-point source pollutants (i.e., motor fuels,

trash, and sediment). This would be a significant cumulative impact on hydrology and water

quality.

However, the proposed project, along with other projects occurring in the area, would be
required to comply with applicable federal, state, and local water quality regulations. The
proposed project, along with all other projects over 1 acre in size (which includes most of the
projects in the cumulative scenario), would be required to obtain coverage under the NPDES
Construction General Permit, which requires that each project proponent identify and/or
implement watef quality stormwater BMPs (such as required by the SFPUC Staﬁdard
Construction Measures) that effectively control erosion and sedimentation and other
construction-related pollutants. Further, for those projects identified in the cumulative scenario in
Alameda Countyr that would meet {he definition of “new development and redeveldpmént
projects” under the San Francisco Bay Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit, they would be
required to implement site design, source control and, in some cases, treatment control BMPs
necessary to control the volume, rate, and water qu;lity of stormwater runoff from the project

during long-term operations.

The proposed project’s contribution to cumulative hydrology and water quality impacts would
not be cumulatively considerable for a number of reasons: the project would not violate water
quality standards or waste discharge requirements (see the analyses of Impact HY-1 and Impact
HY-2, above); the project would not substantially alter existing drainage patterns (Impacts HY-3

& 4, above); the project would not contribute runoff that would exceed drainage capacities
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(Impact HY-5, above); and project construction would be of short duration, and comply with
construction water quality BMPs required under the Construction General Permit (Impact HY-1,

above).

Therefore, the project’s contribution to any cumulative impact on hydrology and water quality

would not be cumulatively considerable (Less than Significant).

Case No. 2012.0054E E-170 Sunol Long Term Improvements Project



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant  Mitigation  Significant  No Not
Topics: Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact  Applicable
E.16 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS—
Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the O X O O Il

environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials?

b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the | O X O O
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous D . |:l & D D
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

d) Belocated on a site which is included on a list D |Z l___l D D
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use l:] D L__l D &
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project resultin a
safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private I:I E] D D =
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically O M X O O
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk D D X D D
of loss, injury or death involving fires?

The project site is not within 2 miles of a public airport, and there are no private airstrips within
2 miles of the project site; therefore, significance criteria 16 e) and f) are not applicable to the

project, and are not discussed further in this section.

The term “hazardous materials” refers to both hazardous substances and hazardous wastes.
Under federal and state laws, any material, including wastes, may be considered hazardous if it

is specifically listed by statute as such, or if it is toxic (causes adverse human health effects),
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ignitable (has the ability to burn), corrosive (causes severe burns or damage to materials), or
reactive (causes explosions or generates toxic gases). The term “hazardous material” is defined as
any materjal that, because of quantity, concentration, or physical or chemical characteristics,
po'ses a significant present or potentiali hazard to human health and safety, or to the environment

if released into the workplace or the environment.203

Land use in the vicinity of project site is primarily agricultural, with open space, and commercial
and residential areas to the north in the town ofA Sunol. A search of the SWRCB’s GeoTracker+
and the California Depértment of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)'s EnviroStor?s online
databases was conducted to identify hazardous materials sites within % mile of the project site.
GeoTracker includes the following types of environmental cases: leaking underground storage
tank (LUST) sites; land disposal sites; militafy sites; DTSC cleanup sites; other cleanup sites;
permitted UST facilities; and permitted hazardous waste generators. EnviroStor includes federal
Superfund sites, state response sites, voluntary cleanup sites, school cleanup sites, corrective

action sites, and tiered permit sites. The following sites were listed as hazardous material sites:

SFPUC Sunol Yard and Sunol Pump Station. The Sunol Yard is a listed LUST case, and consists
of three areas on the property:

s Sunol Pump Station. Three USTs, consisting of one 10,000-gallon diesel UST and two
400-gallon USTs were removed ﬁ‘om the Pump Station in November 1993. Total
petroleum hydrocarbons as diesel (TPH-d), oils and grease, and semi-volatile organic
compounds were detected in soil samples collected from the tank excavations.

e * Sunol Yard. Three USTs, consisting of one 550-gallon regular gasoline UST, one
1,000-gallon unleaded gasoline UST, and one 550-gallon diesel UST were removed from
the southern portion of the Sunol Yard in May 1990. Total pe’croléurn hydrocarbons as
gasoline, TPH-d, and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene Were. detected in soil

samples collected from the tank excavations.

22 California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95, Section 25501(p).

24 SWRCB, 2014. GeoTracker Database. Available online at: http://geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov/. Accessed May
2014.

25 DTSC, 2014. EnviroStor Database. Available online at: http://www .envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/.
Accessed May 2014.
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¢ Sunol Yard. An unlined sump near the southeastern corner of a storage shed in the Sunol
Yard was reportedly used for disposal of waste oil and other liquids. The storage shed
was approximately 50 feet southwest of the three USTs in the Sunol Yard (described
above). Total recoxlrerable hydrocarbons, oil and grease, and volatile organic cdmpounds

were detected in soil samples collected from the immediate vicinity of the sump.

The Sunol Yard has been operated by the SFPUC and its predecessor, the Spring Valley Water
Company, since the early 20th century. Site investigations and excavation activities were
conducted at various times until 2003. Investigations indicated that contaminants were not

migrating off site, and a recommendation was made to close the case.2%6

In February 2012, the Alameda County Health Care Services issued a Remedial Action
Completion Certification, closing the LUST case for the site.20? Oil and grease still remain in soil
near a storage shed, and TPH-d remains in groundwater at the pump station; therefore, the case
was closed with Site Management Requirements that limit future use of the site to the current

municipal corporation yard and pump station.

No residual hazardous wastes that pose a threat to human health or the environment remain at
the Sunol Yard.

Other Sites. Two other LUST cases were identified in the vicinity in the GeoTracker database.
These were the Louthan Property and Chevron. Both cases are closed, and are on Main Street in
Sunol, nearly % mile from the project site. These cases would not affect or be affected by the
proposed project, given the distance involved and due to the nature of the proposed project. No

other hazardous materials sites were identified near the project site.

Impact HZ-1: The project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transpozt, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. (Less than
Significant with Mitigation Incorporated)

Project construction would require the transport and use of fuels, lubricants, and solvents for

construction vehicles and equipment. Small quantities of these materials could be stored at the

26 Kennedy/Jenks Consultants, 2011. Site Summary Report —~ SFPUC Sunol Yard, 505 Paloma Way, Sunol,
California, K/J 1165008*00. May.

27 Wickham, Jeremy, 2011. Letter from Jeremy Wickham, Alameda County Environmental Health
Department, to Casey Sondgeroth, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission. November.
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site during project construction. It is reasonable to assume, for the purposes of this analysis, that
any hazardous materials ﬁeeded for construction would be stored and used in accordance with
the applicable regulations that specify hazardous materials storage and handling requirements,
such as propef container types, spill containment, and usage methods for minimizing the
potential for releases and harmful exposures. Regulatory requirements addressing the proper
storage, use, and transportation of hazardous materials are found in the California Fire Code,
California Health and Safety Code Hazardous Materials Business Plan regulations, and Caltrans

regulations.

Earth-moving activities such as excavation and grading can generate fugitive dust, which may
contain naturally occurring asbestos. Naturally occurring asbestos is associated with serpentine
bedrock. The project site is situated on deep alluvial sediments originating from Alameda Creek
and other nearby drainages. Surficial soils are mapped as Yolo Loam.2® Given the geomorphic
setting of the project site, there is very little potential for encountering natural serpentine soils,
which form in upland geomorphic positions on shallow and exposed serpentine bedrock.
Therefore, there is little potential for the proposed project to excavate deep enough to encounter

serpentine bedrock that may exist under the study area.

Structures that would be demolished are likely to contain lead-based paint (LBP) and asbestos-
containing materials (ACM), given their age. Buildings constructed prior to the 1980s often used
these materials. The Sunol Cottage was sampled in 2006 for LBP and ACM.?® Analytical results
indicated that loose and peeling paint in the cottage contained lead and several types of building
materials (e.g., heating, ventilation, and air conditioning ductwork insulation; roofing materials;
and some joint compounds and adhesives) were positive for asbestos. Removal of these materials
requires special handling and disposal procedures.?® Other buildings at Sunol Yard that would
be demolished as part of the proposed project have not been sampled for LBP and ACM.
Removal of LBP and ACM may present a health risk to workers, which would be a significant

impact. However, implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HZ-1, Hazardous Materials

28 Natural Resources Conservation Service, United States Department of Agriculture, 2011. Web Soil
Survey. Available online at: http://websoilsurvey.nres.usda.gov. Accessed December 12, 2011.

29 North Tower Environmental, 2006. Lead and asbestos sampling memorandum. Prepared for San
Francisco Department of Public Works. July 27.

20 CCR Title 8 Sections 1529 and 1532.1.
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Building Survey, would reduce risk to workers to less-than-significant levels by requiring
sampling of previously unsurveyed structures to determine if LBP and/or ACM are present, so
that appropriate state and federal regulations regarding abatement and handling of these

materials, as well as worker safety, are implemented.

As discussed in Section E.lSL Hydrology and Water Quality, above, water quality BMPs
required by the SFPUC’s construction contract specifications and/or by compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit, would include BMPs designed to prevent
pollutants from contacting stormwater and moving off site into receiving waters. Examples of
hazardous materials BMPs to protect surface and groundwater from possible sources of
contamination include conducting routine inspections for leaks, placing drip pans underneath
parked vehicles, protecting the ground surface with tarps in equipment and ﬁaterials storage
areas, storing incompatible hazardous materials separately, using secondary containment for
hazardous materials storage, keeping spill clean-up kits available on site, designating appropriate
sites in the construction area as refueling stations for construction vehicles, and maintaining
compliance records. Implementation of standard BMPs through adherence to regulations and
implemenfation the SFPUC’s Standard Construction Measures, in addition to Mitigation
Measure M-HZ-1, Hazardous Materials Building Survey, and then implementing applicable
regulatory requirements as a result of the survey results, would serve to further reduce impacts
due to the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, to Less than Significant with

Mitigation Incorporated.

Operations at the Sunol Yard would not change substantially from current operations.
Hazardous materials stored and used at Sunol Yard include various petroleum products (oils,
grease, and fﬁel),‘ paints, solvents, fertilizers, pesticides, and other materials as listed in the
Hazardous Materials Business Plan for the site.2i! The site also contains existing USTs for gasoline
and diesel fuels. HHowever, because project operation would not change substantially, ongoing
compliance with existing hazardous materials laws and regulations would ensure that the project
would have No Impact, due to the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials,

above existing baseline conditions.

21 AEW Engineering, Inc., 2013. Hazardous Materials Business Plan — Sunol Maintenance Yard. Sunol,
California. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and San Francisco Department of
Public Works.
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Mitigation Measure M-HZ-1: Hazardous Materials Building Survey

For structures that have not been previously surveyed, and if the structure is known or
suspected to have been constructed prior to the 1980s, a hazardous building materials
survey shall be performed. The survey shall be conducted by a qualified environmental
professional, and the results shall be submitted to the SFPUC prior to removing the
structures at the Sunol Yard. If ACM are determined to be present, the materials shall be
abated by a certified asbestos abatement contractor in accordance with the regulations
and notification requirements of the BAAQMD, and in accordance with applicable
worker safety regulations. If LBP is identified, then loose or peeling paint will be
removed by a qualified lead abatement contractor, and disposed of in accordance with

existing hazardous waste and worker safety regulations.

Impact HZ-2: The project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment. (Less than Significant)

No project-related processes or operations would create reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of large amounts of hazardous materials into the
environment. Hazardous materials used during construction, such as fuel for construction
equipment and vehicles, would be managed in accordance with applicable laws and regulations
as described under Impact HZ-1, including having spill containment and cleanup kits available
on site. Because project construction would involve relatively minor quantities of hazardous
materials, with mandatory compliance with existing hazardous materials laws and regulations,
the potential hazard of a release of hazardous materials resulting from an upset or accident
would be Less than Significant. As discussed above, project operation, relative to the use and/or

transport of hazardous materials, would not change substantially from existing conditions.

Impact HZ-3: The project would not emit hazardous emissions, but would handle limited
amounts of hazardous materials within % mile of an existing school. (Less than Significant)

The Sunol Glen Elementary School is approximately 825 feet northwest of the project site. Project
construction would not involve processes that would create hazardous emissions or use materials
in quantities that if spilled would create a hazard at the school. Dust emissions from the site
during construction would be controlled with construction BMPs, as discussed in Section E.7,

Air Quality, above.
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Hazardous materials handling during construction would be limited to minimal amounts of fuels
and lubricants for construction vehicles and equipment; and paints, solvents, or other materials
used in the construction of new facilities. These materials are not considered acutely or extremely
hazardous as defined by the California Code of Regulations.?’? In addition, it is reasonable to
assume that the handling of hazardous materials during project construction would be in
compliance with existing hazardous materials laws and regulations. Also, there would be no
substantial change in operations, relative to the use and/or transport of hazardous materials.

Therefore, the potential impact of hazardous materials use on individuals at the nearby Sunol

Glen Elementary School would be Less than Significant.

Impact HZ-4: The project would be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5; however, the project
would not create a hazard to the public or the environment. (Less than Significant with
Mitigation Incorporated)

The Sunol Pump Station and Sunol Yard is itself identified on regulatory agency lists compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. As described above, the site contained LUSTs.
The site has been remediated, and the case was closed as of February 15, 2012, with Site
Management Requirements that, due to the assumed continued presence of petroleum
hydrocarbons in site soils and groundwater, limit future use of the site to the current municipal

corporation yard and pump station.?13

The project would involve excavations, typically not more than 5 feet below the existing ground
surface, but up to 15 feet deep to remove the existing USTs and for installation of the wastewater
holding tanks (see Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements). Because residual soil

and groundwater contamination exists at the former site in Sunol Yard, and past uses of the site

include agriculture where the application of pesticides and fertilizers may have occurred,

contaminated soils or groundwater could be encountered; the project does not propose
excavation work at the Sunol Pump Station. As described in Section E.15, Hydrology and Water
Quality, groundwater is generally at greater depths than the planned excavations.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HZ-4, Contingency Plan for Potential Encounters

22 CCR Title 22, Division 4.5, Chapter 11, Appendix X - List of Extremely Hazardous Wastes.

23 SWRCB, 2014. GeoTracker Database. Available online at: http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov. Accessed
August 2014. .
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with Contaminated Soils or Groundwater during Construction, would reduce the impact
related to the project’s location on a listed hazardous materials site to Less than Significant with
Mitigation Incorporated, by requiring specific procedures to be followed if contaminated soils or

groundwater are encountered.

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-4: Contingency Plan for Potential Encounters with
Contaminated Soils or Groundwater during Construction

For all ground-disturbing construction work at the Sunol Yard, the SFPUC shall require
the Contractor to prepare and implement a contaminated soils and groundwater
contingency plan that prescribes activities for workers to follow when the presence of soil
or groundwater contamination is suspected, based on prior onsite investigations or on
visual observation or smell. The plan shall include but is not limited to provisions for
daily briefings of construction staff prior to grading, trenching, or other ground-
disturbing consfruction work, regarding what to look for; a list of contact persons in case
of a possible encounter with contaminated soils or groundwater; provisions for
immediate notification of the SFPUC resident engineer; notification of the applicable
local enforcement agéncy, as well as consultation with that agency; and protocols for
further action. In instances where contamination is discovered, construction activities
within 30 feet of the potentially affected area (or other distance as identified by applicable
local enforcement agency) would cease until it is determined, in coordination with the
applicable local enforcement agency, that work can proceed without the risk of injury to

persons or the environment.

The plan will outline the steps to be taken if suspected contaminated soils or
groundwater or hazardous materials are discovered during excavation. The éontingency
plan will be site specific. The procedures outlined below provide the protocols to identify
potential contamination and take appropriate action to avoid the spread of contaminants

into the surrounding environment and protect workers on-site.

The plan will include information on contamination or hazardous materials indicators

including but not limited to the following:

s Intact or broken drums and containers.

¢ Unusual odors.

e Discolored or stained water seeps or soils.

e Petroleum hydrocarbon contaminated soil and/or free product.

Case No. 2012,0054E E-178 Sunol Long Term Improvements Project



» Broken pipes or fragments or other buried debris.
s Unusual lack of or stressed vegetation.

The plan shall require the Contractor to actively monitor for the indictors.

In the event that an indicator is identified, the plan will identify required actions

including the following:

»  Stop all work within a 30 foot radius of the area where the suspect
material/emission/discharge (or other distance as identified by the applicable
local enforcement agency). Work shall not resume within a 30 foot radius of the
area unless authorized by the SFPUC resident engineer.

o Contractor staff will immediately notify the onsite Contractor site supervisor and
SFPUC resident engineer.

» The Contractor will cordon off the area as practicable with a suitable barrier (e.g.,
caution tape or orange high visibility fencing).

e SFPUC resident engineer will notify the applicable local enforcement agency that
potential contamination has been discovered and contingency action is being
implemented.

e As consistent with direction from the applicable local enforcement agency, the
Contractor will characterize the potential contamination by collecting and
submitting samples for laboratory analysis.

e In consultation with SFPUC resident engineer and the applicable local
enforcement agency, the Contractor will implement controls to isolate the
contaminated material, including prevention of migration.

¢  When the material characteristics have been established, the Contractor will
implement appropriate disposal options in consultation with SFPUC and the

local enforcement agency (e.g., removal and disposal at an appropriately licensed
landfill).

The Contractor will ensure that material hauling will be conducted in accordance with all

local, state and federal laws regarding material handling and transport.

As stated above in Section A.5.1, Facilities, the SEPUC would conduct additional soil sampling
prior to construction to further characterize soil conditions.

Impact HZ-5: The project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. (Less than Significant)

Project construction could interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan if construction activities were to involve the complete or partial closure of

important roadways, interfere with identified evacuation routes, restrict access for emergency

Case No. 2012.0054E E-179 Sunol Long Term Improvements Project



response vehicles, or restrict access to critical facilities such as hospitals or fire stations. However,
construction at the project site would occur within the limits of existing SFPUC property or
easements, and would not interfere with any important roadways. Worker trips and equipment
deliveries would cause minimal increases in traffic on public roads. Therefore, the project impact
related to interference with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan

would be Less than Significant.

Impact HZ-6: The project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving fires. (Less than Significant)

As described above, project operation would not change substantially from existing conditions,
and the proposed project would not represent an increased fire hazard over existing conditions.
During construction, the use of vehicles and equipment—as well as the temporary onsite storage
and use of small quantities of diesel fuel, gasoline, and lubricants—could pose a fire risk.
Potential sources of ignition include equipment with internal combustion engines; gasoline-
powered tools; and equipment or tools that produce a spark, fire, or flame. Smoking by
construction personnel could also be a potential source of ignition during construction. The Sunol
Yard is largely cleared of shrubs and trees, although such vegetation is present along the western

boundary.

Regulations governing the use of construction equipment in fire-prone areas are designed to
minimize the risk of wildland fires. Fire-prone areas include any forest-, brush-, or grass-covered
. land. These regulations restrict the use of equipment that may produce a spark, flame, or fire;
require the use of spark arrestors on construction equipment that has an internal combustion
engine; specify requirements for the safe use of gasoline-powered tools in fire hazard areas; and
specify fire suppression equipmént that must be provided for various types of work in fire-prone
areas. The project would also be subject to the requirements of the California Fire Code. Fire code
regulations (Chapter 14 of the California Fire Code) also address fire safety during construction.
Construction precautions against fire must include the following: prohibitions on smoking except
in approved areas; appropriate storage of materials susceptible to ignition, such as flammable
and combustible liquids, and oily rags; procedures for cutting and welding; and maintenance of

portable fire extinguishers and water for firefighting.

With adherence to these mandatory requirements, impacts related to fires from project

construction would be Less than Significant.
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Impact C-HZ: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not have a significant cumulative impact
related to hazards and hazardous materials. (Less than Significant with Mitigation
Incorporated)

Impacts could result from the project’s use of hazardous materials during construction. These
impacts would be primarily restricted to the project area and immediate vicinity; therefore, the
geographic scope for cumulative impacts from hazards includes the project area and immediate

vicinity.

The project would use common construction-related hazardous materials (fuels, lubricants, -and
solvents). All of the cumulative projects listed in Table 9 that would be constructed in the vicinity
of the pfoposed project could potentially use hazardous materials during construction. However,
as discussed in Impact HZ-1, it is reasonable to assume that hazardous materials needed for
construction would be stored and used in accordance with the applicable regulations that specify
hazardous materials storage and handling requirements, such as proper container types, spill
containment, and usage methods for minimizing the potential for releases and harmful
exposures. Regulatory requirements addressing the proper storage, use, and transportation of
hazardous materials are found in the California Fire Code, California Health and Safety Code
Hazardous Materials Business Plan regulations, and Caltrans regulations. Structures that would
be demolished are likely to contain lead based paint (LBP) and asbestos containing materials
(ACM) depending on their age. Mitigation Measure M-HZ-1, Hazardous Materials Building
Survey, would be implemented for all buildings proposed to be demolished that were
constructed prior to 1980 and that have not previously been surveyed. If LBP and/or ACM are
present, appropriate state and federal regulations regarding abatement and handling of these

materials, as well as worker safety, would be implemented.

As discussed in Section E.15, Hydrology and Water Quality (above), water quality BMPs
required by the SFPUC’s construction contract specifications and/or by compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit, would include BMPs designed to prevent
pollutants from contacting stormwater and moving off-site into receiving waters. Examples of
hazardous materials BMPs to protect surface and groundwater from possible sources of
contamination include conducting routine inspections for leaks, placing drip pans underneath
parked vehicles, protecting the ground surface with tarps in equipment and material storage
areas, storing incompatible hazardous materials separately, using secondary containment for

hazardous materials storage, keeping spill clean-up kits available on-site, designating
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appropriate sites within the construction area as refueling stations for construction vehicles, and
maintaining compliance records. Implementation of standard BMPs, through adherence to
regulations and implementation of the SFPUC’s Standard Construction Measures, in addition to
Mitigation Measure M—HZ-l, Hazardous Materials Building Survey, would serve to further
reduce impacts due to the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, below less-
than-significant levels. Because the potentially cumulative projects listed in Table 9 would be
subject to these same requirements, potential cumulative impacts from use of hazardous

materials during construction would be Less than Significant.

As discussed in Impact HZ-4, The Sunol Pump Station and Sunol Yard is itself identified on

regulatory agency lists compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. As described |
above, the site contained leaking underground storage tanks. The site has been remediated and
the case was closed as of February 15, 2012 with Site Management Requirements that limit future
use of the site to the current municipal corporation yard and pump station due to the assumed

continued presence of petroleum hydrocarbons in site soils and groundwater.?14

The project would involve excavations, typically not more than 5 feet below the existing ground
surface, but would be deeper to remove the existing USTs and for installation of the wastewater
holding tanks, up to 15 feet deep (see Section A.4.1, Sunol Corporation Yard Improvements).
Because residual soil and groundwater contamination exists at the former site in the Sunol Yard,
contaminated soils or groundwater could be encountered, which would be ‘ a significant
cumulative impact. However, the project does not propose excavation work at the Sunol Pump
Station. Nevertheless, as described in Section E.15, Hydrology and Water Quality, groundwater
is generally at greater depths than the planned excavations. In addition, implementation of
Mitigation Measure M-HZ-4, Contingency Plan for Potential Encounters with Contaminated
Soils or Groundwater during Construction, would reduce the potential impact related to the
project’s location on a listed hazardous materials site to Less than Cumulatively Considerable with
Mitigation Incorporated by requiring that specific regulatory procedures be followed if
contaminated soil or groundwater are encountered (Less than Significant with Mitigation

Incorporated).

24 Ibid.
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Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant  Mitigation ~ Significant  No Not
Topics: _ Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact  Applicable
E.17 MINERAL AND ENERGY RESOURCES —
Would the project:
a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known 1 ] 4 X |

mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- ] O ] X [
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan?

¢) Encourage activities which result in the use of E] D E [:I |:|
large amounts of fuel, water, or energy, or use
these in a wasteful manner?

Impact MER-1: The project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state. (No Impact)

A portion of the SFPUC land where the Watershed Center would be constructed is currently
leased to Mission Valley Rock Company and operated by Lehigh Hanson, an active sand and
gravel mining operation in Sunol Valley. The operation comprises active excavation areas,
maintenance and operations buildings, pits, silt/holding basins, processing facilities, and other
outdoor equipment and materials storage areas. Although the lease would need to be modified to
construct the Watershed Center at the proposed location, the area to be returned to SFPUC use
lies outside of the limit of mining defined by the lease agreement, and was never intended nor
planned to become part of the actively mined quarry.?® Furthermore, in the South San Francisco
Bay Region Aggregate Study Area, the volume of permitted aggregate reserves is 404 million
tons, which is 29 percent of the projected 50-year demand for the area.?6 Therefore, the project
would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to

the region and the residents of the state (No Impact).

25 SFPUC, 2000. Quarry Lease between City and County of San Francisco and Mission Valley Rock
Company. Alameda County, California. September.

46 California Geological Survey, 2012. Aggregate Sustainability in California. Department of Conservation. -
Map Sheet 52.
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Impact MER-2: The project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land
use plan. (No Impact)

The project site is not designated as a locally important mineral resource recovery site in the East
County Area Plan.?” Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally

important mineral resource recovery site (No Impact).

Impact MER-3: The project would not encourage activities that result in the use of large
amounts of fuel, water, or energy; or use these in a wasteful manner. (Less than Significant)

Some quantities of fuel, water, and energy would be required to construct Sunol Yard
improvements and the Watershed Center. Construction activities would not result in the use of
large amounts of these items, or use them in a wasteful manner, because the construction

contractor would have a very direct economic incentive to avoid doing so.

Three of the nine main project objectives are to:

e Reduce environmental effects and enhance energy efficiency through design and
construction of buildings conforming to California Title 24 energy use standards, and
secure LEED Gold certification for a replacement administration building, consistent
with San Francisco green building requirements for municipal construction projects;

e Revise the layout of the Sunol Corporation Yard to be more useable and efficient; and

e Secure LEED Gold certification for the Watershed Center, in accordance with San
Francisco green building requirements for municipal construction projects, and ensure
project design and construction is consistent with the California Building Standards Code
(2013), SFPUC sejsmic reliability standards, and ADA requirements (see Section A.3,

Project Purpose, above).

As a result, operation of the Sunol Corporation Yard would require less energy after project
completion, due to conforming to California Title 24 energy use standards, securing LEED Gold
certification for a replacement administration building, improving the layout of Sunol Yard to be
operated more efficiently. The Watershed Center would also be constructed to secure LEED Gold

certification, in accordance with San Francisco green building requirements. Therefore, operation

217 Alameda County Planning, 1994 [Revised 2000]. East County Area Plan. May 1994 [Revised November
2000}
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of both the improved Sunol Yard and the Watershed Center would not result in the wasteful use

of energy, and impacts would be Less than Significant.

Impact C-MER: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not have a significant cumulative impact
related to mineral and energy resources. (Less than Significant)

As stated above, the project would result in no impact on mineral resources; therefore, the project

would not contribute to any significant cumulative impact on mineral resources.

The geographic scope for potential cumulative impacts associated with the use of fuel, water, or
energy encompasses the SFPUC water and power supply system. SFPUC supplies the city and
county of San Francisco as well as others in the region with water and power. All of the cumulative
projects listed in Table 9 within the vicinity and other projects in the region would require the use
of fuel, water, or energy. The proposed project and other projects in the region would be required
to comply with the California Green Building Standards Code. Because this code encourages
sustainable construction practices related to planning and design, energy efficiency, and water
efficiency and conservation, it can be reasonably assumed that energy consumption would be
reduced compared to conditions without such regulation. As a result, potential cumulative

impacts related to the wasteful use of energy resources would be Less than Significant.
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Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: ) Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact  Applicable

E.18 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES: ’

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether
impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of
forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest
carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
—Would the project

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or U | O X dJ
Farmland of Statewide Importance, as shown
on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural D D I:]
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

c)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause D |:] [:]
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 12220(g)) or timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code
Section 4526)?

B

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of D I:] D
forest land to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing [ i X
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland
to non-agricultural use or forest land to non-
forest use? ‘

The project is not on or near any forest land or timberland. Because of this, significance

criteria 18c and 18d are not applicable.

Impact AG-1: The project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use. (No
Impact)

The project site surrounds the Sunol Water Temple Agricultural Park (see Figure 2), which is
land identified by the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program as being Farmland of
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Statewide Importance.?'8 There is additional Farmland of Statewide Importance across Arroyo de
la Laguna to the west of the project site. Although the project site surrounds the Sunol Water
Temple Agricultural Park, none of the land identified as Farmland of Statewide Importance
would be impacted by the project. Access and utilities to the Sunol Water Temple Agricultural
Park would not be altered. Because no land identified as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance would be converted to non-agricultural use, the project would

result in No Impact.

Impact AG-2: The project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a
Williamson Act contract. (No Impact)

Local governments use Williamson Act contracts to help preserve agricultural lands and
discourage urban development by reducing the property taxes a farmer would be required to pay
if the land was not under a Williamson Act contract. None of the land in or immediately
surrounding the project site is under a Williamson Act contract; therefore, No Impact to

Williamson Act contracts would result from the project.

Impact AG-3: The project would not involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use
or forest land to non-forest use. (Less than Significant)

The project would remove approximately 2 acres of land that are currently cultivated as a hay/
grain field in the southeastern part of the project site. This land (although not identified by the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance) is in a buffer area surrounding the adjacent quarry. The lease that the
current quarry operator has with SFPUC would need to be amended to allow the Watershed
Center to be constructed at the proposed location. Although 2 acres of farmland would be
converted to a non-agricultural use, it would not represent a significant loss of agricultural land
when compared to the approximately 250,000 acres of total agricultural land in Alameda County,
representing a loss of less than one-thousandth of a percent of the county total’® Therefore,

impacts associated with farmland conversion would be Less than Significant.

28 California Department of Conservation, 2013. Important Farmland Maps. July.

29 California Department of Conservation, 2013. Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, Alameda County
2010-2012 Land Use Conversion. Available online at: http://www.consrv.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/Pages/
Alameda.aspx. Accessed August 5, 2014, '
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Impact C-AG: The proposed project, in combination with past, present, and reasonable
foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not have a significant cumulative impact
related to agricultural and forest resources. (Less than Significant)

The geographic scope for potential cumulative impacts related to agricultural and forest
resources encompasses the area of the project site and vicinity, which generally includes open
space and park lands, Farmland of Statewide Importance, quarry operations adjoining the project
site to the east, and the Town of Sunol to the north. Cumulative projects listed in Table 9 above
that are located within this geographic scope include the Town of Sunol Fire Suppression Project,

the SMP-32 Quarry Operations, and the Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project.

Two of the identified cumulative projects would not convert farmland to non-agricultural use.
The addition of fire hydrants and increased flows associated with the Town of Sunol Fire
Suppression Project would not convert farmland to non-agricultural uses in the project vicinity,
aﬁd the Alameda County Fire Department Sunol Project would develop a currently undeveloped
parcel of land and would not convert farmland to non-agricultural uses. However, the SMP-32
Quarry has converted approximately 85 acres of previously cultivated lands to non-agricultural
uses since operations began in early 2006. As discussed above under Impact AG-3, approximately
2 acres of cultivated farmland would be converted to a non-agricultural use, but no Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance would be impacted by the
SLTI project. Together, the proposed project and the SMP-32 quarry operations could have a
significant cumulative impact on agricultural land in the geographic scope. However, the
project’s conversion of 2 acres of land to a non-agricultural use would not be a considerable

contribution to the cumulative impact (Less than Significant).
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Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less-than-
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No Not
Topics: Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact  Applicable
E.19 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE—-Would the project:
a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the O X | O |

environment, substantially reduce the habitat of
a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal,
or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

b) Have impacts that would be individually I:] & |:| D |:|
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future
projects.)

c) Have environmental effects that would cause D X D D D
substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Impact MF-1: The project could have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species.
(Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated)

The discussion in Section E, Evaluation of Environmental Effects, identifies potentially
significant impacts on the environment related to cultural resources, recreation, biological
resources, and hazards/hazardous materials. However, mitigation measures have been provided
to address these potentially significant project-level impacts. Implementation of the mitigation

measures would reduce the impacts to a less-than-significant level.

As discussed in Impact BI-1 in Section E.13, Biological Resources, project impacts on three
special-status species that have a moderate or high potential to occur in or adjacent to the project
site—white-tailed kite, loggerhead shrike, and San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat—would be
less than significant with implementation of the following mitigation measures: Mitigation
Measure M-BI-1a: Nesting Bird Survey Protection; and Mitigation Measure M-BI-1b:
Preconstruction Survey for San Francisco Dusky-Footed Woodrat (Less than Significant with

Mitigation Incorporated).
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Impact MF-2: The project could cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource (Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated)

As discussed in Impacts CP-1, CP-2, and CP-4, implementation of the proposed project could
result in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, an
archaeological resource, a paleontological resource, or human remains. These impacts would be
less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CP-1a: Historic Resources
Protection Plan; Mitigation Measure M-CP-1b: Preconstruction Surveys and Vibration
Monitoring; Mitigation Measure M-CP-1c: Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment
of Historic Properties; Mitigation Measure M-CP-2a: Treatment of Known Archaeological
Resources; Mitigation Measure M-CP-2b: Archaeological Monitoring and Accidental (Post-
review) Discovery of Archaeological Resources; and Mitigation Measure M-CP-4: Accidental

Discovery of Human Remains.

Therefore, impacts related to elimination of important examples of California history or

prehistory are Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Impact MF-3: The proposed project could have impacts that would be individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable. (Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated)

Section 15130 of the state CEQA Guidelines requires a reasonable analysis of the significant
cumulative impacts of a proposed project. Cumulative impact refers to “two or more individual
effects that, when considered together, are considerable or able to compound or increase other
environmental impacts.” The individual effects may be changes resulting from a single project or
an increase in the number of environmental impacts. The cumulative impact is the change in the
environment that results when the incremental impact of the project is added to closely
related past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future projects. Cumulative impacts can result
from individually minor but collectively significant projects that take place over a period of time

(CEQA Guidelines Section 15355 [a][b]).

Recently approved and reasonably foreseeable projects and planning efforts in the vicinity of the
project site are presented in Table 9, Cumulative Projects in the Sunol Long Term Improvements

Project Vicinity.

This initial study determined that the proposed project would have no impact or the criteria are
not applicable for population and housing, and wind and shadow. Therefore, the proposed

project would not contribute to cumulative impacts related to these issue areas.
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The assessment of potential cumulative impacts for the remaining environmental issue areas is
provided in the relevant subsections of Section E, Evaluation of Environmental Effects.
However, for the reasons described in Sections E.1 through E.19, with implementation of
mitigation measures to address potentially significant project-level impacts, the proposed
project’s contribution to all cumulative impacts on the environment would not be cumulatively

considerable (Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated).

Impact MF-4: The proposed project could have environmental effects that would cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. (Less than
Significant with Mitigation Incorporated)

The discussion in Section E, Evaluation of Environmental Effects, identifies potentially
significant impacts related to cultural resources, recreation, biological resources, and hazards/
hazardous materials. Of these, impacts related to recreation and hazards/hazardous materials
could adversely affect human beings. Mitigation measures have been provided in this initial
study to reduce these potentially significant project-level impacts to a less-than-significant level.
No project-level significant impacts were identified for the following environmental issue areas:
land use; aesthetics; population and housing; transportation and circulation; noise; air quality;
GHG emissions; wind and shadow; utilities and service systems; public services; geology and
soils; hydrology and water quality; mineral and energy resources; and agricultural and forest
resources. Therefore, with implementation of the mitigation measures specified in Sections E.1
through E.18, the proposed project would not result in substantial adverse effects, direct or

indirect, on human beings (Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated).

Case No. 2012.0054E E-191 Sunol Leng Term Improvements Project



F. MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures have been adopted by the project sponsor, and are necessary

to avoid potential significant impacts of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-1a: Historic Resources Protection Plan

The SFPUC shall retain a qualified engineer, in coordination with a qualified historic
architect or architectural historian, to prepare a historic resources protection plan that
specifies actions and methods that the contractor will undertake to reduce the likelihood
of accidental collision damage to the Sunol Water Temple, Carrefour, and Sunol Valley
Filter Beds when construction equipment pass in proximity to these historical resources.
The plan shall require the Contractor to monitor activities to ensure use of protective
measures. At a minimum, the plan shall address: 1) guidelines for the operation of
construction equipment near the historical resources; 2) storage of construction materials
and equipment away from the resources, as appropriate; 3) pre- and post-construction
recording of the Sunol Water Temple, Carrefour, and the Sunol Valley Filter Beds to
confirm post-construction condition; 4) requirements for monitoring and documenting
compliance with the plan; and 5) use of exclusion fencing, and/or signs and education/
training of construction workers about the protection of the historical resources. The plan
shall be reviewed and approved by the SFPUC and implemented prior to use of project
construction equipment in these three areas. In case accidental damage occurs during the
construction of the project, the plan shall also direct the Contractor to stop the work
activity that caused the damage, propose interim protection measures, and develop
repair measures. The repair measures shall be reviewed and approved by the SFPUC
prior to Contractor implementation, and will be monitored by the SFPUC for compliance

with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties.

' Mitigation Measure M-CP-1b: Preconstruction Surveys and Vibration Monitoring

Prior to construction, the SFPUC shall retain the services of a California-licensed
geotechnical engineer or similarly qualified expert in vibration effects on structures to
1) assess the potential for vibration effects on the Sunol Water Temple, Carrefour, and
Sunol Valley Filter Beds from construction activities; 2) identify pre-construction and

construction-period activities to be conducted by the contractor to monitor for and report
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on potential vibration effects, including settlement and cracking; and 3) identify
measures to be undertaken by the contractor if vibration effects are identified during
monitoring, such as stopping adverse construction activities, contractor use of alternative
construction methods that reduce the potentiali for vibratory impacts, and reduced
vehicle speeds. The SFPUC shall also implement Mitigation Measure M-CP-1c,
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties, to repair

damage to onsite historical resources caused by the project.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-1c: Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of
Historic Properties

Details of the proposed repair work to the Carrefour, including but not limited to plans,
‘draWings, and photographs of existing conditions, shall be submitted by the SFPUC to
the San Francisco Planning Department prior to implementation. An architectural
historian that meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards
within the Planning Department will review the proposed project for compliance with
the Standards. If necessary, the SFPUC shall pursue and implement a redesign of the
proposed repair work to the Carrefour to the extent feasible, so that consistency with the
Standards is achieved and/or a significant impact is avoided, as determined by the

Planning Department.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-2a: Treatment of Known Archaeological Resources

The SFPUC shall retain the services of a qualified archaeolo gical consultant, meeting the
Secretary of Interior standards for archaeology, from the pool of qualified archaeological
consultants maintained by the Planning Department Archeologist, or an alternate
archaeological consultant on approval of the ERO. The archaeological consultant shall
develop and undertake any archaeological monitoring, testing, and mitigation programs
required in connection with this Mitigation Measure, the scope and implementation of

which shall be directed and approved by the ERO or designee.220

Archaeological site CA-ALA-565/H. In consultation with the ERO or designee, the

archaeological consultant shall design and carry out an archaeological testing program at

20 San Francisco Planning Department, 2008. MEA WSIP Projects Archaeological Guidance.
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CA-ALA-565/H. The goal of the testing program shall be to provide an enhanced
delineation of the archaeological site’s structure and content in areas of planned
construction. The plan shall also detail the participation of Native American cultural
resource monitors during excavation and testing. The testing program shall be

documented to the ERO in a preapproved format.

On the basis of the testing results and in consultation with the ERO or designee, the
consultant shall prepare an Archaeological Research Design and Treatment Plan
(ARDTP) for the recovery and treatment of resources determined to be potentially
eligible to the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). The ARDTP shall
identify how data recovery and other treatments, such as development of interpretive
materials, will preserve the significant information of the archaeological resources to be
impacted by the project. That is, the ADRTP will identify what scientific/historical
research questions are applicable to the expected resource, what data classes the resource
is expected to possess, and how the expected data classes would address the applicable
research questions. The ADRTP will establish the procedures for data recovery and other
treatments, describe how the investigation will address the research issues, and specify
that the results will be provided in an Archaeological Data Recovery Report to the ERO
or designee following implementation of the ARDTP. In general, data recovery shall be
limited to the portions of the archaeological resource that could be adversely affected by
the proposed project. The ARDTP shall include the elements specified in EP’s
Archaeological Guidance #7, including goals of the plan, description of the resource,
research questions, field methods for recovering fesources, laboratory methodg, other
treatment options (i.e., interpretive programs), and details on Native American
coordination, as well as a practical work plan to carry out the program. The SFPUC shall

ensure that the provisions of the ARDTP are carried out.

Archaeological site SYIP-1. The archaeological consultant shall monitor and, as
necessary, direct the demolition of the Sunol Cottage and administration building to

better determine the vertical and horizontal extent, and potential significance, of the
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cultural deposit SYIP-1.2t The buildings shall be deconstructed in a manner that
minimizes impacts to the deposit below the crawl space; for example, by first removing
all walls and roofs above the subfloor, then carefully deconstructing the subfloor. The
SFPUC shall ensure that érchaeological resources uncovered during this process afe
protected until the ERO or designee has determined appropriate treatment. The results of

this phase of work shall be documented to the ERO in a letter report.

In consultation with the archaeological consultant, the ERO or designee shall determine if
new discoveries made during fieldwork at SYIP-1 appear to constitute historical
resources. If the ERO determines that the newly discovered archaeological resources
constitute historical resources, the ERO may require treatment such as archaeological
data recovery or the creation of an interpretive product. Treatment, if required, shall be
presented in an ADRTP, as described above, prior to implementing data recovery. The

SFPUC shall ensure that the provisions of the ARDTP are carried out.

Plan approvals and distribution. All plans and reports prepared by the consultant
further to this Mitigation Measure shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO or
designee for review and comment, and shall be considered draft reports subject to
revision until final approval by the ERO. Once approved, copies of the reports shall be
distributed as follows: the California Historical Resources Information Center (NWIC)
shall receive one copy; the ERO shall receive 