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FILE NO. 101302 | RESOLUTION NO.

[Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Improvements Project Findings]

Resolution adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
including the adoption of a mitigation monitoring and reporting program and a
statement of overriding considerations related to the Harry Tracy Water Treatment
Plant Long-Term Improvements Project No. CUW36701, part of the Water System
Improvement Program, for the improvements to the regional water supply system; and

directing the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action.

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) has developed a
project description for the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant ("HTWTP") Long-Term
fmprovements Project, Project No. CUW36701, a water infrastructure project included as part
of the Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP") (the "Project”). The Project is located
on 52.3 acres in an unincorporated area of San Mateo County. A small portion of the site is
within the City of Millbrae. The Project includes treatment process improvements and other
upgrades to the plant such as pipeline distribution, access, and site improvements. The
treatment process will generally be the same. The primary differences will be to solids
handling, whereby solids from the sludge holding tank will be transferred to a solids
dewatering facility before being trucked off site, and to the treated water storage, which will
oceur in a single new tank north of the main plant site instead of fwo tanks southeast of the
main plant; and

WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are fo support the facility’s role within the
SFPUC regional water system with respect to water quality, seismic response, and delivery
reliability through the year 2030, and fo produce adequate water supply to meet water delivery

needs in the service area through the year 2018, while maximizing the use of existing SFPUC
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facilities and infrastructure, maintaining a gravity-driven system, and allowing for timely
construction of proposed facilities. Further, the proposed projeét aims to improve water
treatment in the Peninsula region by ensuring that locally stored water is.potable, improving
delivery reliability by installing redundant features, and improving seismic reliability through
structural reinforcements and slope stabilization measures; and

WHEREAS, An environmental impact report (‘EIR”) as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") was prepared for the Project in Planning Department File
No. 2007.1202E; and |

_ WHEREAS, The Final EIR ("FEIR") was certified by the San Francisco Planning

Commission on October 14, 2010 by Motion No. 18197; and

WHEREAS, The FEIR prepared for the Project is tiered from the WSIP Program
Environmental Impact Report ("PEIR") certified by the Planning Commission on October 30,
2008 by Motion No. 17734; and | |

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

WHEREAS, On October 15, 2010, the SFPUC, by Resolution No. 10-0176, a copy of
which is included in Board of Supervisors File No. 101302 . and which.is incorporated
herein by this reference: (1) approved the P;joject; (2) adopted findings (CEQA Findings),
including a statement of overriding considerations, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP) required by CEQA; and |

WHEREAS, The Project files, including the FEIR, PEIR and SFPUC Resolution No. 10-
0176 have been made available for review by the Board and the public, and those files are

considered part of the record before this Board; and

* San Francisco Public Utilities Commission *
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WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the information
and findings contained in the FEIR, PEIR and SFPUC Resolution No. 10-01786, and all written
and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public, relevant public
agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the Project; and

WHEREAS, This Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. 0092-10 that placed
WSIP appropriated funds on Controller's Appropriation Reserve, by project, making release of
appropriation reserves by the Controller subject to the prior occurrence of. (1) the SFPUC's
and the Board's discretionary adoption of CEQA Findings for each project, following review
and consideration of completed project-related environmental analysis, pursuant to CEQA, the
State CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, where
required, and (2) the Controller's certification of funds availability, including proceeds of
indebtedness. The ordinance also placed any project with construction costs in excess of
$100 million on Budget and Finance Committee reserve pending review and reserve release
by that Committee. Therefore, the SFPUC has sent a letter to the Budget and Finance
Commitiee requesting review and release of the portion of those funds necessary for Project
No. CUWS36701; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the FEIR
and record as a whole, finds that the FEIR is adequate for ifs use as the decision—«makiﬁg
body for the action taken herein including, but not limited to, approval of the Project and
adopts and incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein the CEQA Findings,
including the statement of overriding considerations, and the MMRP contained in Resolution
No. 10-0176; and be it |

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board finds that the Project mitigation measures set
forth in the FEIR and the MMRP and adopted by the SFPUC and herein by this Board will be

implemented as reflected in and in accordance with the MMRP; and be it

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

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board directs the Clerk of the Board to forward this

Resolution to the Controller.

* San Francisco Public Utlities Commission *
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

1390 Market Street, Suite 1150, San Francisco, CA 94102 (415) 552-9292
FAX (415) 2562-0461

Qctober 28, 2010
TO: Budget and Finance Committee
FROM: Budget and Legislative Analyst

SUBJECT: November 3, 2010 Budget and Finance Committee Meeting

Item File : Page

4 &5 10-1297 Reserved Funds — San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission - $290,496,495
10-1302 Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Improvements
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING NOVEMBER 3, 2010

Hems 4and 5
Files 10-1297 and 101302

'EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Department:
Public Utilities Commission (PUC

Legislative Objectives
e File 10-1297: Request to release $290,496,495 reserved by the Budget and Finance Comtnittee
to fund the construction of the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Project.

e TFile 10-1302: Resolution adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) for the HTWTP Project, and directing the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to notify
the Controller of this action.

Key Points

o Asof April 13, 2010, the Board of Supervisors has appropriated a total of $359,063,409 for the
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Project, including (a) $54,091,322 in various
appropriations, which are currently unreserved, and (b) $304,972,087 in appropriated and
reserved funds (File 10-0337).

e File 10-0337 placed the entire appropriation of $304,972,087 on two separate but overlapping
reserves including (a) a Budget and Finance Committee reserve, and (b) a Controller’s reserve
pending approval of Environmental Impact Reports (EIRs) prepared pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

o The HTWTP Project, one of the 86 separate capital improvement projects under the PUC’s
Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) is designed to provide increased water delivery
capacity and seismic reliability throughout the Hetch Hetchy water system. '

Fiscal Impact

e The PUC’s current estimated cost of $352,500,000 for the HTWTP Project, is $6,563,409 or 1.8
percent less than the $359,063,409 previous estimated cost.

e As of September, 2010, out of the $54,091,322 in previously appropriated and unreserved
funds, the PUC has expended $32,585,432, such that the PUC (a) has $21,505,8590 in available
unreserved and unexpended funds, and (b) still needs an estimated $319,914,568 ($352,500,000
in total estimated project costs less $32,585,432 previously expended). The PUC anticipates
funding the additional needed $319,914,568 by expending (a) $21,505,890 in available
unreserved and unexpended funds, and (b) $298,408,678 from the $304,972,087 which is
currently on reserve.

e The PUC inadvertently requested release of $290,496,495, instead of the correct needed
$298,408,678 for the HTWTP Project. Approval of the correct requested release of
$208,408,678 would still leave $6,563,409 remaining on Budget and Finance Committee
reserve ($304,972,087 less $298,408,678).

e The $319,914,568 in total estimated needed expenditures include (a) $279,255,000 (including a
ten percent contingency) for construction costs, and (b) $40,659,568 for non-construction costs.
Of the $40,659,568 in total estimated needed non—co_nstruction costs, the PUC anticipates

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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expending (2) $21,505,890 in available unreserved and unexpended funds, and (b) $19,153,678
of the requested release of $298,408,678 for estimated additional needed non-construction
expenditures. Actual construction costs will be known after construction bids are received on
December 9, 2010. '

Recommendations -

e Increase the requested release of reserve funds by $7,912,183, from the requested incorrect
amount of $290,496,495 to $298,408,678 (File 10-1297).

« Replace the existing Budget and Finance Committee reserve on the requested $298,408,678
with a Controller’s réserve, and request the Controller, after receiving supporting documentation
from the PUC, to release the amount of construction funds equal to the lowest responsive
construction bid received by the PUC, plus a ten percent construction contingency.-

e Release the estimated additional needed non-construction amount of $19,153,678 (the total
requested release amount of $298.408,678 less $279,255,000 in estimated additional needed
construction costs).

) Rét;uest the Controller to return any remaining unneeded funds to a Budget and Finance
Committee reserve.

o Approve the proposed resolution adopting the findings under (CEQA) (File 10-1302).

MANDATE STATEMENT/BACKGROUND

Mandate Statement

Section 3.3 of the City’s Administrative Code provides that the committee of the Board of
Supervisors that has jurisdiction over the budget (ie., Budget and Finance Committee) may
place requested expenditures on reserve which are then subject to release by the Budget and
Finance Committee. '

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), any public agency that
makes a discretionary decision to approve a project that has a potential to result in a direct
physical change in the environment must comply with CEQA by adopting specific findings
prior to the approval of the project. The Board of Supervisors previously placed a Controller’s
reserve on the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Project under the PUC’s Water System
Improvement Program (WSIP), pending adoption of the CEQA findings after reviewing the
individual project’s Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Under CEQA, the Board of
Supervisors cannot delegate this responsibility to review the CEQA analysis before it makes its
decision to fund specific projects.

Background

The PUC’s Water System Improvement Program (WISP) is a series of 86 separate capital
improvement projects designed to provide increased water delivery capacity and seismic

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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reliability throughout the Hetch Hetchy water system. The 86 individual projects are categorized
into five geographic regions and standalone projects, and have a current total estimated cost of
$4,527,000,000, including financing costs.

On November 4, 2002, the voters of San Francisco approved Propositions A and E, which, in
combination, authorized the PUC to issue an unlimited amount of Wastewater and Water
Revenue Bonds, without subsequent voter approval, subject to approval by the Board of
Supervisors, for PUC capital improvements related to water, wastewater, and power facilities.

As of April 13, 2010, the Board of Supervisors had previously appropriated the $359,063,409 in
total estimated costs of the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Project, including (a)
$54,091,322 in various appropriations, which are currently unreserved, and (b) $304,972,087 in
appropriated and reserved funds (File 10-0337). File 10-0337 placed the entire appropriation of
$304,972,087 on two separate but overlapping reserves including (2) a Budget and Finance
Committee reserve, and (b) a Controller’s reserve pending approval of Environmental Impact
Reports (FIRs) prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) treats water pumped from the Peninsula for
delivery to customers in Northern San Mateo County and San Francisco. According to the WSIP
Regional Projects Quarterly Report for the 4™ Quarter of FY 2009-2010, the HTWTP Project
will increase the capacity of the HTWTP from 120 million gallons per day to 140 million gallons
per day and improve seismic reliability following a major earthquake. The HTWTP Project
includes: (a) extensive seismic, hydraulic, and electric upgrades throughout the Plant, (b) five
new filters, (c) improvements to the washwater and sludge handling systems, (d) a new 11
million gallon treated water reservoir, and (e) associated piping and equipment replacement.

The PUC anticipates construction commencing on April 4, 2011 and ending November 20, 2015,
According to Mr. Carlos Jacobo, Budget Director at the PUC, the completion date has been
delayed by approximately five months, from June 12, 2015 to November 20, 2015, due to
identified seismic risks associated with the discovery of the Serra Fault underneath the two
existing water reservoirs. According to Mr. Jacobo, discovery of this Fault resulted in the PUC
deciding to abandon the two existing .water reservoirs located directly above the Fault and
instead construct a new water reservoir and associated facility improvements.

DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

Of the total estimated project costs of $359,063,409 previously appropriated by the Board of
Supervisors for the HTWTP Project, $304,572,087 is subject to two separate and overlapping
reserves: (1) a Budget and Finance Committee reserve, and (2) a Controller’s reserve pending the
~ approval of EIR findings under CEQA.

The PUC is now requesting the release of $298,408,678 (the PUC inadvertently requested the
release of $290,496,495) out of the total existing $304,972,087 on Budget and Finance

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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reserve to fund the total estimated remaining project costs of $319,914,568 associated with the
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Project (File 10-1297).

The additional needed $21,505,890 ($21,505,890 in funds previously appropriated by the Board
of Supervisors and not reserved) plus the correct requested amount of $298,408,678 previously
appropriated and reserved by the Board of Supervisors equals the total additional estimated
needed funds of $319,914,568.

The PUC is also requesting that the Board of Supervisors adopt findings under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Project, and
direct the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action, such that the
Controller can remove the overlapping separate reserve on the $304,972,087, which was
previously appropriated and reserved by the Board of Supervisors for the HTWTP Project (File
10-1302). _ '

According to Mr. Jacobo, the PUC’s letter to the Board of Supervisors dated October 15, 2010,
requesting the release of reserved funds inadvertently requested the release of $290,496,495,
instead of the correct needed amount of $298,408,678. Therefore, the Budget and Legislative
Analyst refers to the correct amount of $298,408,678 that is actually needed for release from
Budget and Financé Committee reserve, in the remainder of this report.

M. Jacobo further notes that the PUC’s letter also inadvertently identifies the Harry Tracy Water
Treatmént Plant Project as the New Irvington Tunnel Project.

Approvéi of this request would result in the release of $298,408,678 of funds from Water
Revenue Bond proceeds previously appropriated and placed on Budget and Finance Committee
reserve by the full Board of Supervisors.

As discussed above, the Board of Supervisors has previously appropriated $359,063,409 for the
total estimated costs of the PUC’s Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Project, including (a)
$54,091,322 in various appropriations which are currently unreserved, and (b) $304,972,087
appropriated on April 13, 2010 (File 10-0337) which is currently on two separate and
overlapping reserves: (1) a Budget and Finance Committee reserve, and (2) a Controller’s
reserve pending the approval of EIR findings under CEQA.

The Budget and Legislative Analyst notes that although the original estimated Harry Tracy
Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Project cost was $359,063,409, as of September 2010, the
updated Project costs are $352,500,000, a reduction of $6,563,409 or 1.8 percent. Mr. Jacobo
stated that this reduction in Project costs results from a refinement of the Project costs as the
Project design progressed.

As shown in Table 1 below, as of September, 2010, the PUC had expended $32,585,432 for
project management, planning, design and environmental review of the HTWTP Project, such

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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that an estimated $319,914,568 in Project costs are still needed to fund the total estimated project

costs of $352,500,000.
Table 1: Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term Improvement Estimated Project Costs
Current Total Estimated Total Estimated
Project Expenditures as of Previously Additional Needed
September 2010 Expended Expenditures
Project Management $8,786,000 $5,738,345 $3,047,655
Planning 4 816,000 4,815,793 207
Environmental Review 2,422,000 1,835,431 586,569
Design 20,127,000 20,195,863 (68,863)
Bid and Award 685,000 0 683,000
Consfruction Management 36,255,000 0 36,255,000
Close-Qut 154,000 0] 154,000
Non-Construction Cost Subtotal $73,245,000 $32,585,432 $40,659,568
Construction Cost 279,255,000 0 279,255 600
Total $352,500,000 532,585,432 $319,914,568

Given that the PUC has expended $32,585,432 out of the $54,091,322 which was previously
appropriated by the Board of Supervisors and not reserved, $21,505,890 is available for
remaining project expenditures. As shown in Table 2 below, the PUC intends to fund the
remaining HTWTP Project costs of $319,914,568 with (a) $21,505,890 in unexpended and
unreserved funds which were previously appropriated by the Board of Supervisors, and (b) the
requested release of $298,408,678.

Table 2: Requesied Reserve Release Amount
Previously Appropriated by the Board of Supervisors $54,091,322
Less Previousty Expended (see Table 1) 32,585,432
Available Funds $21,505,850
Requested Release of Reserved Funds - 298,408,678
Total Estimated Additional Needed Expenditures (see Table 1) $319,914,568

As also shown in Table 1 above, the total estimated non-construction costs are $40,659,568. In
order to fund the $40,659,568 in total estimated needed non-construction costs, the PUC
anticipates expending (a) $21,505,890 in available unreserved and unexpended funds, and (b)
$19,153,678 of the requested release of $298,408,678 for estimated additional needed non-
construction expenditures.

As also shown in Table 1 above, the total estimated construction costs are $279,255,000.
According to Mr. Jacobe, the PUC issued a Request for Proposal (RFP) on October 15, 2010 for
construction of the HTWTP Project, with bids due by December 9, 2010. Therefore, the actual
construction costs will not be known until December 9, 2010. The Budget and Legislative
Analyst notes that approval of this construction contract is not subject to Board of Supervisors’
approval because the PUC is authorized to award construction contracts, using the City’s normal

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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competitive bidding procedures, without subsequent Board of Supervisors approval, in
accordance with Section 9.118(b) of the City’s Charter.

The PUC is also requesting the Board of Supervisors approval of the proposed resolution (File
10-1302) to adopt the findings included in the CEQA-required environmental report for the
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Project. According to Mr. Jacobo, the San Francisco
Planning Commission approved the CEQA-required environmental report on October 14, 2010.
Mir. Jacobo advises that the environmental mitigation work and project modifications required by
environmental permits are not anticipated to alter the current total estimated project cost of
$352,500,000 for the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Project, as identified in
Table 1 above.

In addition to the Budget and Finance Committee’s reserve on funds previously appropriated by
the full Board of Supervisors under File 10-0337, the Budget and Finance Committee and the
full Board of Supervisors also placed a separate and overlapping Controller’s reserve on the
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Project, which requires an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), pending adoption of the
CEQA findings by the Board of Supervisors.

The PUC is therefore requesting (File 10-1302) that the Board of Supervisors adopt the findings
in accordance with CEQA for the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Project. File 10-1302
would also direct the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action,
such that the Controller can remove the overlapping separate reserve on the $304,972,087
previously appropriated by the Board of Supervisors.

Approval of the proposed resolution would result in removal of the Controller’s reserve on
$304,972,087, such that no funds will remain on Controller’s reserve. Approval of the requested
release of $298,408,678 from the separate Budget and Finance Committee reserve would leave a
remaining balance of $6,563,409 on reserve ($304,972,087 total on reserve less $298,408,678
requested release) on Budget and Finance Committee reserve. Mr. Jacobo noted that while the
PUC does not currently anticipate requesting release of the $6,563,409 which would remain on
Budget and Finance Committee reserve for the HTWTP Project, the PUC may request such
funds be released from reserve at a later date to pay for unanticipated WSIP project cost
increases in the future.

The Budget and Legislative Analyst notes that the agenda for the Budget and Finance Committee
meeting on November 3, 2010 includes a proposed resolution to approve a settlement agreement
between Skyline Stables Corporation and the PUC (Item 6, File 10-1357). According to Mr.
Jacobo, the terms of the settlement would impact the requested approval of EIR findings.
However, because consideration of such a settlement is scheduled to occur in closed session, the
terms of such a settlement are not included in this report. Mr. Jacobo noted that the $650,000
cost of the related settlement is included under the $3,047,655 in remaining Project Management
costs shown in Table 1 above.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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[POLICY CONSIDERATION

The actual construction costs will not be known until after the PUC receives
construction bids, which are currently due on December 9, 2010

The Budget and Legislative Analyst notes the Board of Supervisors could continue the
requested release of reserve funds until after the PUC receives the construction bids for the
HTWTP Project, which are currently due on December 9, 2010. If the subject request is
continued until late December, 2010 or early January of 2011, the actual amount to be released
would then match the actual award of the construction contract (including a contingency), plus
the remaining non-construction costs of $19,153,678 (the total requested release amount of
$298,408,678 less $279,255,000 in estimated additional needed construction costs as shown in
Table I above), rather than being based on an estimate of the costs as provided by the PUC.

However, according to Mr. Jacobo, continuing the subject request could result in delays to the
HTWTP Project due to (a) potential extensions in the current December 9, 2010 construction
bid deadline’ and (b) the holiday season in December when the Board of Supervisors may not
be in session. Mr. Jacobo advises that the PUC wants to award a construction contract for the
HTWTP Project in Jate December 2010, in order to maintain the project’s schedule.

As such, the Budget and Legislative Analyst instead recommends replacing the Budget and
Finance Committee reserve on the requested $298,408,678 with a Controller’s reserve, and
instructing the Controller, after receiving supporting documentation from the PUC, to release the
amount of construction funds equal to the lowest responsive construction bid received by the
PUC, plus a ten percent construction contingency’. The Budget and Legislative Analyst also
recommends releasing the remaining needed amount of $19,153,678 for non-construction costs
(the total requested release amount of $298,408,678 less $279,255,000 in estimated additional
needed construction costs).

The Budget and Legislative Analyst further recommends that the Controller return any
remaining funds to a Budget and Finance Committee reserve.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Increase the requested release of reserved funds by $7,912,183, from the requested
incorrect amount of $290,496,495 to $298,408,678 (File 10-1297).

' According to Mr. Jacobo, while an extension of the Decermber 9, 2010 bid deadline is not currently anticipated,
other WSIP Project construction contract bid deadlines have been extended due to factors which were unforeseen at
the time the deadline was established such as changes to the scope of work.

% According to Mr. Jacobo, a ten percent construction contingency is the standard construction contingency included
in all WSIP project construction budgets, and that the above-noted $279,255,000 (see Table 1 above) estimated
construction cost already includes a ten percent contingency.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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2. Replace the existing Budget and Finance Committee reserve on the requested
$298,408,678 with a Confrolier’s reserve, and request the Controller, after receiving
supporting documentation from the PUC, to release the amount of construction funds
equal to the lowest responsive construction bid received by the PUC, plus a ten percent

construction contingency.

3. Release the estimated additional needed non-construction amount of $19,153,678 (the
total requested release amount of $298,408,678 less $279,255,000 in estimated additional

needed construction costs).

4. Request the Controller to return any remaiﬁing unneeded funds to a Budget and Finance

Committee reserve.

5. Approve the proposed resclution adopting the findings under (CEQA) (File 10-1302).

Supervisor Avalos
Supervisor Mirkarimi
Supervisor Elsbernd
President Chiu
Supervisor Alioto-Pier
Supervisor Campos
Supervisor Chu
Supervisor Daly
Supervisor Dufty
Supervisor Mar
Supervisor Maxwell
Clerk of the Board

Cheryl Adams

Controller
Greg Wagner
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TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
FROM: Nathan Purkiss, 554-3404

DATE: 10/15/10

SUBJECT: Two ltems for introduction, Including a Release Reserve Letter
and a Resolution adopting CEQA findings related to the Harry
Tracy Water Treatment Plant

Please find the original and 4 copies of two items for introduction, including 1)
release reserve letter and 2) Board of Supervisors resolution; both relating to the
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) long term improvements project, as
well as supplemental materials. The entire packet includes:

e
“ 1. Letter requesting a release of reserve funds for $290,496,495 for WSIP
. Project CUW367 HTWTP Long Term Improvement.
2. Board of Supervisor's Resolution adopting CEQA findings for Project
CUW367 HTWTP Long Term Improvement.
V'3, Signed copy of SFPUC Commission Resoclution 10-0176, and the SFPUC
Agenda ltem related to this resolution.
:”; 4. Draft EIR for Project CUW367 HTWTP Long Term Improvement.
/.5. Comments and Responses to Draft EIR
6. Attachment A HTWTP CEQA Findings _
/7. Attachment B HTWTP Mitigated Monitoring and Reporting Program

Please schedule these two items together for the Budget and Finance
Committee, and contact us if you need any additional information on these items.

Departmental representative to receive a copy of the adopted

resolution:
[
2l

Name: Nathan Purkiss Phone: 554-3404

Interoffice Mail Address: 1155 Market Street, 11" Floor
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTIONNO. 10-0176

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff have
developed a project description under the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for the
improvements to the regional water supply system, otherwise known as Project No. CUW36701,
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Long-Term Improvements Project (Project); and

WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to support the facility’s role within the
- SFPUC regional water system with respect to water quality, seismic response, and delivery
reliability through the year 2030, and to produce adequate water supply to meet water delivery
needs in the service area through the year 2018, while maximizing the use of existing SFPUC
facilities and infrastructure, maintaining a gravity-driven system, and allowing for timely
construction of proposed facilities. Further, the proposed project aims to improve water treatment
in the Peninsula region by ensuring that locally stored water is potable, improving delivery
reliability by installing redundant features, and improving seismic reliability through structural
reinforcements and slope stabilization measures; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC intends to implement a number of design measures under the
Project to meet seismic reliability goals of sustaining limited damage following a major seismic
event and to be able to deliver 140 mgd within 24 hours of such an earthquake event. After
careful evaluation of design alternatives, the design approach of retrofitting and strengthening
some of the existing facilities and constructing new relocated facilities onsite is the most
reasonable approach from a constructability, economic and public safety standpoint, for the
reasons set forth in the September 2010, SFPUC report entitled "Geotechnical Design Rationale
for the Design of Improvements for the SFPUC Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term
Improvements Project,” a copy of which is included in the Project file and incorporated herein by
reference; and :

WHEREAS, On October 14, 2010, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered
the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in Planning Department File No. 2007.1202E,
consisting of the Draft EIR and the Comments and Responses document, and found that the
contents of said report and the procedures through which the Final EIR was prepared, publicized
and reviewed complied with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code and
found further that the Final EIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City and
County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and objective, and that the Comments and
Responses document contains no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and certified the
completion of said Final EIR in compliance with CEQA. and the CEQA Guidelines in its Motion
No. 18197;and

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained in
the Final EIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public,
relevant public agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the Project
and the EIR; and



WHEREAS, The Project and Final EIR files have been made available for review by the
SFPUC and the public in File No. 2007.1202E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San
Francisco, California; and those files are part of the record before this Commission; and

WHEREAS, The Project is an improvement facility project approved by the SFPUC as
part of the WSIP; and

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

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

WHEREAS, The Final EIR prepared for the Project is tiered from the PEIR, as
authorized by and in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and

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

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as required by CEQA, (CEQA
Findings) and a proposed Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), which
material was made available to the public and the Commission for the Commission’s review,
consideration and action; and

WHEREAS, The Project may require the SFPUC General Manager to apply for and
execute various necessary permits, consents and encroachment permits with CalTrans, San
Mateo County, City of Millbrae, and City of San Bruno (collectively, Local Agencies) and those
permits shall be consistent with SFPUC existing fee or easement interests, where applicable; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC has issued easements, leases, permits, or licenses to certain
parties to use for various purposes portions of City and County of San Francisco (City) owned
property along the SFPUC right-of-way where the Project work will occur, and in some
instances other parties hold property rights or interests on lands on, along, over, under, adjacent
to or in the vicinity of the right-of-way, and it may be necessary for the General Manager, or his
designee, to (a) exercise rights under any such deed, easement, lease, permit, or license or (b)
negotiate and execute new or amended easements, leases, permits, licenses, or encroachment
removal or other project related agreements or consents (each, a Use Instrument) with owners or
occupiers of property interests or utility facilities or improvements on, along, over, under,
adjacent to or in the vicinity of, City property with respect to uses and structures, fences, and
other above-ground or subterranean improvements or interests, orchards, trees, or ‘other
vegetation, or to implement Project mitigation measures or accommodate Project construction
activities and schedule; and :

WHEREAS, The SFPUC, on April 25, 2006 adopted Resolution 06-0069 approving a
lease agreement between the City and Skyline Stables Corporation (Lease) for a horse stabling
operation on a portion of the 55.63 acre tract of land also known as the Harry Tracy Water
Treatment Plant, said portion containing 13.2 acres, more or less, as shown on the Exhibit B to




the Lease (Premises), subject to the Rights Reserved to City with respect to the Lease Premises
“t0 use, operate, maintain, repair, enlarge, modify, expand, replace and reconstruct the SFPUC
Facilities; ™ and

WHEREAS, Notwithstanding the best efforts of the SFPUC to achieve the WSIP and
Project objectives in a manner that would not disturb the Skyline Stables Corporation use of the
Lease Premises, in order for the Project to proceed as herein approved, the General Manager will
have to exercise rights under the Lease as necessary to implement the Project. The General
Manager may also, in compliance with Government Code Section 7260 et seq., undertake the
process for possible acquisition of an interest in real property pertaining to that Lease held by
Skyline Stables Corporation, if any. Given the critical nature of the public safety improvements
that will be achieved through the Project, it is in the public interest to grant the General Manager
authority to negotiate and execute agreements with Skyline Stables Corporation, its shareholders,
subtenants and licensees, as necessary, to secure possession of the SFPUC property to expedite
implementation of the Project, subject to Board of Supervisors approval, if required; provided,
however, any such agreements must be consistent with SFPUC plans and policies, and all
applicable laws; and

WHEREAS, Implementation of the Project will involve consultation with, or required
approvals by, state and federal regulatory agencies, including but not limited to the following:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries
Service, California Department of Transportation, California Department of Fish and Game, San
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, and Bay Area Air Quality Management
District (collectively, Regulatory Agencies); now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, This Commission has reviewed and considered the Final EIR, finds that the
Final EIR is adequate for its use as the decision-making body for the actions taken herein, and
hereby adopts the CEQA Findings, including the Statement of Overriding Considerations,
attached hereto as Attachment A and incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this
reference thereto, and adopts the MMRP attached to this Resolution as Aftachment B and
incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto, and authorizes a request
to the Board of Supervisors to adopt the same CEQA Findings, Statement of Overriding
Considerations and MMRP; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby approves Project No.
CUW36701, Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term Improvements Project and
authorizes SFPUC staff to proceed with actions necessary to implement the Project consistent
with this Resolution, including advertising for construction bids, provided, however, that staff
will return to seek Commission approval for award of construction contract(s); and be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED, The General Manager will confer with the Commission during
the negotiation process on real estate agreements and financial assurances, as necessary, and
report to the Commission on all agreements submitted to the Board of Supervisors for approval.
Notwithstanding the authority granted to the General Manager by this Resolution, the General
Manager is not authorized to dispose of any right-of-way ‘or other SFPUC interest in real
property, in any manner, including by sale, trade or transfer, without approval by the SFPUC
pursuant to Charter Section 8B124; and be it



FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to apply for and execute various necessary permits, encroachment permits or other
agreements, with CalTrans and Local Agencies, which shall be consistent with SFPUC's existing
fee or easement interests, where applicable. To the extent that the terms and conditions of the
permits will require SFPUC to indemnify the respective jurisdictions, those indemnity
obligations are subject to review and approval by the San Francisco Risk Manager. The General
Manager is authorized to agree to such terms and conditions, including but not limited to those
relating to maintenance, repair and relocation of improvements, that are in the public interest,
and in the judgment of the General Manager, in consultation with the City Attorney, are
reasonable and appropriate for the scope and duration of the requested use as necessary for the

Project; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to exercise any right as necessary under any deed or Use Instrument and negotiate and
execute new or amended Use Instruments, if necessary for the Project and subject to any
applicable approvals, with owners or occupiers of property interests or utility facilities or
improvements on, along, over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the SFPUC right-of-way,
in a form that the General Manager determines is in the public interest and is acceptable,
necessary, and advisable to accommodate Project construction activities and schedule, carry out
Project-related mitigation measures, and to otherwise effectuate the purposes and intent of this
Resolution, in compliance with the Charter and all applicable laws, and in such form approved
by the City Attorney; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to exercise any right under the Lease between the City and Skyline Stables Corporation
as necessary to implement the Project, including but not limited to the Rights Reserved to City
with respect to the Lease Premises “to use, operate, maintain, repair, enlarge, modify, expand,
replace and reconstruct the SFPUC Facilities.” The General Manager may also, in compliance
with Government Code Section 7260 et seq., undertake the process for possible acquisition of an
interest in real property pertaining to that Lease held by Skyline Stables Corporation, if any.
Given the critical nature of the public safety improvements that will be achieved through the
Project, this Commission grants the General Manager authority to negotiate and execute
agreements with Skyline Stables Corporation, its shareholders, subtenants and licensees, as
necessary, to secure possession of the SFPUC property to expedite implementation of the
Project, subject to Board of Supervisors approval, if required; provided, however, any such
agreements must be consistent with SFPUC plans and policies, in compliance with the Charter
and all applicable laws, and in such form approved by the City Attorney; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to consult with, or apply for, and, if necessary, seek Board of Supervisors' approval,
and if approved, to accept and execute permits or required approvals, and to execute such other
agreements as may be necessary to implement permit terms and conditions or otherwise comply
with the regulatory requirements of the Regulatory Agencies, including terms and conditions that
are within the lawful authority of the agency to impose, in the public interest, and, in the
judgment of the General Manager, in consultation with the City Attorney, are reasonable and
appropriate for the scope and duration of the requested permit or approval, as necessary for the
Project; and be it




FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, ot his
designee, to enter into any subsequent additions, amendments or other modifications to the
permits, licenses, encroachment removal agreements, leases, easements, and other Use
Instruments, rteal property agreements, financial assurances, transmission agreements,
memorandum of agreements, or amendments thereto, as described herein, that the General
Manager, in consultation with 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, subject to Board of
Supervisors' approval, where required, 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 October 15, 2010

Secretary, Public Utilfties Commission






/O30

AGENDA ITEM
public Utilities Commission
I City and County of San Francisco.
PR
DEPARTMENT Infrastructure AGENDA NO. 13

MEETING DATE October 15, 2010

Approve Projectt Regular Calendat
Julig Labonte ‘

Project No. CUW36701, Approve Project, Harey Traey Water Treatment Plant Long~
Term Improvements Project

Summary of Approve Water Enterprise, Water System Improvement Program
 Proposed (WSIP) Project No. CUW36701, Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant
Commission Action: | (HTWTP) Long-Term Improvements Project (Project); adopt the
' required California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) findings,
wcluding a Statement of Oveiriding Considerations, and the
Mitigation Monitoring. and Reporting Program (MMRP); and
authorize the General Manager to Implement the Projeet, in
compliance with the Charter and. applicable law, and subject to Board
of Supeivisors approval where required, including the-following:

1. Obtain from the California Department of Tiransportation, San
Mateo. County, City. of Millbrae and City of San Brutie, as necessary,
encroachment permits, consents, or other permits for temporary
construction activitigs.

2. Exercise any City or Sag Franeisco Public Utilities Commission
(SFPUC or Commission) right under any deed, easernent lease,
perruit, or license as necessary; and negotiate and execute with owners
ot occupiers of property interests or utility facilities or itaprovements
on, along, over, under, adjacent fo, or in the vicinity of the SFPUC's
right-of-way, new or amended ecasement, lease, permit, license,.
encroachment-removal or other project related agreements, if
neeessary {or the Preject. This authorization includes the autherity to
exercise any rights under that Lease Agreement between the City and
Cotinty of San Francisco (City) and Skyline. Stables Corporation
(Tenant), appraved by SFPUC Resolution 06-0069, (Lease) including
but not limited. to the Rights Reserved to City with respect to the
Lease Premises “to use, operate, maintain, repair, enlarge, modify,
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Agresment: Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term Irmprovements PmJec:i:
Commission Meeting Dater October 15, 2010

expand, replace and reconsteuct the SFPUC Pacilities,” as necessary to
implement the Project. The General Manager may also, in compliance
with Government Code Section 7260 et seq., undertake thegprocess for
possible acquisition of an interest in real property pertaining to that
Lease held by Skyline Stables Corporation, if any. The Geneial
Manager is also authorized to negotiate and execute agreements with
Skyline Stables Corporation, its sharcholders, sublénants and
licensees, as necsssary, to secure possession of the SFPUC propesty to
expedite implementation of the Project, subject t0 Board of
Supervigors approval, if required; provided, however, any such

agreements must be consistent with SFPUC plans and policies, and afl
applicable laws.

3. Obtain permits or approvals from, or enter into other agreeménts
with state and federal régulatory ageneies, including but not lirnited
tor  U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers, State Historic Preservation
Officer, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries
Service, California Department of Fish and Game, San Franeisco
Regional Water Quality Comitrol Board, California Department of
Toxic and Substance Control; and Bay Area Air Quality Management
Distriet, and enter into agreements with third parties as necessary to
implement conditions of those permits or approvals,

Notwithstanding the authority granted to the Geneéral Manager by this
Resolution, the General Manager is not autherized to dispose of any
teal property, in any manner, including by sale, trade or transfer,
without approval by the SFPUC pursuant to Charter Section 88124
Implementation actions will include advertising for construction bids
for the project. However, the Commission will confirm award of
constmmon cotifract(s) at.a future date.

Background:

The Project is one of the key regional projects to be completed as part
of the WSIP. Approval of these actionis will allow the SFPUC to
proceed with public safety impr{ivemmts to the regional water System
that will increase the system’s overall seismic reliability, delivery
reliability, and water supply reliability for the regional water system.

The HTWTP is located on 52.3 actes in an unincorporated area of San
Mateo County. A small portion of the site is within the City of
Millbrae. The HTWTP is an important component of the SFPUC
regional water system providing treatment of raw water from the San
Andreas Reservoir to serveé SFPUC customers in northern $an Mateo.
County and San Francisco, Originally constructed in 1972, the
HTWIP was expanded in 1987 and 1992 to provide a sustained
treatment capagity of 180 mgd However, due to decreased raw water
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Egreemant: Harry Tracy Water  .abtment Plant Long=Term Imoravements Frafec,
Commission Meating Datel Ocltober 15, 2040

quality and hydraulic. limitations; the plant i3 currently unable to
achieve its maximum-rated capacity to moet the WSIP delivery
relizbility goal, or a sustained treatment capacity of 140 mgd after an
carthquake to meet the WSIP seismic reliability geals. Ad%ft%iﬁnally, a
seismic assessment determined that several striwctural and slope
stabilization measures. ave needed for the plant to meet the WSIP
seismio veliability goals.

The Project would implement treatment process improvements and
other upgrades to the plant such as pipeling distribution, dccess, and
site improvements. The treatrhent process would generally be the
sare, The primary differences would be with the solids handling,
wherely solids from the sludge holding tank would be transfeired to a
solids dewatering facility before being trucked off site; and with the |
treated water storage, which would oceur in asingle new tank north of
the mair- plant sito instead of two tanks southeast of the main plant.
The constraction project should be compléted within four years of the
commencement of construetion,

The primary goal of the proposed project is to support the facility’s
role within the SEPUC regional water system with respect to water
quality, seismic response, and delivery reliability through the. year
2030, and to produce adequate water supply to meet watér delivery
needs in the service area through the vear 2018, Purther, the proposed
project aims o improve water treatment in the Peninsula region by
“ensuring that locally stored water is potable, improving delivery
reliability by installing redundant featores, and improving sefsmic.
reliability through structural reinforcements and slope stabilization
measires.

The specific objectives of the proposed project include the following:

= Inereate water delivery reliability;

e Improve seismic reliability;

s Maximize the use of existing SFPUC facilities and infrastructure;

s Moaintain a gravity-driven system; and

= Allow for timely construction of proposed facilities.

The WSIP identifies the HTWTP as a key facility for meeting WSIP
level-of-service goals: The project weuld enable the HTWTP fo fulfill

its role as an important component of the SFPUC regional water
system and contribute. to system-wide achievement of WSIP level-of- |




’ : {

Agresament: Harry Tracy Waber Treatment Plant Long-Térm Irﬁprovementé Pioject
Commission Meeting Date: October 15, 2010

service goals.
The Project objectives relate directly to the following WSK’ g,oals and
objectives (SFPUC Resolution No, 08-200):

o Sefvmic Reliability. Deliver basic service to the three regions in
the service ares within 24 houts after a major earthquake and
restore. facilities to- meet avetage-day demand within 30 days
after a major earthquake.

¢ Delivery_Religbility. Provide operational flexibility to allow
planned. maintetianee shutdowns of individual facilities without
mtermptmg custormer sarvxce, pmwde operational flexibility to
minimize the risk of service interruption from unplanned facility
upsefs or outages; provide operatmnai fexibility and system
capacity to replénish local reservoirs as needed; and meet the
estifnated average annual demand under the conditions of one
planned shutdown of a major facility for maintenance concurrent
with one unplanned facility ontage.

s Water_Quality. Design improvements te meet current and
foreseeable future federal and state water quality requirements,
provide clean, unfiltered water otiginating from Fetch Hetuhy

“Reservoir and filter all other surface water sources and continue
o implement watershed protection measures,

o Water Supply Reliability, Meet dry~year delivery neceds while
limiting: rationing to a maximum 20 percent system-wide
reduction in water service during extended droughts.

Result of Triaction:

The SFPUC will not be able to proceed with plans to implement the

Project. This will restrict the ‘SF_PUG"S ability to reliably meet
customer demands aftér a major seismic event, during a drought, or
during major maintenance activities, The HTWTP would not meet

SFPUCs WSIP level of service objectives for this facility, and the

plant would continug to be unable to achieve its designed sustained
treatment capacity of 140 mgd after an earthquake to meet the WSIP
seismic reliability goals. The structural reinforcéments and slope
stabilization measures would not be authotized.

Description of
Project Action:

1. In order to move forward with the Project, the Commission must
review and consider the certified Final Environmental Impact Report
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Agreemants Hafry Tracy Weate,  sabmient Plant Long-Teres Imiprovernents Projec.
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(ETR), and adopt the Project CEQA Findings, including the Statement
of Overtiding; Considerations, and the MMRP. The Final RIR was
provided to each member of the Copimission. The Figal BIR was
prepared by the San Francisco Planning Department. '

The Final EIR identified and analyzed Project-specific significant
impaéts and found potentially significant impacts within the resource
areas of aesthetics, cultural and  paleontological resources, |
fransportation and circulation, noise and vibration, air quality and
climate change, utilities and setrvice systems, biological resources,
geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, hazards and
hazardous materials, and cumulative impaets. Potentially significadt
impacts will be reduced to a less than significant level by
imiplementing the mitigation measures in the Final BIR and the
MMRP during the design, construction, and post-construction phases,
except for those potentially significant and unavoidable impacts
caused by the Project and identified in the Final EIR. These
potentially significant and unavoidable impacts include:

s Tempotary increase in traffic load on roadways caused by |
constructionrelated, vehicle trips and résultant impact on
roadway level of service during construction (only during AM |
peak hour at the: intersection of [-280 on-and. off-ramps at
Cunningham Drive) '

« Temporary increase in-ambient noise levels on and around the
project area during construetion (only for relining the Sunset
Branch pipeline)

o Bxposure of people to or generation of noise levels in excess
of local standards established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards. of other agencies during
construction (enly for relining the Sunset Branch pipeline)

e Construction emissions of criteria pollutants

o Cumulative teaffic increases on local and regional roads

s Cumulative increases in noise

¢ Cumulative incréases in exmissions in the region
The Projeet is also a component of the WSIP and will contribute to the
significant and unavoidable water supply impacts of the WSIP. Those
signifieant and upavoidable impacts include:

e TIndirect growth inducement impacts in the SFPUC service
areay . .
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» Potential effects on water flow along the Alameda Creek
below the Alameda Creek Diversion Dam; (NOTE: The
Calaveras Dam Replacement Project CEQA agalysis has
indicated that this impact is no longer considered significant
ancl unavoidable; because the Final EIR for Calaveras has not
yet been cettified, SFPUC still conservatively assumes that
this, impact continyes to be significant and unavoidable as the
WSIP Programmatic Envirommental Impaet Report (PEIR)
originally concluded.)

» Fisheries (Upper and Lower Crystal Springs [{eservmr)
Effects in the Peninsula watershed on fishery resources in
Crystal Springs Reservoir in San Mateo County (NOTE: The
Lower Crystal Springs Dam Improvements Project CEQA
analysis has indieated that this impact is no longer considered
significant and unavoidable; because the Final EIR for LCSDI
was not scheduled for a Planning Commission determination
on the certification of that Final EIR until October 7, 2010,
SFPUC still conservatively agsumed that this impact continues
to. be significant and unavoidable as the WSIP PEIR originally
concluded.)

The CBEQA Findings contain a Statement of Overfiding
Considerations justifying Project approval notwithstanding the
potential for significant and unaveidable impacts, as autherized by
CEQA. The CEQA Findings and MMRP aie attached as Attachments
A and B, respectively, to the Commission Resolution. for this agenda
item.

2. Upon approval of the ij-eét, SFPUC staff will proceed to
implement the Project, including advertising for construction bids and

obtaining necessary agrcements and permits:  Staff will seek |

Commission approval to award of constructioft contract(s) at a future
date.

3. The Project may require that the SFPUC seek permits, consents
and/or other agreements from CalTrans, San Mateo County, City of
Millbrae, and City of San Bruno for various permits for temporary
construction activities in or around local roadways. These permits
shall be consistent with SFPUC existing fee or easement interests,

where applicable. To. the extent that the {erms. and conditions of the |

required permits or instriments ‘will require SFPUC to indemnify
other parties, those indemnity obligations are subject to review and
approval by the San Francisco Risk Manager, The Cominission
Resolution will authorize the General Manager to agree to such other
terms and conditions (e, maintenance, repair, and relocation of
improvements) that are in the public interest, are consistent with the
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SFRPUC's existing rights, and in the judgthent of the General Manager,
it consultation with the City Attorney, are reasonable and appropriate
for the scope and duration of the requested use. N

4, For portions of the City-owned SFPUC right-of-way where the
Project work will occur, the SFPUC bas issued easements, leases,
permifs; or licenses: to certain parties to use the right-of-way for
various purposes; and in some instances other parties hold property
rights: or interests on lands along, over; under, adjacent to or in the
vicinity of the right-ofiway that may be affected by the Project. The
Resolution authorizes the General Manaper, or his designee, tor (i)
exercise any Cify or SFPUC right under any deed, easement, lease,
permit, or license as necessary ot advisable in connection with the
Project; and (ii) negotiate and exectite’ with owners or vccupiets of
propeity interests or utility facilities or improvements, on, along, over,
under, adjacent to or in the vicinity of, the SFPUCs right-of-way, new
or amended easements, leases, permits, licenses, encroachment
removal or other project related agresments (each, a Use Tnstrument)
with respect to uses and structures, fences, and other above-ground or
subterfanesn improvements or interests, orchards, trees, or other
vegetation. The General Manager's authority so granted will include
the, authority, if necessary for the Project, to enter into, amend, or
exercise rights under existing or new Use Instruments with any owner
or occupier of property on, along, over, under, adjacent o or in the
vicinity of the SFPUC right-of-way, including Use Instruments.
required, to accommiodate project construction activities or schedule,
or to implement Project mitigation measutes. Any suech new or
amended Use Instrument will be in a form that the General Manager
determines is in the public interest and is. acceptable, necessary, and
advisable to effectuate the purposes and intent of this Commission
Résolution, and in compliance with thé Charter and all’ applicable
laws, and approved as to form by the City Attorney. '

5. Implementation of the Project may involve consultation with, or
required approvals by, state and Tederal regulatory agencies, including
but not. limited to the following: U.8. Army Corps of Ehginesis, State
Historic Praservation Officer, U.8, Fish & Wildlife Service, National
Marine Fisheries Service, California Department of Fish and Game,
San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board, California
Department of Toxic and Substance Control, and Bay Arca Air
Quality Management District (collectively Regulatory Agencies). The.
Resolution authorizes the General Manager to apply for, and if
necessary, seek Board of Supervisors' approval, and, if approved,
accept and execute required approvals by these Regulatory Agencies,
and to negotiate and execute agreements with third parties as
necessary 1o comply with or implenrent the conditions of approval
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imposed by those Agencies. To the extent that the ferms and
conditions of the required approvals, or related agreements, will
requite SFPUC to indemnify other parties, thoses-indemnity
obligations are subject to review and approval by the San Francisco
Risk Manager. The Resolution authorizes the General Manager to
agree to such terms and conditions that are within the lawful authority
of the agency td impose, in the public interest, and, in the judgment of
the General Manager, in consultation with the City Attomey, are
reasonable and appropriate for the scope and duration of the required
approval, as necessary for the Project.

The San Francisco Planning Commission certified # Final EIR for

Environmental _

Review: Project No. CUW36701, on October 14, 2010.

Recommendation: SFPUC staff recommends that the Commiss.'ibh”aciopii- the attached
resolution. .

Attachments: " SFPUC Resolution

1

2. Attachment A: CEQA Findings

3. Attachment B: Mitigation Moniforing and Reporting Program
(MMRP)
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

City-and County of 8an Francisco N

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, The San Frandisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff have
devefoped a project. description under the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for the
improvements to the regional water supply system, otherwise known as Projeet No: CUW36701,
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Long-Term Improvements Project (Project); and

WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to support the facility’s role within the
SFPUC regional water system with respeet to water quality, seismie response, and delivery
relxabtlity ﬂlrough the year 2030, and to produce adequate watér supply to mest water delivery
needs in fhe service area through the year 2018, while maximizing the use of existing SFPUC
facilities: and infrastrocture, maintaining 4 gravity-driven system, and. allowing for timely
constroetion of proposed facilities. Further, the proposed project aiims to 1mpmve water treatment
in- the Peninsula region by ensuring that locally stored water is potable, improving delivery
reliability by installing redundant features, and improving seismie reliability th:zoug,h stroetural
reinforcements and slopé stabilization measures; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC mtends to impleient a number of demgn measures under the
Project to meet seismic reliability goals of sustaining limited damage following a majer seismic
event and to be able to deliver 140 migd within 24 howrs. of such an earthquake event. After
sareful evaluation of design alternativés, the design approach of retrofitting and strengthenmg
some of the existing facilities and constriieting new relocated facilities onsite- ts the most
reasonable approach fiom 2. constructability, economic. and public safety standpoint, for the
reasons set forth in the September 2010, SFPUC ieport entitled "Geotechnical Design Rationale
for the Design of Improvements for the SFPUC Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term
Improvements Project,™ a copy of which is included in the Project file and incorporated herein by
peference; and

WHEREAS On QOctober: 14, 2010, the Planning Commission réviewed and considered
the Final Environmental Timpact. Report (EIR) in Planning Department: File No. 2007.1202E,
consisting of the Diaft EIR and the Comments and Responses doeument, and found that the
contents of said report and the procedures thrcugh which the Final EIR was prepared, publicized
and reviewed complied with the: provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the CEQA. Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code and
found fuither that the Final EIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City and
County of San Franeisco, is adequate; acouraie and objective, and that the Comments and
Responses document. contains no significant. revisions to the Draft EIR, amd certified the
completion of said Final EIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA. Guidelines in its Motion
No. and

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained in
the Final EIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning Department; the public,
relevant public agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the. Project
and the BIR; and
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WHEREAS, The Project and Final EIR files have been made available for review by the
SFPUC and the public in File No. 2007.1202E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San
Francisco, California; and those files are part of the record before this Commission; aad

WHEREAS, The Project is an improvement facility project approved by the SFPUC as
part of the WSIP; and

WHEREAS, A Final Programmatic: Environmental Tmpact Report (PEIR) was propared
for the WSIP and certified by the Plaiining Cominission on October 30, 2008, by Motion No.
17734; and

WHEREAS, Thereafter, the SFPUC approved the WSIP and adopted findinigs and a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ag required by CEQA on Qctober 30, 2008, by
Resolution Ne. 08-200; and

WHEREAS, The Final EIR prepared for the Project is tiered from the PEIR, as
authorized by and in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and

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

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as required by CEQA, (CEQA
Findings) and a proposed Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), which
material wag made available to the public and the Commission for the Commmsmn § review,
consideration and action; and

WHEREAS, The Project may require the SFPUC General Manager to apply for and.
exceute various. necessary permits, consents and eneroachinent permits with CalTrans, San
Mateo County, City of Millbrag, and City of San Biuno (collectively, Local Agencies) and those
permits shall be consistent with SFPUC existing fee or easement interests, where applicable; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC has issued easements, leases, permits, or licenses to certain
parties to- use for various purposes portions of City and County of San Francisco (C;ty) owned
property. along the SFPUC right-ofsvay where. the Project work will occur, and in some
instances other parnes hold property rights or interests on lands on, along, over, under, adjacent
to or in the vicinity of the right-of-way, and it may be necessary for the General Manager, or his.
designee, 10 (2} exercise rights under any such deed, casement, Eeaseg-, permit, or license or (b)
negotiate and execute new: or amended easements, leases, permits, licenses, or encroachment
removal or other project related agreements or consents (cach, a Use Instrument) with owners or
ocoupiers of property fnterests or utility facilities or improvements on, along; over, under,
adjacent to or in the vicinity of; City property with respect to uses amd structures, fences, and
other above-ground or sublerranean improvements or interests, orchards, trées, of other
vegetation, or to implement Project mitigation measures or accommodate Project canstruction
activifies and schedule; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC, on Apnl 25, 2006 adopted Resolution 06-0069 approvmg a
lease agreement between the City and Skyline Stables Corporation (Lease) for a horse stabling
operation on & portion: of the 55.63 acre tract of land also known as the Harry Tracy Water
Treatment Plant, said portion containing 13.2 acres, mote or lesy, as shown on the Exhibit B to




the Lease (Premises), subject to the Rights Reserved to City with respect to the Lease Premises
“to use, operate, maintair, repair, enlarge, modify, expand, replace and reconstruct the: SFPUC
Facitities; " and g

WHERBAS, Notwithstanding the: best efforts of the SFPUC to achieve: the WSIF and.

Project objectives in a manner that would not disturl the SKyline Stables Corporation use of the
Lease Premises, in order for the Projeet to proceed as hetein approved, the General Manager will
have to exercise rights under the Lease as necessary to implement the. Project. The General.
Manager may also, in compliance with Government Code Section 7260 et seq., undertake: the
process for possible acquisition of an interest in real property pertaining to that Lease held by
Skylihe Stables Corporation, if any. Given the eritical nature of the publie safety Improvements:
that will be achieved through the Project, it is.in the publie interest to grant the General Manager
authotity to negotiate and execute agreements-with Skyline Stables Corporation, its sharcholders,
subtenants and Hoensees, as necessary, to secure possession of the SFPUC propesty to expedite
implementation of the: Project, subject to Board of Supervisors approval, if requived; provided,
howevet, any such agreements riust bé consistent with SFPUC plans and policies, and all
applicable laws; and '

WIHEREAS, Jmplementation of the Project will involve consultation, with, or required
approvals by, state and federal regulatory agencies, including but not limited to the following:
U.S: Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Matiné Fishéries:
Service, California Departient of Transportation, California Department of Fisli and Géame, San
Francisco RBay Regional Water Quality Conirol Board, and Bay Area Air Quality Management
District (collectively, Regulatory Agencies); naw, therefore; be it

RESOLVED, This Commission has reviewed and considered the Findl EIR, finds that the
Final EIR is adequate for its use as the decision-making body for the actions taken herein, and
hereby adopts the CEQA Findings, including the Statement of Overriding Considerations;
attiached heteto as Attachment A and Incorporated herein as part of this' Resohition by this:
reference thereto, and adopts the MMRP attached t¢ this Resolution as Attachment B ahd
incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto, and authorizes a request
to the Board of Supervisors to adopt the same CEQA Findings, Statement of Overriding
Considerations and MMRP; and be it

~ FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby approves Project. No.
CUW36701, Hatry Tracy Water Treatmert Plant Long-Term Improvements Projeet and

authorizes SFPUC staff fo proceed with actions necessaty to implement the Project consistent: .

with this Resolution, including advertising for construction bids, provided, however, that staff
will return to seek Commission, approval for award of construction contract(s); and be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED, The General Manager will confer with the Commission during
the negotiation process on real estate agreements and financial assurances, as necessary, and
report to the Commission on all agreements submitted to the Board of Supervisors for approval.
Notwithstanding the authority granted to the General Manager by this Resolution, the General
Manager is not authorized to dispose: of any right-of-way or other SFPUC inferest in real
property, in any manner, including by sale, trade or transfer, without approval by the SFPUC
pursuant t¢ Charter Section 8B124; and be it
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or hig
designee, to apply for and exevute varidus necessary permits, encroachment petmits or other
agreements, with CalTrans and Loeal Agencies, which shall be consistent with SFPHE's existing
fee or casement interests, where applicable. To the extent that the terms and conditions of the
permits will require SFPUC to indemnify the respective jurisdictions; those indemnity
obligations are subject to review and approval by the San Francisco Risk Managér, The General
Manager is authorized to agree to, such terms and conditions, including but not limited to those
wlaﬁng to maintenance, tepair and reldeation of lmprovements that are: in the public interest,
and in the judgment of the General Manager, in consultation with the City Aftorney; are
reasonable and appropriate for the seope and duration of the requested use as necessary for the
Project;and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
desigriee, to exercise any right as necessary under any deed of Use Instrument and negotiate and
execute new or amended Use Instruments, if necessary for the Project and subject to any
applicable approvals, with owsers or occupiers of property interests or utility facilities or
1mpmvements on, along; over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the SFPUC right-of-way,
in a form that the General Manager detérmines is in the public interest and' is acceptable,
necessary, and advisable to accommodate Project consgfruction activities and schedule, carty out
Projectrelated mitigation measures, and to otherwise effectuate the purposes and intent of this
Resolution, in compliance with. the Charter and. all applicable laws, and in such: form approved
by the City Attorney; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the Genéral Manager, or his
designes, to éxercise any right under the Lease bétween the City and Skyline Stables Corporation
a8 necessary to implement the Project, including but not Timited to the Rights Reserved to City
‘with respect to the Lease Premises “to use, operate, maintain, repair, enlarge, mofhiy, expand,
replace and reconstruct the SFPUC Facilities.” The General Manager may alse, in comphanc&
with Government Cade Section 7260 ef seq., undertake the process for possible acquisition of an
interest in real property pertaining to that Leédse held by Skyline Stables Cotpotation, if any.
Given the oritical nature of the public safety improvements that will be achieved through the
Project, this Commission grants the General Manager authority te: negotiate and execute
agreements with Skyline Stables Corporation, ifs sharcholdérs, subtenants and licensees, as
necessary, to secure possession of the SFPUC property to expedite implementation of the
Project, subject to. Board of Supervisors approval, if required; provided, however, any such
agreements must be consistent with SEPUC plang and policies, in compliance with the Charter
and all applicable Taws, and in such form approved by the City Attorey; and be it '

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Comuission authorizes the General Matager, or his
designee, to consilt with, or apply for, and, if nécessary, seek Board of Supervisory' approval,
and if approved, to accept and execute permits or required approvals; and 1o execute suelt other
agreements as may be necessary to implement permit terms and conditions or etherwise comply:
with the regulatory requirements of the Regulatory Agencies, mcludmg terms and conditions that
are within the lawful authority of the agency to impose, in the public interest, and; in the
judgment of the General Manager, in consultation with the City Attorngy, are reasanabie and
appropriate for the scope and duration of the requested permit or approval, as necessary for the
Project; and be it
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authotizes the Genetal Manager, or his
designee, to enter into any subsequent additions, amendments. or other modifications to the
permits, licenses, encroachment removal agreemenis, leases, easements, and, other Use:

Instruments, veal property agreements, financial assurances, tratismissioh agreements,

memorandum of agreeinents, or amendments therets, as deseribed hérelr, that the General
Manager, in consuliation with 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 de
not materially increase the obligations or liabilities of the SFPUC or the City, subject to Board of
Supervisors' approval, where required, 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 Publie Utilities
Commission at its meeting of October 15,2010 .

Secretary, Public Utilities Commission
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ATTACHMENT A

HARRY TRACY WATER TREATMENT PLANT LONG-TERM IMPROVEMENTS
PROJECT

: CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT FINDINGS:
. FINDINGS OF FACT, EVALUATION OF MITIGATION MEASURES AND
ALTERNATIVES, AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

In determining to approve the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term Improvements
Project (“Project”) described in Section I, Project Description below, the San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission (“SFPUC”) makes and adopts the following findings of fact and decisions
regarding the Project description and objectives, significant impacts, mitigation measures and

~ alternatives, and adopts the statement of overriding considerations, based on substantial evidence
in the whole record of this proceeding and under the California Environmental Quality Act

- (“CEQA"™), California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., particularly Sections
21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA (“CEQA Guidelines™), 14
California Code of Regulatlons Sections 15000 et seq., particularly Sections 15091 through
15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco ive Code. These findings comprise
Attachment A to SFPUC Resolution No. :f HT 8 ("SFPUC Approval Resolution"),
dated October 15, 2010. The SFPUC adopts these flndmgs as part of the SFPUC Approval
Resolution and has incorporated these findings therein by reference.

This docmﬁent is organized as follows:

Section I provides a description of the Project proposed for adoption, the environmental review
process for the Project, the approval actions to be taken and the location of records;

‘Section I 'identifies the impacts found not to be significant that do not require mitigation;

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

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

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

Section VI presents a statement of overriding considerations setting foith specific reasons in
support of the Commzssmn s actions and its rejection of the alternatives not mcmporated into the
Pro;ect

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") containing the mitigation
measures that have been proposed for adoption is attached as Attachment B to the SFPUC
Approval Resolution. The MMRP is required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines
Section 15091. The MMRP provides a table setting forth each mitigation measure listed in the
Final Environmental Impact Report for the Project ("Final EIR") that is required to.reduce or
avoid a significant adverse impact. The MMRP also specifies the agency resporisible for
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implementation of each measure and establishes monitoring actions and a monitoring schedule,
The full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in the MMRP.

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

L APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT
A, Project Description

By this action, the SFPUC adopts and implements the Project identified in the Final EIR to
upgrade the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant ("HTWTP") to meet water quality and delivery
reliability goals, improve seismic reliability, and implement other improvements to the HTWTP
such as pipeline distribution, access and site improvements. The treatment process would
generally be the same even with the proposed improvements. The primary differences would be
to solids handling, whereby solids from the sludge holding tank would be transferred to a solids
dewatering facility before being trucked off site, and to the treated water storage, which would
occur in a single new tank north of the main plant site instead of two tanks southeast of the main
plant (see Draft EIR Chapter 3). ‘

B. Project Ohjectives

The HTWTP is an important component of the SFPUC regional water system providing
treatment of raw water from the San Andreas Reservoir to serve SFPUC customers in northern
San Mateo County and San Francisco. Originally constructed in 1972, the HTWTP was
expanded in 1987 and 1992 to provide a sustained' treatment capacity of 180 mgd. However, due
to decreased raw water quality and hydraulic limitations, the plant is currently unable to achieve
either; (1) its maximum-rated capacity, which would enable the HTWTP to meet the Water
System Improvement Program's ("WSIP") delivery reliability goals, or (2) a sustained treatment
capacity of 140 mgd after an earthquake to meet the WSIP seismic reliability goals.
Additionally, the SFPUC conducted a seismic assessment of the HTWTP and determined that
several structural and slope stabilization measures were needed for the plant to meet the WSIP
seismic reliability goals (see Final EIR, Chapter 3).

The overall purpose of the Project is to support the facility’s role within the SFPUC regional
water system with respect to water quality, seismic response, delivery reliability, and water

supply. o
The specific objectives of the Project include the following:

» Increase water delivery reliability.
¢ Improve seismic reliability.
* Maximize the use of existing SFPUC facilities and infrastructure.

¢ Maintain a gravity-driven system.

! “Sustained treatment capacity” is defined as the plant cap‘acity when the largest piece of
equipment is out of service for each process train, not including physical or passive equipment.
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s Allow for timely construction of proposed facilities.

In addition, the Project is part of the SFPUC’s Water System Improvement Program (“WSIP”)
adopted by this Commission on October 30, 2008, by SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200. The
WSIP consists of over 70 local and regional facility improvement projects that would increase
the ability of the SFPUC’s water supply system to withstand major seismic events and prolonged
droughts and to meet estiated water-purchase requests in the service areas through the year
2018. The regional water system consists of water conveyance, treatment, and distribution
facilities, and delivers water to retail and wholesale customers. The Project also serves to meet
several of the WSIP goals and objectives for the overall regional water system by helping to (1)
upgrade the seismic standards of critical facilities to improve seismic reliability and to reduce the
system’s vulnerability to earthquakes; (2) improve water delivery reliability under a variety of
operating conditions by improving overall operations of the system; and (3) contribute to
meeting projected water supply demand through 2018 during both non-drought and drought
periods (see Draft EIR Chapter 3).

C. Environmental Review
1. Water System Improvement Project Environmental Impact Report

On October 30,2008, the SFPUC adopted the regional Water System Improvement Program (the
"WSIP"). The WSIP will i improve the regional system with respect to water quality, seismic
response, water delivery and water supply to meet water delivery needs in the service area
through the year 2018 and establish level of service goals and system performance criteria. The
program includes a water supply strategy and modifications to system operations, and
“construction of a series of facility improvement projects spanning seven counties, including
Tuolumne, Stanislaus, San Joaquin, Alameda, Santa Clara, San Mateo and San Francisco. The
Project, one of the facility improvement projects adopted as part of the Phased WSIP Variant, is
within the Peninsula Region of the WSIP and is located in San Mateo County.

To address the potential environmental effects of the WSIP, the San Francisco Plarmmg
Department prepared a Program EIR ("PEIR"), which was certified by the San Francisco
Planning Commission on October 30, 2008 (Motion No. 17734). The PEIR evaluated the
environmental 1mpacts of the WSIP's water supply and system operations strategy at a project-
level of detail, and it evaluated the environmental impacts of the WSIP's facility improvement
projects at a program-level of detail. The PEIR conteinplated that additional project-level
environmental review would be conducted for the facility 1mprovement projects, including the
Project.

2. HTWTP Long-Term Improvements Project Environmental Impact Report

Pursuant to and in accordance with the requirements of Section 21094 of the Public Resources
Code and Section 15152 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Final EIR prepared for the Project,
described below, tiers from the PEIR and incorporates by reference the relevant analyses of the
PEIR with respect to the WSIP's impacts and mitigation measures. The Final EIR summarizes
and incorporates by reference the PEIR's analysis of the impacts associated with the WSIP's
water supply strategy, including the PEIR analysis and conclusions regarding impacts on the
SFPUC's watersheds and growth inducement impacts. The implications of the Project were
analyzed and considered in sufficient detail in the PEIR's analysis of water supply and growth
inducement impacts.

In accordance with Sections 15063 and 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the San Francisco
Planning Department, as lead agency, prepared a Notice of Preparation (“NOP™) and conducted .



scoping meetings for the EIR (see Appendix A of the Draft EIR). The NOP was circulated to
local, state, and federal agencies and to other interested parties on May 23, 2008, initiating a
public comment period that extended through June 23, 2008. o

As indicated in the NOP, the EIR addressed the full range of environmental impacts of the
Project. The NOP included a preliminary list of the potential environmental impacts related to
the following resource topics: biological resources; cultural resources; geology, soils and
seismology, hydrology and water quality, and traffic. The NOP provided a general description of
the proposed Project, location, and objectives (see Appendix A of the Draft EIR for a copy of the
NOP). -

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15083, the San Francisco Planning Department held a
public scoping meeting on June 10, 2008, at Meadows Elementary School in Millbrae,
California. The purpose of the meeting was to present the proposed Project to the public and to
solicit public input regarding Project issues of concern to the community, and identify -
environmental effects and potential alternatives to be considered in the environmental review
process. Atténdees were provided an opportunity to voice comments or concerns regarding
potential effects of the Project.

Based on the sign-in sheet for the meetings, approximately 18 people unrelated to the Project
team or staff attended the public scoping meeting. The transcript of the public scoping meeting
is presented in Appendix A of the Draft EIR. :

In addition to comments received during scoping meeting, the San Francisco Planning
Department received written comments in the form of 24 letters or emails. The comment
inventory is included in Appendix A of the Draft EIR. Comments received addressed
environmental issues such as aesthetics, traffic, biological resources, cultural resources, water
quality, public services, hazardous materials, and seismic safety. Comments also addressed loss
of the existing horse stables, project alternatives, permitting requirements, and the relationship of
the Project to WSIP goals. ‘ :

The San Francisco Planning Department then prepared the Draft EIR, which describes the
Project and the environmental setting, identifies potential impacts, presents mitigation measures
for impacts found to be significant or potentially significant, and evaluates HTWTP Long-Term
Improvements Project Alternatives. The Draft EIR analyzes the impacts associated with each of
the key components of the Project, and identifies mitigation measures applicable to reduce
impacts found to be significant or potentially significant for each of those key components. It
also includes an analysis of two alternatives to the proposed Project. In assessing construction
and operational impacts of the Project, the EIR considers the impact of the Project and the
cumulative impacts associated with the proposed Project in combination with other past, present,
and future actions with potential for impacts on the same resources. ‘

Each environmental issue presented in the Draft EIR is analyzed with respect to significance
criteria that are based on the San Francisco Planning Department Major Environmental Analysis
Division (“MEA™) guidance regarding the environmental effects to be considered significant.
MEA guidance is, in turn, based on CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, with some modifications.

The Draft EIR was circulated to local, state, and federal agencies and to interested organizations
and individuals for review and comment on April 1, 2010, for a 45 day public review period,
which closed on May 17, 2010. Public hearings on the Draft EIR to accept written or oral

- comments were held in Millbrae on April 29, 2010, and in San Francisco on May 13, 2010.
During the public review period, the San Francisco Planning Department received 970 written
comments sent through the mail, haid delivery, fax, or email, and 32 verbal comments from
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speakers at the two public hearings. A court reporter was present at each of the public hearings,
transcribed the oral comments verbatim, and prepared written transcripts.

The Comments and Responses (“C&R”) document was published on September 24, 2010, and it
included copies of all of the comments received on the Draft EIR as well as individual responses
to those comments. The C&R provided additional, updated information and clarification on
issues raised by commenters, as well as the consultant, SFPUC and Planning Departmeht
experts. The Planning Commission reviewed and considered the Final EIR, which includes the
Draft EIR, the C&R document and all Errata Sheets, and all of the supporting information. The
Final EIR provided augmented and updated information on analysis presented in the Draft EIR,
including (but not limited to) the following topics: project description, plans and policies, land
use, aesthetics, cultural and paleontological resources, transportation and circulation, nosie and
vibration, air guality, recreation, and cumulative impacts. In certifying the Final EIR, the
Planning Commission determined that the Final EIR does not add significant new information to
the Draft EIR that would require recirculation of the EIR under CEQA because the Final EIR
contains no information revealing (1) any new significant environmental impact that would result
from the Project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented, (2) any.
substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental impact, (3) any
feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously
analyzed that would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the Project, but that was rejected
by the Project’s proponents, or (4) that the Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically
inadequate and conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment were

precluded. This Commission concurs in that determination.

The Final EIR fully analyzed the Project proposed for approval herein. No new impacts have
been identified that have not been analyzed in the Final EIR.

The Custodian of Records is Karen Frye and the records may be found in the files for SFPUC
Project No. CUW36701 in the Burcau of Environmental Management, San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission, 1145 Market Street, San Francisco, California 94102.

D. Approval Actions

1. Planning Commission Actioné

On October 14, 2010, the Planning Commission certified the Final EIR.

2. Public Utilities Commission Actions

The San Francisco Public Utilities Comrmission is taking the following actions and approvals to
implement the Project:

» Adopt these CEQA findings and the attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program.

¢ Approve the Project, as described herein.
3. San Francisco Board of Supervisors Actions
e The Planning Commission’s certification of the Final EIR may be appealed to the Board
of Supervisors. If appealed, the Board of Supervisors will determine whether to uphold

the certification or to remand the Final EIR to the Planning Department for further
review., '



"& The San Francisco Board of Supervisors approves an allocation of bond monies to pay
for implementation of the Project.

4, Other—Federal, State, and Local Agencies

Implementation of the Project mitigation measures will involve consultation with or required
approvals by other local, state and federal regulatory agencies, including, but not limited to, the
foliowing: ' :

Federal Aviation Administration
California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Public Health
California Department of Transportation
Cal/OSHA :
San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
Bay Area Air Quality Management District '

San Mateo County Public Works Agency

San Mateo County '

City of Millbrae

City of San Bruno
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To'the extent that the identified mitigation measures require consultation or approval by these
other agencies, this Commission urges these agencies to assist in implementing, coordinating or
approving the mitigation measures, as appropriate to the particular measure,

E. Findings About Significant Environmental Impacts And Mitigation Measures

The following Sections II, Il and IV set forth the SFPUC’s findings about the Final EIR’s
determinations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures
proposed to address them. These findings provide the written analysis and conclusions of the
SFPUC regarding the environmental impacts of the Project and the mitigation measures included
as part of the Final EIR and adopted by the SFPUC as part of the Project. To avoid duplication
and redundancy, and because the SFPUC agrees with, and hereby adopts, the conclusions in the
Final EIR, these findings will not repeat the analysis and conclusions in the Final EIR, but
instead incorporates them by reference herein and relies upon them as substantial evidence
supporting these findings. '

In making these findings, the SFPUC has considered the opinions of SFPUC staff and experts,
other agencies and members of the public. The SFPUC finds that the determination of
significance thresholds is a judgment decision within the discretion of the City and County of
San Francisco; the significance thresholds used in the EIR are supported by substantial evidence
in the record, including the expert opinion of the EIR preparers and City staff; and the
significance thresholds used in the EIR provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing
the significance of the adverse environmental effects of the Project. Thus, although, as a legal
matter, the SFPUC is not bound by the significance determinations in the EIR (see Pub,
Resources Code, § 21082.2, subd. (e)), the SFPUC finds them persuasive and hereby adopts
them as its own. : '

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

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

As described above, the Final EIR analyzed environmental impacts according to major Project
components, where appropriate, as well as analyzing cumulative impacts. Major Project
components include construction and operational activities at the Treated Water Reservoir,
Treatment Process and Chemical Storage Facilities, and Site Improvements. The impacts
identified in Sections II, IIT and IV, below, apply to the entire Project (all components) unless
otherwise indicated. If an environmental impact finding from the Final EIR applies to a subset
of Project components rather than the entire Project, then the relevant components are indicated
in brackets next to the finding, below (e.g., [Sunset Branch Pipeline]). In addition, as also
reflected in the Final EIR analysis, impact findings may differentiate between the effects of
construction and operation. References to operational impacts or Project operation refer to long-
term impacts caused by operation of the HTWTP after completion of construction.

With regard to Air Quality impacts, the Final EIR analyzes potential impacts under two different
sets of Bay Area Air Quality Mapagement ("BAAQMD"). As explained in the Final EIR, the
dual analysis reflected the emergence of updated BAAQMD . CEQA Air Quality Guidelines -
("2010 BAAQMD Guidelines") during the period in which the lead agency prepared the EIR.
On June 2, 2010, subsequent to publication of the Draft EIR, the BAAQMD adopted the 2010
BAAQMD Guidelines. - Even though the environmental analysis of the Project began well in
advance of the effective date of the 2010 BAAQMD Guidelines, these findings conservatively
rely on the impact analysis and determinations in the Final EIR based upon BAAQMD's recently
adopted assessment methodologies, significance thresholds, and mitigation strategies. ‘
Consequently, these findings disregard any impact determinations in the Final EIR made using
the 1999 BAAQMD Guidelines.

IL. IMPACTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT AND THUS DO NOT REQUIRE
MITIGATION ‘

Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.
(Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.) Based on
the evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, the SFPUC finds that the Project will not
result in any significant impacts in the following areas and that these impact areas therefore do
not require mitigation.

Land Use
e Temporary disruption of existing land use activities and alteration of existing land use
character from construction activities.
e Permanent alteration of existing land use character from new facilities.
e Cumulative impacts. E : '
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Aesthetics ‘ :

* Construction-related temporary degradation of views of scenic vistas from a designated
scenic highway or roadway. ‘

* Construction-related temporary degradation of visual character and quality in and

- adjacent to the project area during construction. '

* Permanent degradation of views of scenic vistas from a designated scenic highway or
roadway. ~

* Degradation of the existing visual character of the project area.

* New temporary or permanent sources of light and glare.

Cultural and Paleontological Resources
¢ Impacts from Project operation.

Transportation and Circulation ,
¢ Temporary reduction in roadway capacity from construction activities and increased
traffic delays during construction. ‘ '
¢ Long-term traffic increases from Project operation.

Noise and Vibration '
e Temporary vibration from construction activities.
* lLong-term noise increase from Project operation.

Air Quality ‘ ‘

¢ Generation of odors during Project construction. - : L

* Conflict between GHG construction emissions and any applicable plans, policies, or
regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions.

¢ Conflict with implementation of applicable regional air quality plans addressing criteria
.air pollutants and State goals for reducing emissions.

¢ Generation of odors from Project operation. -

* Conflict between operational emissions and an applicable plan, policy or regulation

- adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.

Recreation : ' :
Physical degradation of existing recreational resources during construction.
Physical degradation of existing recreational resources from Project operation,
Deterioration in quality of the recreational experience from Project operation.
Cumulative impacts. : :

As set forth in the Final EIR, the SFPUC made best efforts to identify an alternative design that
would not require closing the stables. Unfortunately, no alternative exists that would both allow
the stables to continue operating and meet critical Project objectives. Nonetheless, the Draft EIR
prompted numerous public comments regarding termination of Skyline Stables lease and, in
particular, whether this effect of the Project would result in a significant recreational impact on
equestrian resources. .

The Final EIR presents extensive analysis and regional data in support of its determination that
closure of Skyline Stables would not result in a significant recreational impact, including a
detailed equestrian survey identifying the availability of alterative equestrian resources in the
area. In addition to the analysis of Recreation impacts in Section 4.7 of the Final EIR, the C&R
document fully responds to the CEQA concerns raised by commenters (see page 3-58 of the
C&R document, Section 3.10 (Recreation), as well as C&R discussions of Skyline Stables in
Section 3.1 (General Commients), Section 3.2 (Project Description), Section 3.4 (Land Use and
Land Use Planning), Section 3.6 (Cultural and Paleontological Resources), and Section 3.11
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(Cumulative Impacts). The analysis presented in the Final EIR, and incofporated into these
findings by reference thereto, constitute substantial evidence that closure of Skyline Stables
constifutes a less-than-significant impact under CEQA. :

Utilities and Service Systems
o Increased generation of solid waste and potential effects on landfill capacity from Project
construction.
e Impacts from Project operation.

Biological Resources
¢ Potential adverse effects on oak woodlands from construction.
o Impacts from Project operation.

Geology and Soils .
s - Slope instability during construction. ,
Loss of topsoil and accelerated erosion during construction.
Substantial alteration of topography from site grading.
Damage to facilities from surface fault rupture. :
Damage to facilities from seismically induced ground shaking.
Damage to facilities from seismically induced ground failure, including liquefaction,
lateral spreading, and settlement. .
e Damage to facilities from landslides, including seismically induced landslides.

Hydrology and Water Quality
e Degradation of water bodies from dewatering discharges during construction [all project
components except Treated Water Reservoir].
s Depletion of groundwater resources during construction.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials :

Accidental release of hazardous materials during construction.

Aviation hazards during construction.

Increased risk of wildland fires during construction.

Exposure to gassy conditions in tunnels during construction. :

Exposure to naturally occurring asbestos during construction [all project compenents
except Treatment Process and Chemical Storage Facilities].

Accidental release of hazardous materials during operation. ‘

Emission or use of hazardous materials or substances within 0.25 mile of a school during
operation.

s Potential aviation hazards during operation.

o Increased risk of wildland fires during operation.

¢ & 0 ¢ 2

Energy Resources
e Increased fuel and energy use during construction.
» Increased energy use during Project operation.
e Cumulative impacts.

Population and Housing
s No impacts.

Wind and Shadow
o No impacts.

Public Services
s No Impacts.



Mineral Resources
* No impacts.

Agricultural Resources
* No impacts.

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

CEQA requires agencies to adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a
project’s identified significant impacts or potential significant impacts if such measures are
feasible (unless mitigation to such levels is achieved through adoption of a project alternative).
The findings in this Section I and in Section IV concern mitigation measures set forth in the
EIR. These findings discuss the mitigation measures proposed in the EIR and recommended for
adoption by the SFPUC. The mitigation measures proposed for adoption in this section are the
same as the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR for the Project. The full text of the
mitigation measures is contained in the Final EIR and in Attachment B, the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program. The Commission finds that the impacts identified in this
section would be reduced to a less-than-significant level through the mitigation measures
contained in the Final EIR and set forth in Attachment B.

This Commission recognizes that some of the mitigation measures are partially within the
jurisdiction of other agencies, including the California Department of Transportation (CalTrans),
the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the California Department of Fish and Game, and the
Bay Area Air Quality Management District. The Commission urges these agencies to assist in
implementing these mitigation measures, and finds that these agencies can and should participate
in implementing these mitigation measures.

Impact AES-3: Temporary creation of new sources of light or glaré from construction
~activities.

Construction hours would be from dawn until dusk, Monday through Friday and possibly on -
Saturday. Typical construction hours (not during system shutdown periods) would occur between
the hours of 7:00 a.m, to 6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. If necessary, construction work may
occasionally occur on Saturdays between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Most work
occurring between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 am on Saturdays would be limited to work inside
buildings that does not involve heavy construction equipment. Prior to and/or during system
shutdown periods, work could occur throughout a 24-hour period, 7 days per week, and could
last for up to 2 months under maximum construction activities. The type of exterior construction
‘activities that would occur during system shutdown periods include relining of pipelines, tying
into existing pipelines for pipeline replacements, and installation of other critical path items such
as process equipment and appurtenances. The majority of the proposed staging areas and
construction sites would be located within the HTWTP site and are not visible from surrounding
roadways or residences located outside of the project area. However, lighting of nighttime
construction activities could create additional light that would substantially affect adjacent
residences along Helen Drive to the east and Sycamore Drive and Crestview Drive to the south. -
Temporary lighting would be directed downward and inward to minimize visibility from
adjacent residences. The proposed project includes installation of the temporary fencing along
the southern boundary of the HTWTP site, which would help reduce light spillage to the south.
However, because construction activities could occur 24 hours per day during shutdown periods

- and the lights could be tall mobile lights, this impact would be potentially significant (see Draft

EIR pages 5.3-6 through 5.3-7).
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e Mitigation Measure AES-1: Light reduction measures.

Impact CR-1: Potential to directly or indirectly destroy paleontological resources during
construction. \

Construction activities including excavation, grading, and pile driving would occur within the
highly sensitive Merced Formation, which could have significant impacts on paleontological
resources (see Draft EIR pages 5.4-32 through 5.4-33).

» Mitigation Measure CR-1: Worker awareness training.

o Mitigation Measure CR-2: Paleontological assessment.

‘s Mitigation Measure CR-3: Stop work if vertebrate fossil materials are encountered during
construction

Impact CR-2: Potential disturbance of human remains daring construction.

Although no record of human remains was identified within the project area as a result of a
records search, archacological fieldwork, or through communication with the Native American =
Heritage Council and interested local Native American individuals, excavation during project
construction could result in potentially significant impacts on unrecorded or undiscovered human
remains (see Draft EIR pages 5.4-33 through 5.4-34).

& Mitigation Measure CR-4: Implement treatment measures if human remains encountered. -

Tmpact CR-3: Adverse change to unknown or known prehistoric or historic-era
archaeological resources during construction.

It is unlikely that the proposed project would adversely affect unknown or known prehistoric or
historic archaeological resources, because the majority of the proposed activities would be
conducted within existing facilities that have been previously disturbed, graded, or paved. Extant
cultural resources are likely to be obscured or deeply buried beneath the native surface.
However, because the proposed project would be located in an area of low-to-moderate sensitivity,
the potential exists to adversely affect archaeological resources. Given the potential that this
project could affect archaeological resources, and that such impacts could be potentiaily
significant (see Draft EIR page 5.4-34). :

. Mitigation Measure CR-5: Accidental discovery measures.
o Mitigation Measure CR-6: Archaeological monitoring plan.

Impact TRA-3: Temporary displacement of on-street parking and school parking during
_construction.

Based on severa) field surveys conducted during 2009, there appears to be adequate capacity
along Helen Drive to accommodate construction worker parking. However, the capacity for
on-street parking would be reduced during school drop-off and pick-up times and during the
relining of the Sunset Branch Pipeline when construction activities potentially displace
additional parking on Helen Drive and in the school parking lot. The exact availability and
capacity of construction parking at the swim club, school, or elsewhere would depend on the
" location of the Sunset Branch Pipeline access pit, which would be located in the school parking
lot or in Helen Drive. In addition, the demand for parking at the school and swim club varies
depending on the time of year. For the foregoing reasons, the potential combination of the
proposed project’s peak parking demand and its displacement of parking places on local
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residents, the swim club, and the school would be a potentially significant impact (see Draft EIR
pages 5.5-17 through 5.5-18).

* Mitigation Measure TRA-1: Prepare and implement a traffic control plan for HTWTP
prior to and during project construction.

Impact TRA-4: Increased traffic safety hazards during construction..

Construction vehicles could be considered a safety hazard for local vehicles, bicyclists, and
pedestrians on adjacent public roadways because the local users may not be accustomed to the
presence of construction vehicles and there could be an increase in conflicts (i.e., traffic
accidents). The potential safety hazards that construction vehicles may create on local roadways
could increase the risk of accidents with vehicular, pedestrian, and/or bicycle traffic, as well as
with bus traffic (SamTrans public transit and school buses). This would be a potentially
significant impact (see Draft EIR pages 5.5-18 through 5.5-19). :

s Mitigation Measure TRA-1: Prepare and implement a traffic control plan for HTWTP
prior to and during project construction.

Impact NOI-1: Temporary increase in ambient noise levels on and around the project area
during construction. : '

Construction activities are predicted to result in potentially significant noise impacts as a result
of exceedance of the speech and sleep thresholds (see Draft EIR pages 5.6-20 through 5.6-37).

* Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Employ noise-reducing teasures during construction.

* Mitigation Measure NOI-2: Distribute public notice of planned construction to adjacent
residences, Meadows Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club prior to
construction. :

* Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Conduct worker awareness training for noise reduction prior
to construction. - ‘ _ '

* Mitigation Measure NOI-4: Prepare and implement a noise control plan prior to and
during construction. ' ‘

Impact NOI-2: Exposure of people to or generation of noise Ievels in excess of local
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies during construction. |

Construction activity that occurs in Millbrae outside of the hours allowed for construction in the
City’s noise ordinance could be inconsistent with Millbrae’s noise ordinance and therefore could
result in a significant noise impact by exposing people to noise levels in excess of local
standards(see Draft EIR page 5.6-38). :

-« Mitigation Measure NOI-I: Employ noise-reducing measures during construction and
limit hours of construction in Millbrae. ‘

« M itigation Measure NOI-2: Distribute public notice of planned construction to adjacent
residences, Meadows Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club prior to
construction. ' _ : .

* Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Conduct worker awareness training for noise reduction prior
to construction. _ ‘
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o Mitigation Measure NOI-4: Prepare and implement a Noise Control Plan prior to and
during construction. -

Impact NOL-3: Temporary increase in traffic noise along public roadways from
construction-related vehicles.

Nighttime work may be necessary prior to andfor during system shutdown periods, which could
occur for up to two months. The small number of passenger vehicle and pickup truck worker
trips potentially associated with nighttime is not expected to result in an adverse noise impact,
given that these vehicles typically travel in residential areas and have gasoline engines that are
quieter than heavy diesel-powered trucks. However, more than 2 heavy truck passages per hour
would result in noise that exceeds 50 dBA at the nearest residences and would be a potentially
significant impact (see Draft EIR pages 5.6-38 through 5.6-39).

e Mitigation Measure NOI-5: Limit heavy trucks in residential areas to two trucks per hour
at night. ‘

Impact AIR-1: Construction emissions of criteria pollutants..

Construction of the proposed project would result in the temporary generation of emissions of
ROG, NOyx, CO, PM;q, and PM; 5 that would result in short-term impacts on ambient air quality.
Emissions would originate from mobile and stationary construction equipment exhaust,
employee vehicle exhaust, dust from slope stabilization activities and the demolition of
structures, exposed soil eroded by wind, and ROG from architectural coatings (e.g., evaporative
emissions from paint) and asphalt paving. Construction-related emissions would vary
substantially depending on the level of activity, length of the construction period, specific
‘construction operations, types of equipment, number of personnel, wind and precipitation
conditions, and soil moisture content. The air quality impact from construction activities would
be temporary and limited to the approximately four-year duration of project construction (see
Draft EIR pages 5.7-30 through 5.7-35 and C&R pages 4-19 through 4-25). '

o Mitigation Measure AIR-1: Implement BAAQMD dust control measures during

construction. ‘
e Mitigation Measure AIR-2: Implement BAAQMD basic exhaust control measures during

construction.
Impact AIR-2: Exposure to diesel particulate matter during construction.

Construction-related emissions of diesel particulate matter could exceed the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District (BAAQMD) June 2010 thresholds of significance for annual
average ambient PM; 5 concentration, which would represent a significant impact on air quality
(see Draft EIR pages 5.7-36 through 5.7-43 and C&R pages 4-25 through 4-31).

o Mitigation Measure AIR-2: Implement BAAQMD basic and additional exhaust control
measures during construction.

Impact UTL-1: Potential temporary damage to or disruption of existing utilities during
construction.

Construction activities would result in the temporary disruption of existing water, electrical, or

natural gas services, whether as part of a planned service shutdown or as the result of possible
physical damage to utility lines during construction (see Draft EIR pages 5.9-5 through 5.9-7).
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. ® Mitigation Measure UTL-1: Locate utility lines and coordinate with utility providers
prior to construction, and ensure prompt reconnection of utilities disrupted during
construction. ‘

* Mitigation Measure UTL-2: Develop and implement worker safety provisions for
excavation near natural gas pipelines prior to and during construction.

* Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prepare and implement project Hazardous Material Handling
and Disposal Plan prior to and during construction. .

Impact UTL-3: Potential non-compliance with federal, state, and local solid waste
regulations. : '

The Ox Mountain Sanitary Landfill, either individually or in combination with other disposal
facilities (such as the Guadalupe Sanitary Landfill Site and the Waste Management Altamont
Landfill and with other construction and demolition debris recycling facilities (such as the San
Carlos Transfer Station, the Zanker Road Landfill and Newby Island Resource Recovery Park),
could accommodate 50 percent of demolition and construction debris generated by the proposed
project. Because there is some uncertainty whether the project’s diversion rate from local
landfills would be consistent with San Mateo County requirements to divert 100 percent of inert
solids and 50 percent of construction and demolition debris, this impact is considered potentially
significant (see Draft EIR pages 5.9-8 through 5.9-9). '

. Mitigation Measure UTL-3: Develop and implement a waste managemént plan and spoils
diversion plan. . ' :

Impact BIO-1: Potential adverse effects on special-status raptors during construction.

Implementation of the Project could result in significant impacts on special-status raptors with
potential to occur at the proposed location of the new treated water reservoir, the proposed areas
for pipeline installation from the treated water reservoir to Line N Pipeline, and the new treated
water sampling building and ancillary facilities. Project construction would result in tree and
vegetation removal, as well as noise and other disturbance associated with construction. Raptor
nests are generally considered a perennial resource, meaning that a single nest can be used in
consecutive years by the same species or even by other raptor species. No raptor nests were
observed in the study area during field surveys although the potential exists that new nests could
be built before project construction begins. : ‘

Construction activities that occur during the breeding season, generally from March 1 through
September 1, including the removal or trimming of trees and brush, and construction near
structures that may support nests, could result in the potential loss of or disturbance to
special-status nesting raptors, including sharp-shinned hawk and Cooper’s hawk, or their nests
(see Draft EIR pages 5.10-21 through 5.10-22), ‘

*  Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Worker awareness training,
* Mitigation Measure BIO-2: Preconstruction surveys for raptor nests.

Impact BIO-2: Potential adverse effects on nesting migratory birds during construction.

Construction activities throughout the study area that occur during the breeding season, generally
from February 15 to September 15, including the removal or trimming of trees and brush, and
construction near structures that may support nests, could result in the potential loss or
disturbance of a number of common migratory birds and raptors. The loss or disturbance of
migratory birds or their nests would be a potentially significant impact because the proposed
project could result in the loss of migratory birds and could violate the MBTA and California
Fish and Game Code (see Draft EIR page 5.10-22). : _
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s Mitigation Measure BIO-1; Worker awareness training.
* Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Preconstruction surveys for migratory bird nests.

Impaci BIO -3: Potential adverse effects on western red bat during construction.

Western red bats may roost in all woodland and riparian forest habitats found within the study
area. Tree removal or trimming of trees$ that contain roosting bats could result in injury or
mortality of bats. In addition, construction noise and activities could disturb roosting bats.
Mortality or injury of western red bats would be a potentially significant impact because this
species is of special concern to the State due to habitat loss (see Draft EIR pages 5.10-22 through
5.10-23). :

& Mirigation Measure BIO-1: Worker awareness training.
o Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Preconstruction surveys for western red bats,

Impact BIO-4: Potential adverse effects on San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat.

Suitable habitat for the San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat is present in sections of the forested
area in the northern portion of the study area. No woodrat lodges were observed during
reconnaissance-level field surveys, but there is the possibility that new nests could be constructed
prior to the start of construction. If individuals are present, there is the potential for individuals
to be injured or killed by construction activities associated with project implementation given
that woodrat nests could be removed or disturbed by construction equipment or personnel in
association with the establishment of construction access within riparian forest habitat.’
Inadvertent injury or mortality of woodrats could also result from construction activities. In
addition, noise, vibrations, and presence of human activity during construction may disturb
woodrats within or near the project sites. Mortality or injury of San Francisco dusky-footed
woodrats would be a potentially significant impact because this species is of special concern to
the State given that it has a limited range (see Draft EIR page 5.10-23).

» Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Worker awareness training.
e Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Preconstruction surveys for dusky-footed woodrat nests.

Impact BIO-5: Potential adverse effects on jurisdictional waters and riparian habitat from
construction activities.

Project construction activities include installing new replacement pipeline for San Andreas
Pipeline No. 2 from the Venturi House to Raw Water Pump Station, and installing new
replacement pipeline for Line N Pipeline have the potential to degrade El Zanjon Creek and the
riparian vegetative community or violate water quality standards as a result of erosion,
sedimentation, and accidental releases of pollutants. Construction activities that would occur in
the vicinity of the sub-drainage near the PG&E substation, but outside of the riparian-
community, include constructing new equipment pads at the PG&E substation and using nearby
areas for construction staging, could also cause soil disturbance or inadvertently release
pollutants to the sub-drainage. These potential impacts on the waters and riparian habitat °
associated with erosion, sedimentation, and inadvertent spills of petroleum products during
construction could be significant (see Draft EIR pages 5.10-23 through 5.10-24).

o Mitigation Measure HYD)-5: Construction period erosion and sedimentation controls.

Impact BIO-6: Potential inconsistencies with local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources including tree ordinances.
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Project construction activities would require removal.of trees considered significant and heritage
trees under the San Mateo County Tree Ordinance Code. Approximately 15 significant trees
would likely be removed to construct the new treated water reservoir, sampling building, other
ancillary facilities and the new driveway to the new treated water reservoir. Additional tree
removal may be required for slope stabilization, installation of the new washwater tank, pipeline
replacement, and construction of the new chlorination building. Tree removal that is inconsistent
with the San Mateo County tree preservation ordinances would be a potentially significant
impact (see Draft EIR page 5.10-24).

* Mitigation Measure BIO-6: Tree survey and protection of significant and heritage trees.
* Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Replacement of significant and heritage trees removed during
construction. ' :

Impact GEO-2: Loss of topsoil and accelerated erosion during construction.

Construction grading and excavation would remove vegetation and expose areas of loose soil
that, if not properly stabilized, could be lost through wind erosion or stormwater runoff,
Concentrated runoff could result in the formation of erosional channels and larger gullies that
could compromise the integrity of the slope and result in significant soil loss. These effects could
occur at project component locations where site clearing and/or grading is proposed. Such effects
would be a potentially significant impact as they could result in erosional effects on downstream
water resources (see Draft EIR page 5.11-14). :

o  Mitigation Measure HYD-1: Implement erosion and sedimentation controls during
construction.

Impact'GEO-S: Potential damage to facilities from expansive or corrosive soils.

Although clay-rich zones within Franciscan bedrock may be expansive, existing site-specific
geotechnical studies prepared for the project have not identified substantial hazards associated
with shrink-swell potential in native soils at the HTWTP site. Native site soils assigned to the

- Candlestick-Kron-Buri Buri complex have been identified as moderately corrosive to uncoated
steel and concrete, and the level of corrosion risk posed to uncoated steel and concrete by
existing cut and fill soils in the Orthents series is not precisely known. Thus, the potential for
corrosive or expansive soils at the HTWTP site exists, which represents a potentially significant
impact (see Draft EIR page 5.11-19). ‘

* Mitigation Measure GEO-1: Conduct a site-specific geotechnical investigation to
characterize the extent of expansive and corrosive soils prior to construction.

Impact HYD-1: Degradation of water bodies from erosion and sedimentation during
construction. : ‘

In the absence of proper controls, construction activities involving soil disturbance, such as
excavation, soil stockpiling, and grading adjacent to or near creeks and reservoirs, could result in
erosion and sedimentation, particularly if construction were to occur during the rainy season.
Erosion or sedimentation affecting creek channels and reservoirs can degrade aquatic habitat and
violate water quality standards. Additionaily, use or temporary storage of construction equipment
within or immediately adjacent to a creek or reservoir could increase the risk of release of
construction-related chemicals, such as fuels and lubricants, which could further degrade water
quality (see Draft EIR page 5.12-10). ‘ ;
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o Mitigation Measure HYD-1: Implement erosion and sedimentation controls during
construction.

s Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prepare and implement project Hazardous Material Handling
and Disposal Plan prior to and during construction.

Impact HYD-2: Degradation of water bodies from dewatering discharges during
construction. .

Groundwater may be encountered during excavation and trenching activities requiring-
dewatering. Common contaminants such as sediment, oils, and grout may be present in
discharged water from construction-related dewatering equipment, and if so, could degrade water
quality if discharged directly to surface water or if infiltrated into groutidwater, whzch could
result in a significant impact (see Draft EIR page 5.12-11).

e Mitigation Measure H YD-2: Prepare and 1mplement dewatering plan and comply with
NPDES requirements prior to and during construction.

Impact HYD-4: Water quality impairment and/or downstream flooding from increases in
impervious surfaces.

The proposed project would add approximately 85,400 sf of new impervious surface or 2 acres.
Approximately 90 percent of the new impervious surface would drain to El Zanjon Creek while
the remaining would drain to the San Andreas Reservoir. The new impervious surface area is
approximately 21 percent of the total pre-development impervious surface area. The proposed
increase in impervious surfaces could result in a significant impact relative to potentially
increased water quality impairment and/or downstream flooding. Pursuant to the San Mateo
Countywzde Water Pollution Prevention Program, projects that create more than 1 acre of new
impervious cover are required to conduct hydromodification analysis and implement specific
‘measures to address hydromodification effects. In addition, projects that create more than 10,000
sf of new impervious cover must provide operational BMPs to treat the runoff and maintain the
BMPs for the life of the project (see Draft EIR page 5.12-12).

o Mitigation Measure HYD-3: Implement pérmanent stormwater pollution prevention
BMPs for the HTWTP.

Impact HAZ-2: Emission or use of hazardous materlals or substances w:thln 0.25 mile of a
'school during construction.

Construction activities would include the use of hazardous materials such as motor fuels, oils,
solvents, and lubricants (although there would be no use of acutely hazardous materials). An
accidental release or spill of hazardous materials during project construction (e.g., during
refueling) in the vicinity of the Meadows Elementary School would have the potential to pose
risks to'students, school workers, construction workers, the public, and the environment, which
would be a potentlally SIgnzflcant impact (see Draft EIR page 5.13-11). -

o Mitigation Measure HYD-3: Implement permanent stormwater pollutlon prevention
BMPs for the HTWTP.

Impact HAZ-5: Potentlal exposure to hazardous materials in soil encountered durmg
construction.

According to the Phase I ESA preparsd for the proposed project, the project area has the
potential for lead contamination from lead-based paint to exist in exposed shallow soils adjacent
'to painted structures associated with the equestrian facilities and the HTWTP structures
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constructed before 1978. Exposure to this potehtiai lead contamination could be a potentially
significant impact (see Draft FIR page 5.13-12).

» Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: Perform site investigation for lead-affected soils prior to

~ construction. : _

* Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prepare and implement project Hazardous Material Handling
and Disposal Plan prior to and during construction. ‘ : '

Impact HAZ-6: Exposure to naturally occurring asbestos during construction.

Rock containing naturally occurring asbestos, which is associated with serpentinite rock units, is
located in the vicinity of the proposed new washwater tank. Therefore, NOA could be
encountered during construction of the new washwater tank and associated facilities. Exposure
to NOA could pose a health risk to construction workers and the public during earthmoving .
activities, and must be managed and disposed of properly to avoid additional potential exposures. -
Any such exposure of people to NOA would be a potentially significant impact (see Draft EIR
page 5.13-13). : ‘

* Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prepare and implement project Hazardous Material Handling
and Disposal Plan prior to and during construction.

Impact‘ HAZ-$: Potential exposure to hazardous building materials from demolition during
construction. . : ' _

Lead-based paint may be present on painted structures associated with the equestrian facilities
that would be demolished prior to establishing staging areas and constructing the new treated
‘water reservoir and other facilities. Demolition of the equestrian facilities could result in
potential exposures to lead if lead-based paint is present. Proposed building demolition of the
east and west chemical buildings could result in potential exposures to ACMs, lead-based paint,
electrical equipment containing PCBs, fluorescent light tubes containing mercury vapors, and
fluorescent light ballasts containing DEHP, if present. In addition, the surface of the 20,000-
gallon caustic soda tank stored in the operations complex building may contain lead-based paint.
Demolition of the caustic soda tank could result in potential exposures to lead if lead-based paint
is present. Therefore, the demolition of these structures could potentially expose people to

hazardous materials, which would be a potentially significant impact (see Draft EIR page 5.13-
14).- '

* Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: Perform hazardous materials building survey prior to
demolition. o '

Impact CUMUL.-2: Cumulative impacts on scenic views and visual character.

The only identified cumulative project that could have an adverse impact related to temporary
construction sources of nighttime light in relatively close proximity to the Project would be the
SFPUC's Crystal Springs / San Andreas (CS/SA) Transmission Upgrade Project, because some
construction activities associated with this project could occur at night at the HTWTP. Most of
the area in the vicinity of the HTWTP is composed of residential development located to the east
of I-280. Potential construction lighting impacts on these areas would be limited to the areas
closest to existing facilities, which may already experience some light spillage, particularly in
association with lighting and traffic on 1-280, as well as from residential street lighting, Thus,
there is a potential for a significant cumulative impact on aesthetics due to light and glare.
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Given that the proposed project would also have nighttime lighting at the HTWTP location, it
could contribute to this cumulative impact. Temporary lighting would be directed downward and
inward to minimize visibility from adjacent residences. The proposed project includes
installation of fencing along the southern boundary of the HTWTP site, which would help reduce
light spillage to the south. However, because construction activities could occur 24 hours per day
during shutdown periods (for up to two months at a time during the 4-year construction period)
and the lights could be tall mobile lights, this impact would be potentially significant (see Draft
EIR pages 6-21 through 6-23).

‘e Mitigation Measure AES-1: Implement light reduction measures.

Impact CUMUL-3: Cumulative increase in impacts on archaeological, paleontological, and
historic architectural resources.

During ground-disturbing activity associated with the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project at
the HTWTP, there is a potential to encounter previously unidentified archaeological resources. If
50, the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project and the Project could result in significant
cumulative impacts on the same archaeological resource. Thus, there is a potential fora
cumulatively significant impact. Given that the Project could potentially affect previously
unidentified archaeological resources within the same area as the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade
Project, its construction could contribute considerably to these impacts. ‘

Because paleontological resource impacts are generally site-specific, the geographic context for
the analysis of potential cumulative paleontological impacts is the overlapping area of potential
impacts on a single paleontological resource. The area of potential paleontological impacts
includes the construction limits associated with proposed Project work that are within geological
units with high sensitivity for paleontological resources, which includes portions of the HTWTP
and the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project work areas for the San Andreas Qutlet Structure 2.
Present and probable future cumulative projects within this geographic context include the
CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project.

In relation to ground-disturbing activity, there is a potential to encounter paleontological
resources during construction of the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project. Thus, there is the
potential for overlapping impact on a single paleontological resource within the construction
work areas at and near the HTWTP. As a result, there is a potential for a cumulatively significant
impact. Given that the Project could also impact paleontological resources within these same
areas, its construction could contribute considerably to this potential impact (see Draft EIR pages
6-23 through 6-24).

* Mitigation Measure CR-1: Conduct worker awareness training for paleontological
resources prior to construction. -

» Mitigation Measure CR-2: Conduct paleontological assessment for construction areas
involving highly sensitive substrate materials. _

* Mitigation Measure CR-3: Implement stop work order if vertebrate fossil materials are
encountered during construction. ,

» Mitigation Measure CR-4: Implement treatment measures if human remains are
encountered during construction. '

* Mitigation Measure CR-5: Implement inadvertent archaeological discovery ¢ontrols

- during construction. : ’
* Mitigation Measure CR-6: Prepare archaeological monitoring plan.

Impact CUMUL-8: Cumulative impacts related to potential disruptions of utility service
and potential non-compliance with local solid waste regulations. ‘
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Construction activities of the identified cumulative projects could temporarily disrupt existing
utility services (water, storm drainage, electrical, or natural gas) in either a planned or unplanned
manner. A cumulative impact on utilities could result, especially if one or miore utility were
disrupted multiple times during the construction of the cumulative projects. Given the number of
identified cumulative projects that could be under construction simultaneously with the proposed
project, the potential exists for one or more utilities to be disrupted multiple times during the
construction of the Project, which would represent a potentially significant cumulativé impact on
utilities. In addition, given that the Project could also disrupt utilities in an unplanned manner
during pipeline installation, repair, and replacement, the proposed project could contribute
considerably fo a potentially significant cumulative impact regarding utility disruption (see Draft
EIR pages 6-44 through 6-45). : :

e Mitigation Measure UTL-I: Locate utility lines and coordinate with utility providers prior
to construction, and ensure prompt reconnection of utilities disrupted during construction.

e Mitigation Measure UTL-2: Develop and implement worker safety provisions for-
excavation near natural gas pipelines prior to and during construction.

» Mitigation Measure UTL-3: Develop and implement & waste management plan and spoils
diversion plan. C

Impact CUMUL-9: Cumulative loss of sensitive biological resources.

Local cumulative biclogical resource impacts could occur during construction of the CS/SA
Transmission Upgrade Project and the Meadows School Field Renovation. Specifically,
construction of the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project has the potential to cause significant
impacts on the following: coast live oak habitat, riparian habitat at El Zanjén Creek, habitat for
western red bat and San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat, and individual trees that could provide
nesting or roosting habitat for special-status bird and bat species as well as nesting migratory
birds. In addition, discharges of water or erosion during construction of the CS/SA Transmission
Upgrade Project could affect water quality in El Zanjon Creek, which could then impact
common species that rely on this habitat. Construction of the Meadows School Field Renovation
resulted in removal of some local trees, but all the trees were replaced two-fold as mitigation.
Thus, significant cumulative impacts on biological resources could only be caused by |
construction of the CS/SA Transmission Project (as the Meadows School Field Renovation had
minimal impacts on biological resources that have already been mitigated).

The Project could result in significant impacts on biological resources, including sensitive
habitats, locally protected trees, special-status plant and wildlife species, and riparian habitat.
Therefore, given that one of the identified cumulative projects could result in significant
cumulative impacts on sensitive biological resources, as described above, and given that the
Project could also result in significant impacts on many of these same sensitive biological
resources, the proposed project could contribute considerably to the potentially significant
cumulative biological impacts discussed above.

With Project mitigation, it remains possible that overlapping staging areas and access (in this
case concerning the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project and the proposed project) could result
in significant cumulative biological resource impacts in spite of the project-specific mitigation
measures noted above, Due to the adjacent and overlapping projects potentially occurring at the
same time, uncoordinated staging and access could result, which could then result in unnecessary
disturbance of natural vegetation areas beyond the minimum necessary. Avoidance is the first
option under CEQA to be considered, but if staging and access are inadequately coordinated,
feasible avoidance may not be fully achieved. Such potential shortfalls could result in a
significant cumulative impact on biological resources (see Draft EIR pages 6-45 through 6-47).

20



* Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Prepare a biological resources awareness program for
construction workers, and implement prior to and during construction.

¢ Mitigation Measure BIO-2: Conduct preconstruction surveys for special status raptor

- nests.

* Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Conduct preconstruction surveys for migratory bird nests..

* Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Conduct preconstruction surveys for western red bats.

» Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Conduct preconstruction surveys for San Francisco dusky-
footed woodrat nests. ‘

* Mitigation Measure BIO-6: Conduct a tree survey and protect significant trees and
heritage trees. ' _ '

* Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Replace significant trees and heritage trees that are removed
during construction.

* Mitigation Measure HYD-1: Implement erosion and sedimentation controls during
construction, ' ‘

* Mitigation Measure HYD-2: Prepare and implement dewatering plan and comply with
NPDES requirements prior to and during construction

* Mitigation Measure HYD-3: Implement permanent stormwater pollution prevention
BMPs for the HITWTP, : ‘

* Mitigation Measure BIO-8: Coordinate construction staging and access.

Impact CUMUL-10: Cumulative exposure of people or structures to geologic and seismic
hazards. ,

Potential geologic and soils impacts associated with implementation of the CS/SA Transmission
Upgrade Project include impacts related to slope instability during construction, erosion,
alteration of topography, and expansive or corrosive soils which would also be site-specific
(dependent on localized geologic and soil conditions). The CS/SA project is required to conform
to the California Building Code and the SFPUC’s General Seismic Requirements for Design of
New Facilities and upgrade of Existing Facilities (SFPUC 2006); thus, potential cumulative
impacts related to slope stability and alteration of topography would not be significant since
implementation of these codes and design standards would adequately address these issues.
However, potential cumulative erosion and soil hazards impacts could be significant given that
the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project could potentially cause the acceleration of soil erosion
- or loss of topsoil. Construction grading and excavation would remove vegetation and expose
areas of loose soil that, if not properly stabilized, could be lost through wind erosion or -
stormwater runoff. Concentrated runoff could result in the formation of erosional channels and
larger gullies that could compromise the integrity of the slope and result in significant soil loss.
Such effects would be a potentially significant impact as they could result in loss of topsoil and
erosional effects on downstream water resources. The CS/SA project would also be constructed
in an area of moderately corrosive soils, which could result in risks to infrastructure. The
proposed Project could contribute considerably to these potentially significant cuamulative
impacts relative to erosion and soil hazards due to construction disturbance of soils that could
cumulatively affect downstream water bodies and given the moderate corrosive and expansive
soils potential at both of the HTWTP and CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project sites (at the
HTWTP) (see Draft EIR pages 6-47 through 6-48). , ‘ : :

* Mitigation Measure HYD-I: Implement erosion and sedimentation controls during
 construction. _

* Mitigation Measure GEQ-1: Conduct a site-specific geotechnical investigation to
characterize the extent of expansive and corrosive soils prior to construction.

Impact CUMUL-11: Cumulative impacts related to the degradation of water quality,
alteration of drainage patterns, increased surface runoff, and flooding hazards.
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The identified cumulative projects have the potential to adversely affect water quality via erosion
and sedimentation, including from dewatering discharges, during construction. The Project in
conjunction with the identified cumulative projects would be required to comply with federal
Clean Water Act, State National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, and state regulations
under the Porter — Cologne Water Quality Control Act, as applicable. The federal and state
discharge regulations are designed to protect water quality on a region-wide basis and
incorporate measures to protect beneficial uses of water bodies based on overall consideration of
past, present, and future conditions within the region. Regardless, because of the potential for
construction of the identified cumulative projects to result in the erosion of soils and
sedimentation of water bodies in the El Zanj6n Creek and San Andreas Reservoir watersheds,
there is the potential for a cumulative impact related to degradation of water quality.

Given that the Project has its own potential to cause impacts on water quality, the proposed
project could contribute considerably to a potentially significant cumulative impact on water
. quality.

The identified SFPUC-proposed cumulative projects do not include large increases in impervious
surfaces. The non-SFPUC cumulative residential projects could result in increased impervious
surfaces. Therefore, the identified cumulative projects could cause potentially significant
cumulative impacts on hydrology and water quality resulting from the creation or contribution of
runoff water that could exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems
or by providing substantial additional sources of polluted runoff.

The Project would create approximately 2 acres of new impervious surfaces. Therefore, the
Project could contribute to cumulatively significant water quality and flooding impacts.
However, pursuant to the local countywide stormwater pollution prevention program, the Project
will conduct hydromodification analysis and implement specific measures to address
hydromodification impacts. In addition, the Project will establish operational BMPs to treat the
runoff and must maintain the BMPs for the life of the project (see Draft EIR pages 6-48 through
6-50).

s Mitigation Measure HYD-1: Implement erosion and sedimentation controls during
construction. : ‘

e Mitigation Measure HYD-2: Prepare and implement dewatering plan and comply with
NPDES requirements prior to and during construction. :

s Mitigation Measure HYD-3: Implement permanent stormwater pollution prevention
BMPs for the HTWTP.

Impact CUMUL-12: Cumulative effects related to hazardous conditions and exposure to or
release of hazardous materials.

During construction at and near the HTWTP, the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project has the
potential to expose people or the environment to hazardous materials resulting from accidental
spills (e.g., motor fuels, oils, solvents, lubricants) and/or from encountering hazardous materials
in soils (e.g., residues of lead-based paint in soils, naturally occurring asbestos) which could
occur at the same time as the proposed project. The HTWTP-ST project would also have a
‘potential to expose people or the environment although this exposure would happen before the
proposed project. Thus, due to the possibility of encountering hazardous materials, there is the
potential for significant cumulative impacts relative to exposure to such materials.

Given that the Project involves construction within the same vicinity as CS/SA Transmission
Upgrade Project and the HTWTP-ST project, the Project could also contribute considerably to
potentially significant cumulative impacts related to unexpected discoveries of hazardous
materials (see Draft EIR pages 6-50 through 6-51).
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» Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: Perform site investigation for lead-affected soils prior to
construction, ,

* Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prepare and implement project Hazardous Material Handling
and Disposal Plan prior to and during construction. '

* Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: Perform hazardous materials building survey prior to
demolition. ‘

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

A, HTWTP Long-Term Improvements Project Impacts

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record of these proceedings, the SFPUC finds that,
where feasible, changes or alterations have been required, or incorporated into, the Project to
reduce the significant environmental impacts listed below as identified in the Final EIR. The
SFPUC finds that the mitigation measures in the Final EIR and described below are appropriate,
and that changes have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project that, pursuant to Public
Resources Code section 21002 and CEQA Guidelines section 15091, may substantially lessen,
but do not avoid (i.e., reduce to less than significant levels), the potentially significant
environmental effect associated with implementation of the Project, as described in the Final EIR
Chapters 5 and 6. The SFPUC adopts all of the mitigation measures proposed in the Final EIR
and set forth in the MMRP, attached hereto as Attachment B. The SFPUC further finds,
however, for the impacts listed below, despite the implementation of mitigation measures, the
effects remain significant and unavoidable. Based on the analysis contained within the Final
EIR, other considerations in the record, and the standards of significance, the SFPUC finds that
because some aspects of the Project would cause potentially significant impacts for which
feasible mitigation measures are not available to reduce the impact to a less-than-significant
level, the impacts are significant and unavoidable. -

The SFPUC determines that the following significant impacts on the environment, as reflected in
the Final EIR, are unavoidable, but under Public Resources Code Section 21081(a)(3) and (b),
and CEQA Guidelines 15091(a)(3), 15092(b)(2)(B), and 15093, the SFPUC determines that the
impacts are acceptable due to the overriding considerations described in Section VII below. This
finding is supported by substantial evidence in the record of this proceeding. '

Impact TRA-2: Temporary increase in traffic load on roadways caused by construction-
related vehicle trips and resultant impact on roadway level of service during construction.

Construction-related traffic would change the level of service (LOS) at the two-way
stop-controlled intersection of I-280 on- and off- ramps and Cunningham Way (minor street
approach) from LOS D to LOS E during the AM peak hour and this could pofentially cause a
significant impact. Implementation of Mitigation Measare TRA-1, which requires the
contractor to prepare and implement a traffic control plan, may reduce this potentially significant
impact to a less-than-significant level by implementing traffic controls, such as instafling and
operating a temporary traffic signal or using flaggers at the intersection during the AM peak hour
(i.e., 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.) if outbound construction trips would be 10 or more per hour during
this time. The intersection of I-280 on- and off-ramps and Cunningham Way meets the traffic

© signal warrant, and the intersection as a whole would operate at LOS B with a temporary traffic
signal. However, the intersection of the 1-280 on-ramp and Cunningham Way is subject to .
Caltrans jurisdiction; consequently, the SFPUC lacks direct authority over the intersection.
Therefore, because the SFPUC cannot ensure that Caltrans would approve traffic control
measures at the intersection of the I-280 on-ramp and Cunningham Way, the EIR conservatively
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concludes that Project-related impacts at this intersection during construction could potentially
be significant and unavoidabie (see Draft EIR pages 5.5-11 through 5.5-17).

o Mitigation Measure TRA-1: Prepare and implement a traffic control plan for HTWTP
prior to and during project construction

Impact NOI-1: Temporary increase in ambient noise levels on and around the project area
during construction (Sunset Branch pipeline). '

Because feasible mitigation measures are not expected to reduce construction noise associated
with relining of the Sunset Branch pipeline (including pile driving during the day and other
construction at night) to a less-than-significant level, and because the resulting temporary
increases in ambient noise levels associated with relining the Sunset Branch pipeline would be
significant and unavoidable (see Draft EIR pages 5.6-20 through 5.6-37).

e Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Employ noise-reducing measures during construction

e Mitigation Measure NOI-2: Distribute public notice of planned construction to adjacent
residences, Meadows Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club prior to
construction :

e Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Conduct worker awareness training for noise reduction prior
to construction ,

o Mitigation Measure NOI-4: Prepare and implement a noise control plan prior to and
during construction

Impact NOI-2: Exposure of people 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 (Sunset Branch pipeline).

Because feasible mitigation measures are not expected to reduce construction noise associated
with relining of the Sunset Branch pipeline (including pile driving during the day and other
construction at night) to a less-than-significant Jevel, the resulting temporary increases in
ambient noise levels associated with relining the Sunset Branch pipeline would be significant
and unavoidable. Construction activity that occurs in Millbrae outside of the hours allowed for
construction in the City’s noise ordinance could be inconsistent with Millbrae’s noise ordinance
and therefore could result in a significant noise impact by exposing people to noise levels in
excess of local standards. In addition, this significant impact would be unavoidable for the
portion of the project that occurs in Millbrae given that construction of the project would require
24-hour construction during systems shutdowns (see Section 3.6.5, Construction Schedule), and
given that this activity would occur in close proximity to sensitive noise receptors in Milibrae
(see Draft EIR page 5.6-38).

e Mitigation Measure NOI-I: Employ noise-reducing measures during construction and
limit hours of construction in Millbrae '

o Mitigation Measure NOI-2: Distribute public notice of planned construction to adjacent
residences, Meadows Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club prior to

construction

o Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Conduct worker awareness training for noise reduction prior
“to construction

o Mitigation Measure NOI-4: Prepare and implement a Noise Control Plan prior to and
during construction :

Impact AIR-1: Construction emissions of criteria pollutants (ﬁsing June 2010 BAAQMD
CEQA Guidelines). :
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Construction-related ozone precursor emissions would exceed the June 2010 thresholds for NOx.
Therefore, under these thresholds NOx emissions would be significant. The project’s daily
construction-related emissions of NOx would need to be reduced by 85 percent to meet the June
2010 BAAQMD threshold. Feasible BAAQMD exhaust controls identified in Mitigation
Measure AIR-2 would reduce NOx emissions by an estimated 20 to 30 percent, but would still
be insufficient to reduce the project’s worst-case or average construction-related emissions of
NOx to below the June 2010 BAAQMD thresholds, : :

Other potential mitigation options that the SFPUC has deemed infeasible for this project include
alternative scheduling to reduce daily emissions and avoid overlapping construction and
widespread use of electricity for construction equipment (beyond that identified in Mitigation
Measure AIR-2). Given the many different Project components and the need for Project
completion to achieve the seismic reliability goals, any schedule adjustments to avoid
overlapping schedules would not only delay achievement of Project goals (placing the water
system at risk), but would also extend the overall duration of construction impacts., While grid
power would be used where feasible per Mitigation Measure AIR-2, some of the project work
sites may be too distant from existing power sources and would require the use of equipment that
is not suited to electrification (e.g., heavy-duty off-road constriction equipment such as graders
and backhoes). _ ‘

Therefore, construction-related emissions of NOx would be considered a potentially significant
and unavoidable impact on air quality under the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA thresholds (see
Draft EIR pages 5.7-30 through 5.7-35 and C&R pages 4-19 through 4-25). .

* Mitigation Measure AIR-1: Implement BAAQMD dust control measures during
construction. o : s

* Mitigation Measure AIR-2: Implement BAAQMD basic exhaust control measures during
construction. ‘

Impact CUMUL-4: Cumulative traffic increases on local and regional roads.

Cumulative projects and the Project would combine to result in a potentially significant
cumulative impact at the intersection of the I-280 on-ramp and Cunningham Way. The Project’s
contribution to cumulative traffic impacts at the intersection-of the I-280 on-ramp and
Cunningham Way would potentially be significant and unavoidable due to a temporary decrease
in LOS (from D to E). Implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1 would address this
cumulatively considerable contribution by requiring traffic controls measures at the affected
intersection as part of the Traffic Control Plan. However, the intersection of the I-280 on-ramp
and Cunningham Way is subject to Caltrans jurisdiction and, consequently, the SFPUC lacks
direct authority over the intersection. Because the SFPUC cannot ensure that Caltrans would
approve traffic control measures at the intersection of the 1-280 on-ramp and Cunningham Way,
the EIR conservatively concludes that the project’s contribution to traffic impacts at this
intersection during construction could be cumulatively considerable (significant and
unavoidable) (see Draft EIR pages 6-25 through 6-31).

» Mitigation Measure TRA-I: Prepare and implemént a traffic control plan for HTWTP
prior to and during project construction =, : L
» - Mitigation Measure TRA-2: Employ a SFPUC WSIP projects construction coordinator
Impact CUMUL-5: Cumulative increases in noise. ' '
The Project has the potential to result m significant noise impacts, including a potentially
significant and unavoidable noise impact associated with the relining of the Sunset Branch
pipeline. Consequently, the Project and the CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project together have
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the potential to result in a significant cumulative impact from increased ambient noise levels and
inconsistency with local noise standards, In order to assess the proposed project's contribution to
the cumulative noise impact, the project's contribution after implementation of project mitigation
measures must be considered. Implementation of Mitigation Measures NOI-1 (Employ noise-
reducing measures during construction and limit hours of construction operation in Millbrae),
NOI-2 (Distribute public notice of planned construction to adjacent residences, Meadows
Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club prior to construction), NOI-3
(Conduct worker awareness training for noise reduction prior to construction), and NOI-4
(Prepare and implement a noise control plan prior to and during construction) as described in
Section 5.6, Noise and Vibration, would reduce the severity of the significant impacts at the
work sites to a less- than-s1gmf1cant level with the exception of work on the relining of the Sunset
Branch pipeline. Relining of the pipeline would involve construction noise exceeding the 70
dBA speech interference threshold relative to certain residences along Helen Drive and the
Meadows Elementary School and it is not feasible to fully shield the construction for this work
element. In addition, the Project could be inconsistent with the Millbrae noise ordinance if
relining the Sunset Branch pipeline requires nighttime construction. Thus, even with
implementation of Mitigation Measures NOI-1 through NOI-4, the HTWTP-related noise
impact contribution at nearby residences would result in a considerable and unavoidable
contribution to the cumulative noise impacts identified above (significant and unavoidable).

Night-time truck noise from the Project would exceed the 50-dBA sleep disturbance threshold
along Crystal Springs Road (north of HTWTP) and Larkspur Drive/Helen Drive. The CS/SA
Transmission Upgrade Project will not use Helen Drive, but will use Crystal Springs Road (north
of HTWTP) and will cross Larkspur Drive near I-280. Given that the proposed project would
generate nighttime truck- trips related to nighttime work at HTWTP, its construction could

- contribute considerably to a camulative nighttime truck haul noise impact along Crystal Springs
Road (north of the HTWTP) and Larkspur Drive. With implementation of Mitigation Measure
NOI-5 (Limit heavy trucks in residential areas to 2 fruck passages per hour at night), the project
would limit nighttime trucks so that, by itself, it would not result in exceedance of the sleep
disturbance threshold. However, since it would not be feasible to limit all nighttime trucking
from all cumulative projects, the Project could still contribute truck traffic that, in combination
with other construction projects, could result in a significant and unavoidable impact by resulting
in cumulative exceedance of the sleep disturbance threshold. Thus, the Project, even with
mitigation, could have a considerable contribution to this cumulative noise impact (significant
and unavoidable). (see Draft EIR pages 6-31 through 6-34)

» Mitigation Measure NOI-1. Employ noise-reducing measures during construction and
limit the hours of construction operation in Millbrae

o  Mitigation Measure NOI-2: Distribute public notice of planned construction to adjacent
residences, Meadows Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club prior to
construction

o Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Conduct worker awareness traimng for noise reduction prior
to construction

e Mitigation Measure NOI-4: Prepare and implement a noise control plan prior to and
during construction

» Mitigation Measure NOI-5: Limit heavy trucks in residential areas to 2 truck passages per
hour durmg nighttime hours,

Impéct CUMUL-6: Cumulative increases in emissions in the region (June 2010 BAAQMD
CEQA Guidelines).
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Even with implementation of Mitigation Measures AIR-2 (Implement BAAQMD exhaust’
control measures during construction), which presents feasible exhaust emission control
measures for NOx, the Project’s criteria air pollutant emissions would net be reduced to below
the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA threshold for NOy. As a result, under the June 2010 BAAQMD
. CEQA Guidelines, the Project’s contribution to significant cumulative construction air quality
impacts would be considerable and unavoidable due to NOx emissions (significant and
unavoidable).

There are two areas where CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project emissions could affect the same
receptors as the Project: 1) the residences around the HTWTP and the Meadows School, which
is adjacent to the HTWTP, and 2) the residences along the Crystal Springs Road (north of the
HTWTP) truck/haul route. The Project would also generate DPM emissions due to work east of
1-280 at the HITWTP and along Helen Drive. The CS/SA Transmission Upgrade Project's
emissions in the same area as the Project could combine to create a significant cumulative air
quality impact related to health risk from DPM emissions. The Project’s DPM emissions are
below the BAAQMD thresholds with mitigation, but occur in the context of DPM emissions
from I-280 that would individually exceed the BAAQMD project and cumulative thresholds for
DPM emissions for both (see Table 6-5 of the Final EIR). Consequently, even with mitigation of
the Project's contribution to cumulative DPM impacts to less than significant levels, receptors
Sycamore Drive (near Crestview Drive) and at the Crystal Springs Apartments (SW Building)
are exposed to a significant comulative DPM impact under the June 2010 BAAQMD Guidelines.

DPM emissions associated with construction at HTWTP would therefore have a considerable
contribution to potentially significant cumulative DPM emissions due to their location less than
1,000 feet from sensitive receptors that are also affected by I-280 and by the CS/SA
Transmission Upgrade Project. In addition, truck hauling associated with the project would
contribute considerably to cumulative health risks along I-280 and along Crystal Springs Road
and would thus be found to contribute to cumulative significant impacts using the June 2010

- BAAQMD thresholds,

Mitigation Measure AIR-2 requires use of grid power instead of diesel generators where
feasible, limitation of idling, and regular maintenance and tune-ups for construction equipment.
Mitigation Measure AIR-2 also requires the use of 2004 or later trucks for hauling and all on-
road diesel trucks must have emissions control labels as SpeCIfled in 13 CCR 2183(c), and that
all off-road diesel construction equipment (with the exception of specialty equipment for which
controls are not commercially available) be equipped with Tier 2 or 3 diesel engines as defined
in 13 CCR 2485 and be equipped with Level 3 Diesel Emission Control Strategies as defined in
13 CCR 2700-2710. These measures would reduce the contribution of DPM emissions from
construction equipment and from truck hauling to cumulative impacts. However, as noted
above, BAAQMD has not identified a threshold for cumulative contributions when the
cumulative threshold is exceeded. Although the equipment controls required by the mitigation
identified above can reduce DPM emissions substantially, the emissions would not be entirely
eliminated. Given that the existing DPM emissions from vehicle traffic on I-280 already exceed
one or more of the draft BAAQMD cumulative thresholds, any additional DPM emissions would
be considerable in these locations. Thus, the project, even with mitigation, would result in a
considerable contribution to cumulatively significant DPM emissions if the draft thresholds are
adopted (significant and unavoidable) (see Draft EIR pages 6-34 though 6-40, and C&R Section
6.2, Cumulative Impacts.

* Mitigation Measure AIR-1: Implement BAAQMD dust control measures during

-construction.
s Mitigation Measure AIR-2: Implement BAAQMD basic exhaust control measures durmg
construction.

B. Water System Improvement Program Impacts
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Because the Project is a component of the WSIP, it will contribute to the significant and
unavoidable impacts caused by the WSIP water supply decision. These impacts were discussed
in this Commission’s Resolution No. 08-0200, and mitigation measures that were proposed in
~ the Program EIR were adopted by this Commission for these impacts; however, the mitigation
measures could not reduce the impacts to a less than significant level, and the impacts were

- determined to be significant and unavoidable. This Commission has already adopted the
mitigation measures proposed in the Program EIR to reduce these impacts when it approved the
WSIP in its Resolution No, 08-0200. This Commission also adopted a Mitigation Monitoring
‘and Reporting Program as part of that approval. The findings regarding the following impacts
and rnitigation measures set forth in Resolution No. 08-0200 are incorporated into these findings
by this reference, as though fully set forth herein. )

However, subsequent to the certification of the PEIR, the Planning Department has conducted
more detailed, site-specific review of two of the significant and unavoidable water supply
impacts identified in the PEIR. The PEIR identified that a potentially significant and

. unavoidable impact on fishery resources in Crystal Springs Reservoir related to inundation of
spawning habitat upstream of the reservoir (PEIR Impact 5.5.5 1). The project-level fisheries
analysis in the Draft EIR for the Lower Crystal Springs Dam Improvement Project ("L.CSDI"™)
(published March 2010) modified this PEIR impact determination based on more detailed site-
specific data and analysis and determined that impacts on fishery resources due to inundation
effects would be less than significant. Similarly, in the Draft EIR on the Calaveras Dam
Replacement Project ("CDRP") (published October 2009), it was determined that the impact
related to stream flow along Alameda Creek between the diversion dam and the confluence with
Calaveras Creeks (PEIR Impact 5.4.1-2) was less than significant based on more detailed, site-
specific modeling and data. To be conservative, this Final EIR assumes the PEIR’s significant
and unavoidable impact determination for both the LCSDI and CDRP impacts, although
certification of the Final EIRs for these projects may modify and supersede this conclusion.

The significant and unavoidable impacts were listed in Resolution No. 08-0200 as follows:
Potentially Significant and Unavoidable WSIP Water Supply Impacts

¢ Fisheries (Upper and Lower Crystal Springs Reservoir): Effects in the Peninsula.
watershed on fishery resources in Crystal Springs Reservoir in San Mateo County; and
- Growth: Indirect growth-inducement impacts in the SFPUC service area.

Significant and Unavoidable WSIP Water Supply Impacts
¢ Streamflow (Alameda Creek below Alameda Creek Diversion Dam): Effects on
stream flow in Alameda Creek between the diversion dam and the confluence with
Calaveras Creek. '

V. EVALUATION OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

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

A, Reasons for Approval of the Project
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The overall goals of the WSIP for the regionél- water system are to:

Maintain high-quality water and a gravity-driven system
Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes

Increase delivery reliability

Meet customer water supply needs through 2018
Enhance sustainability

Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system

. o o & 00

The Project contributes to achievement of these goals. Specifically, the objectives of the Project
are to:

Increase water delivery reliability.

Improve seismic reliability,

Maximize the use of existing SFPUC facilities and infrastructure.
Maintain a gravity-driven system. '

Allow for timely construction of proposed facilities.

® s 0 0 @

B. Alternativés Rejected and Reasons for Rejection

The Commission rejects the Alternatives set forth in the Final EIR and listed below because the
Commission finds that there is substantial evidence, including evidence of economic, legal,
social, technological, and other considerations described inthis Section in addition to those
described in Section VI below under CEQA Guidelines 15091(a)(3), that make infeasible such
Alternatives. In making these determinations, the Commission is aware that CEQA defines

- “feasibility” to mean "capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable
period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological
factors.” The Commission is also aware that under CEQA case law the concept of “feasibility”
encompasses (i) the question of whether a particular alternative promotes the underlying goals
and objectives of a project. and (ii) the question of whether an alternative is “desirable” from a
policy standpoint to the extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of the relevant
econotnic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors.

As explained in Chapter 7 of the Draft EIR, Alternatives, the SFPUC undertook extensive efforts
to identify feasible Project alternatives, including consideration of a wide range of onsite and
offsite options. This process is documented in the reports and memoranda identified in Chapter 7
of the Draft EIR. The Alternatives Analysis Report (AAR) identified onsite options for the
HTWTP to meet the criteria established in the WSIP and the subsequent delivery, seismic
reliability, water quality and water supply goals established specifically for the HTWTP. The
AAR evaluated different alternatives for raw treatment, seismic retrofit of structures and
pipelines, slope stabilization, and access road improvements. The recommended options from the
AAR formed the basis for the Project. A Conceptual Engineering Report described the specific
improvements to be designed for the Project and considered design alternatives such as different
alignments for the new pipeline carrying treated water from the new treated water reservoir to
the distribution pipeline. The Alternatives to the HTWTP Long-Term Improvement Project
report was prepared to determine if there were options, including offsite locations for a new
water treatment plant, which did not require extensive slope stabilization measures.

Based on these reports, the Commission finds that there are no feasible alternatives that would
reduce significant and unavoidable impacts of the proposed project. As described in Section 7.5,
Alternatives Considered but Rejected from Further Consideration, potential alternatives failed to
substantially reduce environmental impacts compared to the proposed project, would not meet
project objectives, or would not be feasible from an engineering perspective. The offsite
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alternatives would result in an overall increase in impacts and greater potential for significant
and unavoidable impacts due to the large size of the construction site that would be needed to
accommodate a new treatment plant, and the impacts of rerouting the large-diameter raw water
and treated water pipelines required for treatment plant operation (refer to Section 7.5.2 of the
Draft EIR). The onsite alternatives would not avoid the significant and unavoidable traffic, noise,
and air quality impacts of the proposed project, because the consfruction activities causing these
impacts would be required for all onsite alternatives, '

Notwithstanding the inability of on-site alternatives to avoid the significant impacts of the
Project, the Final EIR considered five on-site alternatives for the new treated water reservoir and
one alternative treatment process. As described in Section 7.5 of the Draft EIR, none of these
options would reduce the Project's significant and unavoidable impacts and meet most of the
Project's objectives. Alternative 2, Retrofit Treated Water Reservoirs at Current Location and
Maintain Direct Filtration Treatment Process, represented the best potential onsite alternative
bécause: (1) it would reduce impacts associated with disturbing undeveloped land with trees and
vegetation, impacts on existing recreation facilities on site, and impacts associated with
excavation and hauling spoils off site; (2) it would meet most of the project’s basic objectives;
and (3) it is considered potentially feasible based on availability of infrastructure. Consequently,
Alternative 2 was selected for analysis in the Draft EIR. :

Similarly, as set forth in Section 7.5.2 of the Draft EIR, offsite alternatives were considered but
rejected based on information developed in an engineering study of such alternatives
commissioned by the SFPUC in 2008.

Alternative 1: No Project

The No Project Alternative includes those activities that would reasonably be expected to occur
in the foreseeable future, if the proposed project were not approved. These activities include
continued operation of the existing HTWTP with its present facilities. Additionally, under the No
Project Alternative, the SFPUC would likely implement the following:

e Continue daily inspections of the HTWTP.

e Conduct post-seismic event inspections of the HTWTP and follow emergency protocols as
appropriate.

¢ Install up to four seismic sensor and isolation valves.

» Follow emergency response procedures after a seismic event.

The No Project Alternative would not include any of the improvements or slope stabilization
measures included as part of the proposed project.

Overall, the No Project Alternative would prevent all of the construction-related impacts of the
proposed project because no new facilities or improvements would be constructed. However,
there is the potential that the No Project Alternative would lead to future’environmental impacts
associated with construction of emergency supply systems (e.g., emergency bypass pipelines),
transportation of emergency water supplies (e.g., trucking), and/or slope stabilization measures
(i.e., greater ground disturbance and trucking) in the event of a major earthquake. Further,
emergency facility repairs could potentially result in greater environmental impacts (i.e., traffic,
noise, air quality, water quality, hazards, and geology and soils ) compared to the proposed
project because there may not be adequate time to perform studies, locate activities away from
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sensitive environmental resources, and develop and administer required plans (e. g., traffic
control plan, Hazardous Material Handling and Disposal Plan, dust mitigation plan, stormwater
pollution prevention plan). » "

However, the Commission rejects this alternative as infeasible because it would not meet most of
the SFPUC’s Project objectives for the reasons discussed below:

The No Project Alternative would meet one of the SFPUC’s project objectives (to maintain a
gravity-driven system) and partiaily meet one objective (to maximize the use of existing SFPUC

facilities and infrastructure). However, it would not meet the key objectives to increase water

delivery reliability and to improve seismic reliability. The HTWTP would not meet SFPUC’s

WSIP level of service objectives for this facility, and the plant would continue to be unable to

achieve its designed sustained treatment capacity of 140 mgd after an earthquake to meet the
 WSIP seismic reliability goals.

In addition, the No Project Alternative would not be consistent with SFPUC’s mission of serving
San Francisco and its Bay Area customers with reliable, high quality, and affordable water.
Existing facilities were constructed as early as the 1920s and at the time were not sized to meet
water supply needs through the year 2018, which is the SFPUC’s planning horizon for the WSIP.
Existing facilities do not and would not reliably or adequately serve current and future
populations based on current per-capita levels of use and the potential for a prolonged drought.
For instance, jurisdictions served by the SFPUC, specifically the cities of Foster City and San
Mateo, have adopted Statements of Overriding Considerations for their general plans because
water supply constraints were considered to be significant and unavoidable impacts in approving
new development,

Alternative 2: Retrofit Treated Water Reservoirs at Current Location and Maintain
Direct Filtration Treatment Process

Alternative 2 includes maintaining the current direct filtration treatment process and
implementing most of the same proposed improvements as the proposed project, except the new
treated water reservoir and its associated facilities would not be constructed. Instead, the
existing treated water reservoirs would be retrofitted at their current locations. The purpose of
Alternative 2 is to examine options for reducing construction-related traffic impacts, as well as
impacts on biological resources and water quality. :

Under Alternative 2, the SFPUC would retrofit the existing 8-MG and 6.5-MG reservoirs, which
would involve the following:

* Structurally upgrade the existing 6.5-MG treated water reservoir with a shurry wall or

steel plates. '
. * Structurally upgrade the existing 8-MG treated water reservoir with new pre-stressed

concrete walls, ring beam, and new roof.

* Seismically retrofit the interconnection pipelines between the two existing reservoirs
(i.e., install flexible couplings and vault upgrades). - '

+ Install a continuous wall with 4 to 5 five rows of 36-inch-diameter, 220- to 280-foot-deep’
concrete piers to improve slope stability at the reservoir locations.

SFPUC conducted a preliminary geotechnical investigation that found implementation of slope
stabilization measures needed to retrofit the existing treated water reservoir would be technically
and operationally difficult. The current-alignment of the existing reservoits and piping poses
engineering challenges to maintain treatment capacity, particularly when considering
construction of a temporary contact basin. As listed above, slope and pipeline strengthening
would require constructing drilled piers that intercept critical sliding surface, and potentially

regrading the existing landslide deposit and siope near the pipelines to reduce vulnerability to
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slope movements. Despite incorporating measures to reduce seismic risk, some seismic
uncertainty and risk would still remain after implementation of Alternative 2 due to site
conditions and location of the eastern Serra fault strand in proximity to the reservoirs.

Overall, the impacts of Alternative 2 would be similar to those associated with the proposed
project, with the exception of slightly greater impacts on noise, geology and soils, and slightly
lesser impacts on land use, transportation and circulation, recreation, utilities and service
systems, biological resources, hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, and energy.
Alternative 2 would have slightly greater temporary noise impacts because pile-driving activities
would be closer to sensitive receptors (Meadows Elementary School and residences) and greater
geology and soils impacts because more slope stabilization would be required. Alternative 2
would have slightly lesser impacts on transportation, air quality, energy, and utilities because
there would be less excavated spoils to haul off site; a reduced impact on land use and recreation
because some of the equestrian facilities would not need to be removed to accommodate the new
treated water reservoir; reduced impacts on biological resources (e.g., special-status raptors,
nesting birds and western red bat, dusky-footed woodrat, and riparian corridor near El Zanjon
Creek) because there would be fewer trees and vegetation disturbed; slightly reduced impacts
related to hazardous materials due to a reduction in residue of lead-based paints associated with
equestrian facility demolition and accidental release of hazardous materials during construction;
and slightly reduced impacts on hydrology and water quality because there would be
substantially less new impervious surfaces. :

In addition to the environmental impacts described above, retrofitting the existing reservoirs and
implementing slope stabilization measures per Alternative 2 would require an additional 1.5 to
2 years compared to the proposed project because additional time would be needed to construct -

-each retrofit; the retrofits would have to be constructed sequentially, and that additional facility
shutdowns would be required to connect the interim and upgraded facilities. Additionally, there
would be increased operational disruptions due to the additional and longer duration shutdowns

" required for the reservoir retrofit and seismic upgrades of the interconnection pipelines.
Alternative 2 would reduce the SFPUC's treated water storage capacity from 120 mgd to
approximately 25 mgd during the construction period. Because at least one treated water -
reservoir must remain in operation at ail times in order fo for the plant to continue providing
treated water during the retrofit, treated water reservoirs would be retrofitted one at a time,
reducing the treatment capacity to approximately 25 mgd. The reduction in the treatment plant
capacity would inhibit the SFPUC’s ability to perform maintenance activity or meet customer
delivery requirements in the event of an emergency. Also, construction of the piers for slope
stabilization around the existing treated water reservoir would be technically and operationally
difficult becanse the construction activities would disrupt normal operations, in addition to
requiring lengthy shutdown periods. ‘

Thus, although Alternative 2 would meet most of the five Project objectives, it would lonly
partially meet the objectives to increase water delivery reliability, improve seismic reliability,
and to allow for timely construction of proposed facilities for the reasons described above.

Vi. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

Pursuant to CEQA section 21081 and CEQA Guideline 15093, the Commission hereby finds,
after consideration of the Final EIR and the evidence in the record, that each of the specific
overriding economic, legal, social, technological and other benefits of the Project as set forth .
below independently and collectively outweighs these significant and unavoidable impacts and is
an overriding consideration warranting approval of the Project. Any one of the reasons for
approval cited below is sufficient to justify approval of the Project. Thus, even if a court were to
conclude that not every reason is supported by substantial evidence, the Commission will stand
by its determination that each individual reason is sufficient. The substantial evidence
supporting the various benefits can be found in the preceding findings, which are incorporated by
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reference into this Section, and in the documents found in the Record of Proceedings, as defined
in Section L ‘

On the basis of the above findings and the substantial evidence in the whole record of this
proceeding, the Commission specially finds that there are significant benefits of the Project in
spite of the unavoidable significant impacts, and therefore makes this Statement of Overriding-
Considerations. The Commission further finds that, as part of the process of obtaining Project
approval, all significant effects on the environment from implementation of the Project have
been eliminated or substantiaily lessened where feasible. All mitigation measures proposed in the
Final EIR for the proposed Project are adopted as part of this approval action. Furthermore, the
Commission has determined that any remaining significant effects on the environment found to
be unavoidable are acceptable due to the following specific overriding economic, technical,

legal, socia! and other considerations.

The Project will have the following benefits:
* Increase water delivery reliability.
* Improve séismic reliability of the HTWTP, gencrally.

e Maximize the use of existing SFPUC facilities and infrastructure, including functioning
conveyance and treatment infrastructure on the HTWTP site.

. Maintain a gravity-driven water distribution system.
* Allow for timely construction of water treatment plant improvements.

* Achieve HTWTP’s sustained treatment capacity of 140 mgd after an earthquake to meet
WSIP seismic reliability goals and delivery emergency water supply

In addition, the Project implements the WSIPs goals and objectives, and the Statement of
Overriding Considerations from SFPUC Resolution 08-0200 is adopted and incorporated in these
findings as though fully set forth. In particular, this Project helps to implement the following
benefits of the WSIP: , o

1. Implementation of facility improvement projects will reduce vulnerability to earthquakes.
Improvements are designed to meet current seismic standards. The regional water system .
is a critical and vulnerable link in the City’s and wholesale customer’s ability to survive
after a major earthquake and to maintain access to critically needed water supplies. The
SFPUC will be able to meet the fundamental and most pressing needs of the water system
~ to improve the seismic safety and reliability of the water system as a means of saving
human life and property under a catastrophic earthquake scenario or even a disaster
scenario not rising to the level of catastrophic. Effecting the necessary repairs and
improvements to assure the water system’s continued reliability, and developing it as part
of a larger, integrated water security strategy, is critical to the Bay Area’s economic
security, competitiveness and quality of life.

2. *The SFPUC will be able to deliver basic service to the three regions in the service area
(East/South Bay, Peninsula, and San Francisco) within 24 hours after a major earthquake.

3. The Water system will maintain a high quality water system.
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4. Improvements are designed to meet current and foreseeable future federal and state water
' quality requirements. '

5. The WSIP will increase delivery reliability and improve the ability to maintain the water

system, providing operational flexibility to allow planned maintenance shutdown of
~ individual facilities without interrupting customer service, operational flexibility to

minimize the risk of service interruption due to unplanned facility upsets or outages, and
operational flexibility and system capacity to replenish local reservoirs as needed. In
order to implement a feasible asset management program in the future that will provide
continuous maintenance and repairs to facilities, the regional water system requires
redundancy (i.e., backup) of some critical facilities necessary to meeting day-to-day
customer water supply needs. Without adequate redundancy of critical facilities, the
SFPUC has limited operational flexibility in the event of an emergency or a system .
failure, as well as constraints on conducting adequate system inspection and maintenance.

6. The WSIP will achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system, ensuring cost-effective
use of funds, maintaining a gravity-driven system.

- Having considered these benefits, including the benefits discussed in Section I above, the
Comimission finds that the benefits of the Project and the WSIP outweigh the unavoidable
adverse environmental effects, and that the adverse environmental effects are therefore

acceptable,
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PROJECT NAME AND CASE NO. Har

ATTACHMENT B

Tracy Water Treatment Plani Long-Term Improvements Profect, 2007.1202E

MITIGATICN MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

tmpact Ne.

Impact Summary

Temporary creation
of new sowrces of
fight or glare from
gonstruction acti
(All Project
Components: PSM)

Patential to directly or
indirectly destroy
palecntological
resources during
eonstrustion (Al
Project Components:
PaM)

Mitigation Measure

Mitigation Measure AES-1: Implement light reduction measures

The SFPUGC and #is contractor wilt reduce Highting effects by implementing the foliowing light
reduction measires diring construction. The amount of temporary exterior lighting instalied wilf be
minimized 16 the extent practicable. Temporary lights will be eguipped with cut-off shields and '
directed downward and inward, away from adjacent residences.

Mitigation Measure om; nosnﬁu worker awareness training for paleontological resources
prior to construction

Priar to the __._Em:c: of any site preparation and/or start of construction, the SFPUC shall ensure
that all construction torepsrsons and field supervisors receive i
professional paleontelogist as defined by the SVP’s Conformable impact Mitigation Guidelines
Committee {SVP Conformable impact Mitigation Guideines Commitiee, 1985} and who is
experienced in teaching non-speciafists, to ensure that forepersong and field supervisors can
recognize fossi materials in the event that any are discovered during construction, Trakning on
paleontological resources shalt also be provided to al other construction workers, but may _ﬁu_:um
videotape of the initial training and/or the use of written materals rather than in-person trainihg by a
paleomalogist. Training shall identify which portions of the project (i.e., areas underlain by the
Merced Formation) possess a high sensitivity for paleonfological resources.

Wonitering and Reporting Program

implementation and Reporting

Responsible

1. SFPUGC EMB

2. CM Team

1. 8FPUC EMB

2. CM Team
(Palecntologist)

3. Chi Team

Reviewing &
Approvai Parly

1. SFPUC BEM

2. BFPUC BEM

1. SFPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

3. SFPUC BEM

1. Ensure that measures ap

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

1. Ensure that measures applying to
nightime construction lighting are
incorporated in contract documents

2. Menitor to ensure thal the sontractor
impiements measures in contract documents,
report noncompliance, and ensure corrective
action.

g to
paleontological training are incorporated in
contract documents.

2. Obtain and review resume or other
documaentation of consulting palecniologist's
guatifications. Fie documentation of
paleontologist's qualifications (e.g. resume).

3. Ensure that training program is deveioped
and that all persannel attend prior to
beginning werk and sign fraining sign-in
sheet. Maintain file of sign-in sheets.

1. Design

2. Construciion

1. Design

2. Preconstruciion

3. Preconsiruction
and construction

Mitigation Measwre CH-2: Condugt paleontological assessment for oo:mw:nmow areas
involving highly sensitive substrate materials

The SFPUC shall reguire a preconstruction paleontological assessment based on final project
design of construction areas overlaying subsirate ideniified in this EIR as having high
paleontalogical sensitivity {L.e., the Merced Formation and previously sndocumenied Franciscan
chert fe.g., in a location where cherl has not previously been identified and reported]). The
asgessment shall be conducted by a qualified paleontologist, as defined by the SVP Guidefines
{8VP Conformable Impact Mitigation Guidsiines Committee, 1895) andfor a California-registered
prodessional geclogist. The resulte will.be documented in & report aleng with. recommendations dar-....
appropriate and feasible procedures to avoid or minimize damage ¢ any paleontological resources
present. The report shall aiso make recommendations regarding the need, If any, for pakeontological
monitoring of ground-disiurbing activities. Af & minimum, the report shall recommend that a qu
paleontologist be avaitable “on-call” to the SFPUC throughout the duration of ground-disturbing
activities. The environmental review officer (ERO) shall review and approve the report in
consultation with the SFPUC.

Paleontological mondtoring, i required, will consist of periodically inspecting disturbed, graded, and
excavaled surfaces. The monitor will have authority to divert grading or excavation away from
exposed surfaces temporarily in order to examine disturbed areas more closely, and/or recover
fossils. The roenitor will coordinate with the construction manager to ensure that monitering is

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team
(Paleontologist or
a Cafformnia
Fegistared
professional

geologist)

3, CM Team
{Palecniologist or
a California
registered
professionat

geofogist)

1. SFPUC BEM

2. 8FPUC BEM

3. 8FPUC BEM
and ERQ

-or geoingist's. qualifications, -

1. Ensure that measures applying to
palecniological assessment and monidtoring,
as may be required, are incorporated in
cantract documents.

2. Obtain and review resume or other
documentation of consulting wmﬁaswo_ommmww

3. Provide technical report to ERQ that
docurnents the results of preconstruction
assessment and recomimendation for
pateontological monitering. Include
dogumentation of paleentolagist's
gualifications (e.g. resume).

1. Design

2. Preconstruction
and Construction

3. Preconstraction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAN

Impact No.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

implementation and Reporting

Responsthbie
Party

Reviewing &
Approval Party

Korltering and Reporting Actions

implementation
Schedule

thoreugh but does not result in aunnecessary delays.

4. CM Teamn
{Pateontologist or
& California

4. SFPUC BEM

4. Conduet palecniological monitoring, If
required. Document mondioring in monitoring
logs

4, Construction

registered
prafessionai
geologist)

5. OM Team

5. 3FPUC BEM

5. Ensure that the contractor implemernds
measures in contract documents, report
noncompliance, and ensure corrective action,

5. Construction

Mitigation Measure CR-3: Implement stop work order i vertebrate fossil materiais are
encountered during construction

if any indication of a paleoniciogical resource is discoverad during any project act ity (e.g., .
vertebrate fossil malerials or previously undocumented Franciscan chert [Le., in & location where
chert has not previously been Identified and reported]), il ground-disturbing work within 50 feét of
the find will stop immediately unti the palecntological monitor can assess the nature and
importance of the find and recommend appropriate treatment. Assessment will ocour in a timely
manner. Once the monitor has assessed the find, the monitor may propose moedifications to the
stop-work radius based on the nature of the find, site geclogy, and the activities cccurring on the
sita. The monitor's recommendations shall be subject to review and approval by the ERQ.

Hecommendatiens for any treatment that is required will be consisterst with SVP guidelines (SVP
Conformabie Impact Mitigation Guidelines Commitiee, $995) and currently accepted scientific
practice. |¢ required, freatment for fossil remains may inchude preparation and recovery of fossit
materials so that they can be housed in an appropriate museurm or universlty collection, and may
alse include preparation of a report for publication describing the finds. The SEPUC will be
responsible for ensuring that treatment is Inplemented and report to the San Francisco Planning
Departrsent. i no report is required, the SFPUC will nonetheless ensure that information on the
nature, location, and depth of all finds is readily available to the sclentific community through
university curation or other appropriate means.

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team

3. GM Team
(Pateoniologist or
a California
ragistered
prodessional
geciogist)

1. 8FPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

3. SFPLC BEM
and ERO

1. Ensure that measures applying to
accidenial discovery of paleontological
resources are incorporated in contract
documents.

2. Ensure that af potential discoveries of
palecntological resources are reporied as
raguired and that the contractor suspends
work in the vicinity. Maobilize a paleontologist
or geclogist to the arsa.

3. Evaluate the potential discovery and advise
ERQ a$ to the significance of the discovery.
Proceed with recommendations, evaiuations,
and implementation of additicnal measures in
censultation with ERG. Prepars and submit
Pzleontclogical Rsscurces Report ¥ required.

1. Besign

2. Construction

3. Constructicn

cR-2

Potenliai disturbance

of human remains
during construction
(All Project
Components: PSM)

Mitigation Measure CR-4: impiement freatment measures If human remains are encountered
during construction

' If humian remains are encountered during construction, the SEPUC shal notify the San Mateo

Caunty Coroner inmediately, as required by PRC Section 5097.98. A qualified archaeslogist shall
also be contacted immediately. If the County Coroner determines that the remains are Native
American, the Coroner shall then contact the NAHC, pursuant to Section 7056.5(c] of the Galifornia
Health and Safety Code.

There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie human remains until the San Mateo County Coroner has determined that no.
Investigation of the cause of death Is required or i the remains are Native American.

I the remains are of Native American origin;

«  Within 24 hours of notification, the NAWG shall identify a Native Ametican “most likely
descendant” (MED) to make a recommendation regarding appropriate freatment of the human

1. FPUC EMB

2. Ci Team

3. CM Team
{qualified
archaeologist}

4. CM Toam

1. SFPUC BEM

2. 8FPUC BEM

3. §FPUC BEM
and ERQ

4. SFPUC BEM

1. Ensure that contract documents include
measures refated o discavery of human
remains.

2. Ensure that all human remains are reporied
as required and that contractor suspends
work in the vicinity. Mobilize an archaeciogist
to confirm exisience of human remains.

8. if human remains are confirmed, perform
required ¢oordination and notifications
including reporting to ER0.

4. Monitor 10 ensure that the contractor
implements measures in the contract

1, Design

2. Construction

3. Construction

4, Conslruction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measura Impiementation and Reporting o . Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
remains. dogurnents, report noncompliancs, and
ensure corrective action.
«  [f the identified MLD faifs to make a recommendation within 48 hours of being given acoess to
the remains, the SFPUC, as the landowner, shall work with the NAHC fo determine
appropriate means of treating or disposing of, with apprepriate dignity, the human remains and
any associated grave goods, as provided in PRC Section 5097.88.
CR-3 Adverse change fo | Mitigalion Measure CR-5: implement inadvertent archaeclogical discovery cantrols during | 1 gFPUC EMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1, Ensure that measures related to 1. Design
unknown or known construction archaealogical discoveties are included in
prehistoric or historic- . . . R confract documents.
era archagological To avoid any pofential adverse sffect from the proposed prolect on accidentally discovered buried or
resourees during submerged archasological resources as defined in State CEQA Guidslings Section 15064.5(a)(c),
construction (All the preject sponsor shai distribute the San Francisee Planning Depariment's archaeological
Project Components: | resource “ALERT” shaet 1o the projest prime contractos, to any project subcontractor (including
PSM} amm_sq on excavation, grading, foundation, u:wu driving, ete. firs}, or to the utititles wzs.w involved in
seail distuhing activities within the profect area. Prior 1o any soll disturbing activities being
undertaken, each coniractor shall be responsibie for ensuring that the “ALERT” sheet is oirculated 2. CM Team 2, 5FPLIC BEM wwmwwmn%mwwww w_.ﬂw% m_w_.h_mosww_‘w MWNMME:S@ work 2. Preconstruction
to ali field personnel, including machine operators, field crew, pile drivers, supervisory personnel, receive "ALERT" mzmmﬂumz @ sign the training * | and Construction
etc. The project spensor shall provide the ERO with a signed affidavit from the responsible parties sion-in sheet, Maintain um_ e of mmm_ n-in sheets
{prima contractor, subcontractor[s], and utilittes firm) to the ERO confirming that alt Tield personnet §w3w2 to m:.mca that the ocamﬁsq )
have received copies of the “ALERT” sheet. implements measures in contract documents,
¥, during the course of construction, & potential archaeclogical discovery is made, and the ERQ meﬂ noncompliance and ensure corective
determines that an archagological resource may be present within the preject area, the project )
sponsor shal retain the services of a qualified archaeologicat consullant, The archaeclogical |
consultant shall advise the ERC as o whether the discovery is an archaeological resource, rétains
sutlicient integrity, and is of potentiat scientific/historicaliculturat signiticance, I an archasalogical
resourse is present, the archaeological consultant shall identify and evaluate the archaeslogical St el : 3. Construction
reseurce. The archaeslogicat constitant sha make a recommendation as to what action, ¥ mr_._. is 3. M Team Msm*nmﬂw_uo BEM w m_.%m.hnﬂm M:M m%qwmﬁwﬂwmwznwﬂmmwwmomwﬂmﬂmwo r
warranted. Based on this information, the ERQ may require, if warranted, specilic additional wwnmo en ammﬁoum i the viciity. Mobilize an
measures 1o be Inplernented by the project sponsoer. m..o%mmowomwm" io the area if ws. e ERO
Measures might include: preservation in situ of the archaeological resource, an archaeological MMQM_“W_:MMW”M an srchasologioalresouce
monitoring program, or an archaeological testing program. If an archaeological menitoring program yRep ’
of archaeological testing program is required, program plans shall be reviewed and approved by the
ERO, The ERQ may also require that the project sponsor immediately implement a site securily
program if the archaeociogical resource is at risk from vandalism, footing, or other damaging actions. 4. Evaluate Ihe potential discovery and advise 4. Consfruction
4. SFPUC BEM y e :
The project archacological consultant shalh suorit an accidsrtal discovery Archasologioal Data | (ansaciagisty | @ ERO B e o e s e s
Recovery Report (ADRR} to the ERO. |n addition fo the usual contents of the ADRR, this repert will r dimpl tation of acditi | reasy "
include an evaluation of e historical significance of any discovered archaeological resource and an M:Nu wamw.w%mww mv ona w mwwmw n
isscribe the archasologica and historical reseatch metheds employsd in the archaeologicat consultation wil - Swm_mmm: suoml
e s -menitenngidata-recovar pragramis)-undertakten-information-that may pubat-sisk-apy s - e e o Archaeolouical Data RecoveryReport. L)
archagclogical resoarce shall be provided B a separate removable insert within the finat report,
Once approved by the ERQ, copies of the ADRR shall be distributed as follows: the relevant CHRIS
informaltion center shall receive one copy, and the EROC shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the
ADRR to the information center, The MEA shall seceive three copies of the ADRR, along with
coples of any format site recordation forms (DPR 523 series) andfor documentation-for nomination
o the NRHP/CRHR, The SFPUC shall receive coples of the ADRR as raguested in number. In
instances of high public interest in or the high inferpretive value of the resource, the ERO may
reqidire a different final report content, format, and distribution than that presented above.

Harry Tragy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term improvements Frofect MMPAP, Atachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

impact No.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Repeorting

implementation

sterage faciities. The archagological monitoring pragram shall include the following:

«  Allproject contraciors shall be advised to be on the alert for evidence of the presence of the
expected resource(s}, of how to identify the evidence of the expected resource(s), and of the
appropriate protocol in the event of apparent discovery of an archaeological resource;

Harry Tragy Water Treatment Plant Long-Tamm improvements Profect MMRBP, Attachment B8
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environmental training prior to beginning work
and sign the training sign-in sheet, Monitor to
ensure that the contracter implements
measrss in contract dosumenis, report
noncompliance, and ensure corrective action.
Maintain fiie of training sign-in sheets.

Responsible Reviewing & Manitoring and Reporting Actlons Schedule
Party Approval Party
Mitlgation Measure CR-6: Prepare archaeologleal monitoring plan 1. CM Team t. SFPUC BEM | 1. Archaeologist to review construction work | 1. Design
X . ) i {Archeologist) and ERQ fimits and advise £R0 whether archaeological
It is possible that archasological site CA-SMA-23 extends into the impact area, Before ground- site may be disturbed by construction
disturbing activities are begun the project sponsor shall retain a qualified archaealegical consuitant activities, if ERQ determines that the
who, in consultation with the ERO, shall assess the likelihood that this archaeological site may be archasclegical site may be disturbed. then
| alfeeEd by projETr Hevines e ERO deteraines e e sin TRHY Ui eE s By projet archaeologist shad prepare and submit an
acliviies the archasclogical consultant shall prepare and submit to the ERO for review and approval Archasotogical Monitoring Plan,
an Archaeclegical Monitoring Plan (AMP), The archaeoiogical monitoring program shalf be corducted . ] .
i accardance wilh the approved AMP. The AMP shall specify what project activities in areas sensitive | 2. SFPUCEMB 1 2. SFRUCBEM | 2. Ensure that requirements related to cultural | 2. Design
for burled resources shall be archaeologically menitored. Project activities that may require manitoring . resource protection and monitoring are
may include the installation of pipelines and crossover faciitles and cerlain soils-aftering activities such included in contract documents.
as grading and access road construction associated with construction or improvement of water 3. CM Team 3. SFPUGBEM | 3. Ensure that all persennel attend 3, Pre-construction

and Construction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

impact No.

Harry Tracy Waler Treatment Plant Long-Tems Improvements Project MMAP, Attachment B

impact Summary

{itigation Measure

The archaeclegical monitor(s) shall be present on the project site according o a schadule
agreed upon by the archagoiogical consultant and the ERO untit the ERO has, in consultation
with project archaeclogical consultant, determined that project construction activities are
unlikely 1o have effects on significant archaeological deposits;

The archagological moenitor shali record and be authorized te collect scit samples and
artifactualiecciactual material as warranted for analysis!

If an intact archagological deposit is encountered, alt scils-dishurbing activities within the area
specified in the AMP of the deposit shall cease, The archagological monitor shall be
empowered to temporarily redirect demaolition/excavation/piie driving/construction activities and
equipmant unti the deposit is evaiuated. The archasological consultant sha¥ immediately
notify the ERO of the encountered archaeclogical deposit. The archaeological consultant shalf
make a reasonable effort to assess the identity, integrity, and significance of the enceuntered
archaeological deposit, and present the findings of this assessment to the ERO.

Whether or not significant archaeological resources are encountered, the archaeclogical consuiant
shall submit a written report of the findings of the monitoring program te the EROC.

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

PAGE 5 OF 29

tmplamentation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
4. CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4. Perform moniforing where/when required 4. Censtruction
(Archeclogist) and ERC and log monitoring activities, If intact

archaeclogical deposit is encountered,
temporarily redivect activities, inmediatety
notify ERO. If hurnan remains are
encountered, perform required coordination
and notifications. Proceed with additional
measures if a significant archaeological .
resource is determined present. Once work in
the area is finished such that monitoriag is no
longer required, submit written report of the
findings of the monitoring program to the
ERO.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Maonltoring and Reporting Program

Impact No, Impact Summary Mitigation Measure implementation and Reporting . . fmplementation
Responsihle Reviewing & Monitoring and Repotting Actlons Schedule
. . Party Approval Party
TRA-2 Temporary mcrease | Mitigation Measure TRA-1: Prepare and implement a traffic control plan for HTWTP prior fo 1. SFPUC EMB 1. GEPYG BEM | 1. Ensure that requirement to prepare a 1, Design
Ins traflic icad on and during project gonstruction Traffic Controf Plan and applicable measures
roadways caused by ) are included in contract documents.
construction-related The SFPUC and its construction contractor(s} will prepare and implement a traffic contro! plan and
vehicle trips and coordinate with Caltrans and local jurisdictions, as appropriate, for affected roadways and
T T | T s ) NS I e BV AT TORS AT S CONSTUCHON TOTITRT I8 TSSUET Tor TS HrojeLY, and RN Tearm 2. SFPUC BEN | 2 ENSUre CoTrasTr SN B TEIN COneal | 5 Brovanshadtion
roadway level of where construction could occur within and/or across multiple streets in the same vicinity, the ’ Plan and verly it complies with the mitigation
service during SFPUC and its construction contractor{s) witt coordinate the iraffic control plans to mitigate the requirements, including preparation by a
construgtion (All impact of wraffic disruption. The coordinated plan will include measures that address overlapping qualified civil engineer. Submit to agencies for
Project Components: | construetion schedules and activities, truck arrivals and departures, lane closures and detours, and review and ensure recommendations are
SUy the adequacy of on-street staging and parking requirements. The traffic control pian shall include, incarporated as appropriate,
but may not be limited to, the following elements:
+  When teasible, truck trdps thaul trucks and heavy construction equipment) on Helen Drive shall
be avoided during the typical school drop-off and pick up hours for Meadows Blementary .
School. Typically, school begins at 8:30 a.m. and ends at 2:45 p.t, {oxcept on Wednesdays 4. Monitar 16 ensure that the contractor 3. Construction
when dismissal Is 1:30 p.m. and for kindergarten, which is dismissed every day at 11:50 am.). | 3 CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM

The construction contracior shall confirm the start and dismissat imes prior to the beginning of

each schoot year. If avoiding these hours is feasible, the construstion contractor will provide
addiional flaggers during school drop-off and piok-up hours near the intersections of Helen
Drive/Mosswood Lang and Helen Drive/Banbury Lane (where crosswalks to the school are
ocated) o manage iraffic flow and maintain tralfic safely, .

+  When feasible, truck trips (.., hau! trucks, heavy construction equipment) will be scheduled
outside AM (7:00 a.m. 10 9:00 a.m.) and PM {4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) peak commutie trips. If
avoiding these hours is infeasible, additional flaggers shall be provided at the intersections of
Helon Drive/Mosswood Lane, Helen Drive/Banbury Lane, and Crystat Springs
Read/Cresimoor Drive to manage traffic flow and maintain safety.

+  ifhe number of culbound vehicles heading fo the -280 en-ramp at Cunningham Way exceed
10 vehicles per hour during the AM peak hour, implement traffic confrols such as utilizing &
tlagger or installing and operating a temporary wraffic signal at the intersection of 1-280 and
Cunningham Way from 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m., Monday through Friday (except legal hotidays}.
Otherwise, the number of outbound vehicles heading to the 3280 on-ramp &t Cunningham
Way will not excesd 10 vehicles per hour diring the AM peak hour, 1o the extent feasible,

+ TAUCK CROSSING” signs on wood posts will be instafied along the edge of Crystal Springs
Read for each direction of travel, approximately 200 feet from the intersection of Crystal
Springs Road and the driveway leading to the HTWTP. The signs shall be maintainad by the
centractor until the comptetion of the project. The purpose is to minimize potential sonflict
between the approximately 100 construction vehicles malking left-turns to access the project
site and the through tralfic movements from the opposite direction on Crystal Sprngs Read.

+  Aparking plan wilt be prepared that identifies oft-site parking for construction workers during

peak construction periods when there Is not encugh capacily on the HTWTP site in the staging

areas and aleng roadways. The parking plan will identify off-site pasking areas to
accommadate approximately 95 vehicles. Possible off-site parking areas miclude off-street
parking at the nearby Milibrae Meadows Swim Club and Meadows Elementary School when
these facilities are not in use, off-street parking at Millbrae Intermodal Terminal, and on-street
parking alfong Helen Drive and Crystal Springs Road. Use of the school and swim club parking
lots will be ecordinated with those faciities. The swim club provides the closest parking and
may be available much of the year (L.e., non-summer weekdays). The school parking iot is
restricted during the school year and during the relining of the Sunsst Branch Pipeline. The
Mirae Intermodal Terminal has approximately 2,800 parking spaces and provides daily and

Harry Tracy Waler Treatment Plant Long-Term knprovements Project MMAP, Attachment 8

implerments measures in the Traffic Coniral
Plan and contract docurnents, report
nencompliance, and ensure corrective action,

PAGE8OF 29

September 2010



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact No.

impact Summary

Monitoring and Repoerting Program

Wzitigation Measure

Implementation and Reporting

Respensible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

implamentation
Schedule

monthly pernit parking for Bay Area Rapid Transh BART) and Caltrain riders. The use of the
y will be coordinated with BART and Calirain. The City of Millbrae does not have parking
restriclions on residential streets, except for the weekly strest cleaning. However, on-strest
parking on Helen Drive may have limited capacity adjacent to the school, especially during the
relining of the Sunset Branch Pipeline when parking is displaced from the school parking lot
and Helen Drive. The contractor will provide construction workers transportation (e.g., shutlle)
between the parking location ang the worksite if it is not adjacent to the work site.

«  Prior to construction actlvities associated with the access pit for refining Sunset Branch
Pipsiine, the SFPUC or the construstion contractor will provide schoot officials with a final 48-
hour reminder notice of the timing, location, and duration of construction activities in the
parking lot or readway. (This will be a follow-up notice because the SFPUGC o its sonstruction
contractor will have already coordinated with schoot officials regarding the construction
schedule, access, and any safety concerns.}

. i the access pit for relining Sunset Branch Pipeling is located in Helen Drive, the SFPUC or
construgtion contractor stall “Road Work Ahead” warming signs and provide
SamTrans notice of the timing, location, and duration of construction activities in: the Helen
Drive 48 area near the Helen Drive/iiesswood Lane intersection al least 48 hours beforghand.
Bus route 342 extends down this portion of Helen Drive. (Bus route 43 does not extend down
the poriion of Helen Drive where the access pit would be located,)

+  Tothe extent applicable, the traffic control plan will conform fo Callrans's Manual of Traffic
Controls for Construction and Maintenance Work Zones.

. The contractor(s) shall tajior the above listed measures to reflect site-specific traffic and safety
concerns as appropriate. The specific measures in the traffic management plan may be
subject to review and modification by agencies with authority over affected public streets.

TRA-3

Temporary
displacement of on-
street parking and
school parking during
censtrction (All
Project Components:
RS

impiement Mitigation Measure TRA-1

TRA-4

Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Ters Improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B

Increased traffic
safety hazards during
consiruction {All
Project Components:
PSM)

Implerment Mitigation Measure TRA-1

Temporary increase
in ambient noise
levels on and arotnd
the project area
during consiruction
(Al Project
Components
Excluding Sunset
Branch Pipetine:
PSM, Sunset Branch
Pip : SLh

Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Employ noise-reducing measures during construction and limit
hours of construction operation in Miltbrae

The project contractor will be required to implement appropriate noise controls fo reduce
construction noise levels at noise-sensltive uses including residences, the Meadows Elementary
Schoot, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club, such that construction noise does not exceed the
tallowing {as measured at the exterior of the closest sensitive recaptor) for all profest components,
except along the Sunset Branch pipefing in Millbrag where these measures shall be implemented to
the exient isasible:

PAGE Y OF 28

1. 8FPUC EMB

2. CM Team

1, SFPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

1. Ensure that ny
included in contract documents.

2. Ensure that the contractor implements
noise control requirements including a noise
control plan, as required by MM NOI-4, and
that performance standards are met to the
extent feasible, Report noncompliance, and
ensure corrective action.

2. Construction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

impact No.

impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actlons

Implementation
Schedule

* 70 dBA(Lg) between 7 am. and 7 p.m., Monday through Friday,

. 50 dBA(L.q) during normal sleeping hours, which are considered to be 7:00 p.m.io 7:00 am
{where the ambient noise level exceeds 50 dBA noise from canstruction activity may not
increase the ambient noise level by more than 3 dB).

The projest contractor will determine the specific methods to meet the performance maan_m&w given
above. Specific measures that can be implemented to comply with these performange standards
include, but are not limited to, the following:

. Use best available noise control techniques (inciuding muffiers, intake sitencers, ducts, engine
enclosures, and acoustically afienuating shields or shrouds) for all equipment and frucks to
minimize construction noise impagcts.

»  When pneumatically powered tools are used, use an exhaust mulfler on the compressed air
axhaust (a muffier can lower neise fevels from the exhaust by as much as about 10 dBA). Use
external jackets on the tools themselves, which could achieve a reduction of 5 dBA.

. Use alternative pile placement and pile-driving noise reduction methods where necessary to
meet the performance standards in place of or in addition to impact pile driving. Exampiles of
altemnative pile placement mathouds include:

. Schic plle drivers (sonic pile drivers are only effective in some sail types),
] Pra-drified pile holes,

. Cast-in-place piles,

. Non-displacement piles (i.e., "M’ piles),

. Non-impact drivers that use torgue and down-pressure or static loading to press piles
inio place,

. e cushicning (placing resilient material between hammey and pile}, and
. Shrouding.

- Operation of aquipment requiring use of back-up heepars will be avoidad near sensitive
receplors (.., residencas} to the extens practical during nighttise, evening, and weekend
haurs, Where such avoidance is impractical, the need for construction vehicles to engage the
reverse gear will be minimized (minimizing noise generated by backup alarm) as revessary in
order to meet the performance.

=+ Locate stalicnary noise sources as far from sensitive receptors (e.g., residences, Meadows
Elementary School) as practical. if they must be located near receptors, noise attenuation
such as enclosures will be used to ensure compliance with the performance standards.
Entlosure openings or venting will be faced away from nolse-sensitive receptors.

® Erect temporary noise barriers {at least as high as the exhaust of equipment and breaking line-
cof-sight between noise sources and sensitive receplors) fo maintain construction noise levels
at or below the performance standards. Barriers shall be constructed with a sofid material that
has a density of at least 4 pounds per square foot with no gaps from the ground 1o the top of
the barrier. Bamiers are most effective where they are close to the source or close to the
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impact No., | Impagt Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporiing o ) Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actlons Schedule
Party Approval Party

receiver. Effective focations for barriers to reduce nolse from staging areas include the

scutheast edge of the staging area adiacant to Sycamore Drive and the northeast and

southeast edges of the staging arez adjacent to Helen Drive. Figure 5.6-6 shows potential

barrier locations. .
In addition to meeting the performance standards identified above, the confractor shall be prohibited
from conducting pile driving activities during the evening and nighttime howrs £6:00 pm_to
7:00 a.m., Monday through Friday); pile driving shall not be allowed on Saturday and Sundays.
Any construction work eonducted within the Cily of Millbrae will be limited 1o the hours specified in
the City's noise ordinance (Monday theough Friday, 7:30 am. to 7:00 p.m., Saturday, 8:00 am. to
6:00 p.n., and Sundays and hofidays, 9:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.) to the extent feasible.
Mitigation Measure NOI2: Distribute public notlce of planned construction to adjacent | 4 grpuc EMB 1.SFPUC BEM | 1- Ensure that noficing requirements are 1. Design
residences, Meadows Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club prior o inciuded in contract documents.
consiruction
Prior to beginning construction, the SFPUC shail contact the Meadows Elementary School in person . . 2 p Gt
or by phone to review project scope and subsequently shall send out notices containing the 28FPUC 2. SFPUC BEM | 2, Distribute pubiic notices as required. : mww_no:_m :m on
praposed start date, construction updates, and contact information for reporting comptainis related | Communications Designate project liaison respongible for ang Lonstrucion
to noise. Residences east of 1-280 within 1,000 feet of the project area and the Millbrae Meadows responding to noise complaints. As
Swim Club wili also be notified simifarly by mail or email. They shall also be invited fo a necessary, develop a reporiing program for
precanstruction informational meeting with the contractor. complaints received. Maintain records of

. naotices.
Mitlgation Measure NOR3: Conduct worker awareness training for noise reduction prior to | 1 sFpyC EMB 1.SFPUCBEM | 1. Ensure that tralning requirements are 1. Design
construction inciuded in contract documents.
The SFPUC will ensure that the contractor conducts worker training for all new employees ic ., B
encourage workers during late night shists to do'the following: be mindtul of the residential 2. OM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Ensure that training program is devefoped | 2 preconstruction
neighborhood, avoid revving or unnecessary idling of vehicle engines, avold arming car alarms and that afl personne! attend prior to and construciion
while at the construction site, and avoid loud conversations. The contractor shall provids baginning work and sign training sign-in
documenlation to the SFPUC indicating that al! new employess received the training and have sheet. Maintain file of sign-in sheets.
signed & training sign-in sheet provided by the SFPUC confirming their agreement o comply with
these measures.
Mitigation Measure NO-4: Prepare and implement a Noise Control Plan prior to and during | 1, sFpuc EMR 1, SFPUC BEM | 1- Ensure that requirement io prepare a noise | 1_pesign
construction control ptan is included in contract documents,
The SFPUC will ensure that construclion-contrael specilications include a requiremant that the
contractor submit to the SFPUC for review and approval, at ieast 28 days prior to commencing .
construction, & Noise Control Plan prepared by a qualified noise consultant, which is definedas a1 2SFPUG 2. SFPUC BEM | 2 Designate project liaison responsible for 2. Preconstruction
................. -Beard-Gertified-natitute-of-Neise-Genrel- Engineering-member-or-sther-qualifisd-eonsultant o~ .. Somminications . i respending-is-naise-complainta- A9 - - A0 Constuction
engineer approved by the project enginees. The SFPUC will verify that the Noise Control Plian necessary, develop a reporing program for
contains at least the following elements: comnplaints received. Maintain records of
‘ notices.

+  Detaited list of potential noise control methods, which are to be implemented to achieve the

noise performance standards where practical. Areas where achisving the performance 3

standards are not practical will be identified. 3. CM Team 3. 8FPUC BEM | 3, Ensure that contractor prepares and 3. Preconstruction

subrnits a noise conirol plan that complies
«  Proposed staging and scheduling of nolse control measures. with mitigation measure.
. Noise control methods/management practices to reduce noise tevels during shift changes. "
¢ P 9 o & CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4, Ensure that the coniractor implements 4. Construction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
. Monitoring and Reporting Program
Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporting implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approvat Party
. Anticipated performance of noise control measures. ’ measures in noise control plan and coniract
documeants, and that performance standards
s Schedule and plan o document the existing baseline noise levels at the adiacent residential listed in MM NOI-1 are met fo the extent
property fines. The bassline 30-minute L, and Ly, at locations along the SEPUC property line feasible. Repor noncompliance, and ensure
shall be documented for & minimum fwo-week period before construction begins. corrective action.
. Number and location of monitoring locations and relation to stationary noise controls.
. Schedute for tests to confirm the construstion noise levels and effectiveness of noise control
measures.
. Schedute for on-going monitoring and reporting of construction neise levels to meet
performance standards. Menitoring shall occur at least weekly, or more oflen # needed, in
respense to complaints,
. Location of equipment, parking, and other noise generating sources.
in addition SFPUC will assign a designated project liaison 1o be responsibie for responding to noise
complaints duging the construction phases. The name and phone numper of the liaison be
conspicucusly posted at construction areas and on all advanced noiifications. This person will take
steps to rescive complaints, cluding periodic noise monioring, I necessary, Results of noise
be presented at regular project mestings with the project contractor, and the liaison
will coordinate with the contracter fo medify any construction activities that generated excessive
noise levels. A reparting program will be required that documents complaints received, actions
taken 10 resolve problems, and effeciiveness of these actions.
Iny the event that complaints are received regarding noise, the gontragtor shall address them as
received and provide information to the SFPUC within 48 hours of being notified of the complaint,
regarding the noise levels measured and activities that correspend to the complaints. These noise
levels shall be compared fo the information provided in the Noise Control Plan; and, if necessary,
the efiectiveness of implemanted nolse control measures shall be verified by the contracior. The
contractor shall be responsible for ensuring that ail implemented noise control measures are
installed and used correctly, and that the construction activities are in compliance with the project
noise specifications.
In the event that the thresholds are exceeded, the contractor shall work o reduce noise levels
immediately and provide information to the SFPUC within 48 hours of the exceedance, identifying
the sowrce of the exceedance (e.g., unusually neisy method, broken rmuffler, emergency repair) and
identifying the corrective actions that are being faken to reduce the noise.
NOKL2 Exposure of people Implement Mitigation Measures NOI-1, NO&-2, NCI-3, and NOI-4 P - .- .
1o or generation of
noise levels in excess
of standards
established in the
jocal general plan or
noise ordinance, or .
applicable standards
of other agencies (All
Praject Components
Excluding Sunset
Branch Pipeline:
PSM, Sunset Branch
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MHTIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Construction
emissions of criteria
poitutants (All Project
Components: SU)}

s Implementation and Reporting Implementation
tmpact No. |  Impact S Mitigation Measure }
mpac P ummary ¢ Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Sehedule
Party Approval Party
Pipeline: SUY ]
NOI3 Temporary increase | Mitgation Measure NOI-5: Limit heavy trucks in residential areas te 2 truck passages pet | 1 SepUC EMB 1.SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that nighttime fruck limitations are 1, Design
in traffic noise along hour during nighttime hours included in condract documents.
public roadways from ) . L ’ L
construction-related | The SFPUC will iimit heavy trucks in residential areas to 2 truck passages per hour during nightiime
vehicles (All Project | hiours (7:00 p.m. o 7:00 a.m.) .
Componients: PSM) 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2 Monitor to ensure that the contracter 2. Construstion

implements measures in contract documents,

report nongompliance, and ensure corrective
actien.

wwmmmmos Z\mmmc«m.bmm-f Impiement cust control measures during construction

BAAGMD Basic Construction Mitigation Measures. The SFPUC or its consirugtion contractor
shall implement the following BAAGMD basic control measures to reduce fugitive PM emissions
{from construction astivities (from Table 8-2 in the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelings). The
BFPUC shall ensure the conlract specifications includs the following basic control measures:

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team

»  All exposed surfaces {e.g., parking areas, slaging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and unpaved
access roads) shall be watered bwo times per day.

o All haul rucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off-site shail be covered.

o Al le mud or dirt track-out onte adjacent public roads shall be removed using wet power
vacuum street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

«  Alvehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limied to 15 mph,
+« Al roadways, diiveways, and sidewalks to be paved shali be compleied a5 soon as possible.

ing pads shaff be lakd as scon as possible after grading unless seeding or seil binders are
usad.

»  Post a publicly visibie sign with the telephone number and person te contact at the SFPUC
regarding dust cemplaints. This person shall respond and take corrective action within 48
hours. The phane number of the BAAQMD shall also be viaible to ensure compliance with
applicable reguiations. .

BAAQMD Additional Consiruction Mitigation Measures. In accordance with the last bulleted
item, above, the SFPUC will assign a designated project liaison responsibie for coordinating a
response to dust and air quality complaints during the construction phases of the project. The name

BAT PHETE R OEF o e TES0n Wil be conspicuotsly posted af consiriction areas and on all
advanced notifications to area residents. If a compiaint is received, the project Saison will report the
complaint to the environmental inspector, the SFPUG, and the coniractor. This person will
coordinate with said parties to resolve the complaint, which may involve periodic menitoring of
fugitive dust levels and modification of any construction conditions that may have generated
excessive fugitive dust. Resuits of any corrective actions, including fugitive dust moniforing resuits,
wilt be presented at reguiar project meetings with the project contractor and reported to the
environmental inspector. A reporting program wili be reqguired that documents complaints received,
actions taken to resolve problems, and effectiveness of these actions.

Simitarly, ¥ the environmental inspector observes excessive or unusually high fevels of fugifive dust,
he or she shall take the same steps as outlined above. In the event of a complaint from & membser

1. SFPUC BEM

2. 8FPUG BEM

1. Ensure that all required dust conirol
measures are included in contract
documents.

2, Assign a designated project liaison
responsible for coordinating a response to
dust and air guaiity complaints during the
caonsiruction phases of the project
Consgplcuously post the name and phone
number of the liaison at consfruction areas
and on all advanced netifications 10 area
residents. Monitor 10 ensure that the
coniractor implements measures in contract
documents (whether complaints are received
or not}, report noncompiiance and received
complainis to the environmental inspecior.
Report on corrective aciions faken and their
effectiveness. Consult with BAAQMD as
necessary to addrass persistently excessive
dust conditions.

1. Design

2. Construction

Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term Improvements Project MMRP, Atfachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact No.

impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reperting Program

Impletnentation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

Harry Tracy Water Treaiment Plart Long-Tern Improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B

of the public or ohservation of high dust levels by the environmental inspector, the contracter shal
provide information to the SFPUC within 48 hours regarding the activities or conditions that
correspond to the complaints (inchuding the dust levels measured, if applicable), as well as the
corrective actions that were implemented. [f, in the estimation of the SFPUC and the environmentai
inspector, in consultation with the BAAQMD, excessive dust conditions persist, the contractor shall

orrimpernent additional; sitespecificdost controtmeasures as recessary 1o sddress the-gagt— b

conditions. These site-specific measures may include the following or equivalent measures that
accomplish the goal of minimizing fugitive dust, which are based on the BAAQMDY's Additional
Construction Mitigation Measures (from Table 8-3 in the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines):

. All sxposed surfaces shall be walered at a frequency adequate to maintain minimun: s
maisture of 12 percent. Moislure content ¢an be verified by lab samples or moisture probe.

+  All excavation, grading, and/or demalition activities shall be suspended when average wind
speads exceed 20 mph.

*  Wind breaks (e.g., tress, fences) shall be installed on the windward side(s) of actively
disturbed areas of sonstruction. Wind breaks should have at maximum 50 percent air porosity.

+  Vegetative greund cover {a.g., fast-germinaling native grass seed) shall be planted in
disturbed areas as scen as possidle and watered appropriately until vegetation is established.

+  The simulianeous occurrence of excavation, grading, and ground-disturbing construgtion
activities on the same area at any one time shall be limited. Activities shall be phased to
reduce the amount of disturbed surfaces at any one time.

+  Alitrucks and equipmen, including their tres, shall be washed off prior to leaving the site.

* Site accesses to a distance of 100 feet from the paved road shall be treated with 2 6 to 32 inch
compacted fayer of weod chips, mulgh, or gravel.

+  Sandbags or other erosion control measures shall be installed to prevent silt runoff to public
readways from sttes with a slope greater than one percent.

+  Exposed slockpiles (dirt, sand, efc.) shall be enclosed, covered, and walered, or nonioxic soil
hinders shall be applied.

Mitigation Measure AIR-2: implement exhaust contro! measures during construction

BAAGQMD Basie Measures, The SFPUC shall implement the following current BAAQMD-
recemmended controf measures to reduce exhaust emissions of DFM from construction activities
{from Tabie 8-2 in the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines). The SFPUC shall ensure the
ceniract specifications include the following measures, whars applicable.

¢ ldling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing
the madrmum idling time to 5 mimntes (as required by the Caflomia airbome toxies control
measure Title 13, Section 2485 of Califeria Code of Begulations [CCR]). Clear signage shall
be provided for construction workers at all access points.

e All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturers specilications. All equipment shalt be checked by a certified mechanic and
determined to be running in proper condition prior 10 operation.

1. SFPUC EMB

2.CM Team

1. BFPUC BEM

2. BFPUGC BEM

1. Ensure that all required BAAQMD exhaust
control measures detailed in MM AIR-2 are
included in contract documents, including
monthly submittal of maintenance log and a
plan for demonstrating project-wide flest
average 20% NOx reduction and45% PM
reduction for off-road equipment, as
cornpared 1¢ the most recent CARB flast
average.,

2. Monitar te ensure that the contractor
plermnents measures in contract documents
inciuding monthly submittal of maintenance
log, report noncompliance, and ensire

2. Construction

1. Design
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WMenitoring and Reporting Program

. implementation and Reporting implementation
Impact No. !  Impact Summa Mitigation Measure - s
" P b @ Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party

Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plan! Long-Term improvements Project MMRP, Attachman! B

e oo gguipment-shell ba-limited-to-2-minutea: o - -

BAAQMD Additional Measures, The SFPUC shall implement ihe foliowing current BAACHD
control measures fo reduce exhaust emissions of PM from construction activities {from Table 8-3 in
the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines). The SFPUC shall ensure the contract specifications
include the following measures, where applicable.

+«  Mininizing the idling tims of diesel powared construction equipment to two minutes.

e Liselow VOO {ie., ROG) coatings bevond the local requiremenis (j.e., Reguiation 8, Rule 3:
Architeciural Coatings).

*»  Requiring that all construction equipment, diesel trucks, and generators be equipped with Best
Available Control Technology for emission reductions of NOy,

+»  Requiring all contractors use equipment that meets CARB's most recent certification standard
for off-road heavy duly diesel engines.

+  The project shall develop a plan demonstrating that the off-road equipment {more than 50
horsepower} to be used in the constructon prolact {i.e., cwned, leased, and subcaniractor
vehicles) would achieve a project-wide, fleet-average 20 percent NOy reduction and
45 percent P reduction compazed to the most recent CARB fleet average. Acceptable
oplions for reducing emissions inglude the use of late-mode! engines, low-emission diesel
products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit technology, aftertreatment products, and/or other
opticns as such become available. The technicaf requirements above for off-road diesel
equipment may be used to satisfy the performance standards noted above, but the technical
requirements are mandatory regardless of whether they may result in greater reductions than
the performance standards {due to the tevel of DPM-related health risks),

Other Measures, The SFPUC shall implement the foliowing additional control measures, iénw are
not identified in the BAAQMD Guidelines, to reduce exhaust emissions from construction activities.
The SFPUC shall ensure the contract specifications include the following addiional conrol
maasures, where applicable.

*  Grid power will be used instead of diese! generators at all construction sites where # is feasible
o connect io grid power.

*  In contract specifications, at W3IP condracls specifications shall include Sections 2480 and
2485, Title 13, California Code of Regulations, which limit the g of aff diesel-fusled
commercial vehicles (welghing over 10,000 pounds, both California- or non-California-hased
trucks} to 30 seconds at a schoo! or five minutes at any lecation. In addition, the use of diesel
auxiliary power systems and main engines shall be limited to five minutes when within 100 fee}
of homes or schools while ihe driver is resting. Id ﬁw ﬂ_am a a,mmmm ucﬁm«ma nﬂ:ﬁ&ﬁﬁn

s ingcontract specifications, all WSIP contracts specifications shall include Section 93115, Title
17, California Code of Regulations, Airborne Toxic Contrel Measurs for Stationary
Cormpression Ignition Engines, which specifies fue! and fuet additive requirements; erission
standards for operalion of any stationary, diesel-fueied, compression-ignition engines; and
operation restrictions within 500 feet of school grounds when school is in session.

* A schedule of low-emissions tune-ups shat be developed and such fune-ups shall be
performed on a# equipment, particularly for haut and delivery trucks. A log of required tune-ups
shall be maintained and a copy of the jog shali be submitted to the SFPUC on a monthiy hasis

corrective action.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

fmpact No.

Empact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monritoring and Reporting Program

tmplementation and Reporting

Responsible

Party

Reviewing &

Approval Parly

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

implementeation
Schedule

for review.

*  Low-suliur fuels shall be used in all stationary and mobile equipment.

... Fhe SEPUG shall ensure that construction contract specifications include a requirement that,

an-road diesel trucks used to transport spolls consist of 2004 or newer modab-year trucks with
{factory-built engines. All on-read diesel trucks shall be required 1o have emission control labeis
as specified in 13 CCR 2183(¢). The construction contract specifications shall require that the
contractor submit to the SFPUC & comprehensive inventory of ail on-road trucks used to haut
spoils. The inventory shall include each vehicle’s icense plate number, the engine production
year, and a notation of whether the truck is in possession of an emission conirol label as
defined in 13 CCR. The contracior shal update the inventory and submit & monthly to the
SFPUC throughout the duration of the project.

»  The SFPUC shall ensure that construction contract specifications include a «ma:_.aBmT that alt
off-road diesel construction equipment is equipped with Tier 2 or 3 diesel engines as defined in
40 CFR Part 89 and are equipped with Level 3 Diesel Emission Control Strategies as defined
in 13 CCR 2700-2710. The construction contract specifications shall require the contractor to
submit a comprehensive inventory of all off-road construction equipment that will be used an
aggregate of 8 hours or more diring any porlion of project construction. The inventory shall
include each vehicle’s license plate number, horsepower rating, engine production vear, andg
projected hours of use or fuel throughput for each piece of equipment. The contractor shal
update the inventory and submit it manthly to the SFPUC throughowt the duration of the
project.

Exposure to diesel
particilate malter
during construction
{All Project
Components: PSM)

Potential temporary

implement Mitigation Measures AIR-2

BN Fe

d nomam_mmmm with ,.h:m_mE providers prior to

Mitigation Measure cﬁ..‘._.ns Locate utifity =me ,m:

S & T B

AT

N N iy . 1. Ensure that utiity location confirmation and { 1. Design
damage to or construction, and ensure promot reecnnection of utilities disrupted during construction utility disruption controls are inckuded in
disruption of exisling . . . - conlract documents
utifities during Prior fo excavation, the SFPUC or its contractors shall locate overhead and underground utifity
comstrustion (All lines, such as electrcity, natural gas, telephone, fusl, and water lines, that may be encountered
Project Camponents: | during excavation work prior to opening an excavation. The exact lecalion of underground utilities
PSM) ehaii be determined by safe and acceptable means. information regarding the size and location of
existing lilities must be condirmed before construetion activities commence. The SFPUC or its
contractors shafl coordinate final construction plans and specifications with affected utilities. The
SFPUC or its contractors shall allow inspeciors from PG&E and any other affected utilities access in | 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM 2. Preconstruction
and around SFPUC facilities during construction. The SFPUC or #is cantractors shall promptiy 2. Montlor to ensure that confractor and construction
reconnect any disconnected utiity lines. implements measures, report nencempliance, |-
and ensure corrective action.
Hlitigation Measure UTL-2: Develop and implement worker safety provisions for excavation | o arpyC EMB | 2. SEPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that worker safety provisions are

near ratural gas pipelines prior to and during construction

8FPUC or its contractors will ensure that construction near natural gas pipelines wilf procesd in
compliance with Cal-OSHA regulations and their constructich safety orders, The SFPUC will verify

PAGE 14 OF 29
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MITIGATION MOMITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Manitoring and Reporting Program

Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Imptementation and Reparting o . . implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Repotting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party

that any consiruction worker health and safety provisions required as a result of consiruction near
natural gas pipelines are incorperated into the Hazardous Material Handling and Disposal Plan
{HMHDM) for the proppsed prajsst, which is discussed further under Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 in
Seation 5,13, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, The HMHDP will include all necessary procedures . .
fo enstire that excavated soils are sfored, managed, and disposed of in a manner protective of 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Monitor to ensure that confractor 2. Preconstruction
human health and in accordance with applicable laws and regulations. implements measwres, report noncompliance, and construction
and ensure corrective action.

implemant Mitigation Measure HAZ-2

UTL-3 Potential non- Mitigalion Measare UTL-3: Develop and Implement a waste management plan and spoils | | geeuc Evb 1. 8FPUC BEM | 1- Ensure that waste management plan and 1. Design
compliance with diversion plan spoils diversion plan reguirements are
federal, state, and incfuded in contract documents.
local solid waste The SFPUC or its contractors shall ensure that (a) 100 percent of inert solids, and at least
regulations (All 50 percent of the remaining construction and demolition debris tonnage be diverted from local ;
Project Components: | tandfills, and that (b) the contractor develop a Waste Management Plan that includes at |east: 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Ensure that contractor prepares and 2. Preconstruction
PSS \ ) , submits a waste managemant pian and spoils
. mmwc.m@_:m all or part oﬁw#:owmw”wm s..rmwm practicable; ‘ ] diversicn plan i compliance with mitigation
+  Having 100 percent of inerl solids (i.e., asphalt, concrete, rock, stone, brick, sand, soil and measure.
fines) ba reused or recycled at approved facilities, such as the Ox Mounitain Sanitary Landiil
and the Newby Island Resource Recovery Park; and . 3. Construction
»  Source separating all other materials, such as cardboard and paper, wood, metais, green 3. GM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor

waste, new gypsum wallbeard, iite, porcelain fixtures, and other easily recycied materials, and
directing at least 50 percent {by weight) to recycling facilities approved by San Matee County
and faking the remainder {but no more than 50 percent by weight} 1o a facility for disposal, or
taking all mixed construction and demolition debris to an approved faciity, such as the Zanker
Road Landfill and the Newby Island Resource Recovery Park, for reuse or recycling.

The SFPUC or its contractors shaff also develop and inplement a Spoils Diversion Plan that shall:

implements measures in Waste Management
Plan and Spoils Diversion Plan and coniract
documents, report noncompliance, and
ensure corractive action.

*  Assess e capacily, current processing rate, and volume of existing and nearby construction
and demolition debris recycling facilities, such as the Zanker Road Landfill and the Newby
island Resource Recovery Parl

«  Describe the manner in which & will schedute and conduct its construction and demolition
cperations such that the volume and rate of diverted or recyeied construction and demaolition
debris tonnage does not excead the existing capacity of the slaging areas on the MTWTP gile
and the local and nearby diversion and recyeling faciliies; and

+  Be consistent with County of San Mateo Crdinance 04099 diversion requirements

hitpuwww.recycleworks.org/con_demfor_04089.htm

Potential adverse Mitigation Measure BIC.1: Prepare a biological resources awareness program for | { SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure requirement to aitend training is 1. Design
effects cn special- construction workers, and implement pricr to and during construction ok : . incigded in the gontract documents. .. R, B
T T T st rapiors during o mm— ) . .
construstion (A# The SFPUC shall ensure thal a biological rescurces awareness fraining is provided fo all , .
Project Components: | construction personnel as follows: 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Oblal and review resume or other 2. Preconstruction
PSM) {Siologist) documentation of consuiting biolegist's
»  The training shall be developed and provided by a gualifisd biciogist familiar with the sensitive qualifications developing training program.
species that may occur in the study area. The tralning program shall be reviewed and Also, review and approve biological resources
approved by the SFPUC prior to implementation if prepared by a consuiting biologist. awareness program developed by consulting
bisiegist prior io its implementation,
«  Training materials shall be language-appropriate for construction personnel. .
- : 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3- Monitor to ensure that contractor 3. Preconstruction
»  The training shal provide educational information on sensitive habitats and the natural history implements measures in contract document, | ang Construstion
Harry Tracy Water “Treatment Plant Long-Yem Improvements Project MMRP, Altachiment B ‘ PAGE1SOF 29
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

lmpact No. Impact Surmmary

Mitigation Measure

Ronitoring and Reporting Program

implementation and Beporting

implementation

2 weeks prior to initiation of construction activities. The survey will be conducted by qualified

biologists and will cover all forest, woodland, and scrub habitats in the construction limits and
all suitable habitats within 50 fest of the construction ]
preject locations may ocour at different times, surveys will be conducted in each individual
construction area prior to construction at that iocation. Additionally, ¥ there are any breaks in

documentation of consulting biclogist's
qualifications. Conduet precenstruction
biologicat surveys and construction biological
maonitoring and related activities {e.g.,
establishing buffer zones, agency
consullation, ete.). Document monitoring

Responsible Reviewlng & Konitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approvat Party
of the special-staius species potentially octurring in the study area, a discussion of required report noncomphiance, and ensure corective
mitigafion measures to avoid impacts on the special-staius spacies, and a discussion of action. Maintain: file of sign-in sheets.
penalties for noncompliance with biological mitigation requirements.
The training shall be provided to all construction workers before construction begins, If new
ST o GOSN PETS OS] Ay duded e e pYORET THRE, e CeRARTr SHAl sHslvs Al Haw o o o v s e e ! o I
personnel receive training before they start working. The subsequent training of personnel can
include videotape of the initial fraining and/or the use of written matesials approved by a
quaiitled biologist rather than in-persan training by a biologist,
Mitigation Measure BIO-2: Conduct preconstruction surveys for special status raptor nesis 1. SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that conract documents include 1. Design
3 . X . requiremnent for Contractor to provide advance
SFPUC and their contractors will implement the following measures to protect special-status raptor " notification to SEPUC of construction activities
nests, including sharp-shinned hawk and Cooper's hawk, during construction: 10 gllow SFPUC o perform preconstruction
SuUrveys.
A survey to identify unocoupied or active nests will be conducted by a quaiified biologist no ¥
more than 2 weeks before the start of construction ai project sites from February 15 through
September 18.
Active raptor nests located within 500 fest of the study area will be mapped, o the exient 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2 Obtain and.review resume of other 2, Preconstruction
allowed by access. On the southwestern side of the project area, active raptor nest surveys (Biologist) documentation of consulting biclogist's and Construction
and mapping will extend {o the edge of {-280 and its off ramps. gualifications. Conduct preconstruction
biological surveys and construction biologicai
If an active rapior nest is found within 500 feet of the project foolpring, a determination wi be monitoring and related activities (e.g.,
made by a gualified biologist, in consuitation with CDFG, as to whether or not construction establishing buffer zones, agency
work will atfect the active nest or distupt reproductive behavior, consultation, ete.). Document monitoring
activities in logs. Consult with CDFG as
i it is determined that construction will not affect an active nest or disrupt breeding behavior, required,
construction will proceed without any restriction or mitigation measure.
If it is determined that construction will affact an active raptor nest or disrupt regroductive "
behavior, then construction activities will b rechiced or delayed within 300 fes? of such anest | 3. CM Team 3. 8EPUC BEM mq._,\“_m:_ﬁwo%mmmﬁ_wa ﬁﬂmwww%wﬂ . | & Construction
or as otherwise approved by CDFG based on site spacific conditions, untll a qualiied biologist roro comota :w " _w: prplin Snw,mww
determines that the subject raptors are not nesting or untit any juvenile raptors are no longer & o_w_cm P !
using the nest as their primary day and night roost. .
BiO-2 Potential adverse Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Conduct preconstruction surveys for migratory bird nests LSFPUCEMB | 1.$FPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents Include 1. Design
effects on nesting . . ) . i L . . requirement for Contractor to provide advance
migratory birds during | T© avoid loss of active nests and potential montality of juvenile migratory birds, mﬂmco and their notification (at least one week} to SEPUC of
construction {All coniracters shall ensure that rees and shrubs are removed or »«_Bama. only during the nonbreeding construction aciivities to afiow SFPUC to
Project Components: | Season (generaily between September 15 and February 15 for most migratory birds that fraquent perform preconstruction surveys.
PS) the study area). Removing woody vegetation during the nonbreeding season shall ensure that
active nests are not destroyed by rernoval of trees supporting or adjacent to active nests. In
addition, SFPUC shall ensure that the following actions are implemented:
IF construction activity beging during the migratory bird breeding season (February 15to 2. CM Team 2, 8FPUC BEM | 2. Obtain and review resume or other 2. Preconstruction
Septemnber 15}, a preconstruction swrvey for nests and nesting birds will be conducted within (Biologist) and Construction

Harry Tracy Waier Treatment Flant Leng-Tem improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure tmplementation and Reporting o X Implementation
Hesponsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
construction activity at any site for 2 weeks or more, surveys would be conducted again in activities in logs. Consult with CDFG as
adjacent habitais to ensure that no active nests or nesting birds have faken up residence required.,
adjacent to project sites.
« i no active nests are detected during surveys, then no additional mitigation is required. o CM Team 3. Monitor to ensure that the cosfractor
« i active nests are detected within 50 feet of any construction site, a determination wil be made 3. SFPUC BEM Mﬁu_m_.ﬁsm:a BmeEmw n Mcumﬂmo” aoowanwﬁm. 3. Construction
by the wildlife biologist, in consultation with CDFG, as lo whether noise or other censtruction awc noncompliance, and ensure comrect
activities woudd adversely affedt the active nests or disrupt nesting behaviors. H itis actlon.
determined that construction would not impact the nests or nesting behavior, then construction
may proceed with no restrictions or further mitigation. i it is determined that construction would
impact the nests or nesting behavior, then construction activity within 50 feet of the nests will
be reduced or delayed until the witdiife biclogist determines that the young have :mmmmnm
unless otherwise approved by CDFG.
¢ If construction activifies begin between September 15 and February 15 {prior to the breeding
season), then construction can preceed, Construction activitfes in this instance must remain
consistently implemented including ground disturbance and vegetation removai on the entire
project site. A minor activity that inifates construction bt does not invalve the full force of
construction activities will not gualify as "pre-existing construction.” If any birds or raptars nest
in the viginity of the project under a pre-existing construction condition, then it is assumed that
they are or will habituate to the construction activities. Under this scenario, the preconstruction
survey will still be conducted on or after March 1 1o identify any aclive nests in the vicinity, and
active sites will be monitored by 2 wildlife biologist periodically until after the breeding season
or after the young have fledged. If active nests are identified on or immediately adjacent to the
proiect site, then all nonessential construction activities {e.g., equipment storage, meelings) in
the immediate vicinity of the nest site will be avoided unjess otherwise approved by CDFG;
hawaver, construction activities can proceed.
Implement Mitigation Measure BIG-1 - - - . -
BIO-3 Potential adverse Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Conduet preconstruction surveys for western red bats 1. 8FPUC EMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents includs 1. Design
effects on western . X L e requirement for Contractor 1o provide advance
red bat during Emm:__.,_ fwo weeks prior fo free removal, a g.cma_ma v_o_om_ﬁ {i.e., familiar with identification of bais notification {at feast one week) o SFPUC of
construetion (Al and sign of bats} will look for signs of roosting bats in the trees 1o be removed. Bats may be present construction activities o allow SFPUC to
Project Components: | any ime ol the year, The biclogist will thoroughly search frees that provide appropriate roosting perform preconstruction surveys.
PSM) habitat ﬁﬁ bats ﬁam.m with ﬁwwmmw. om* :mwm or that mmm mﬁo“mo& for bais or mﬁ_MM:nm of ﬂm,m. #no
ropsting hats or evidence of bats are found, removal of frees may proceed. If bats are found or 5 ) ;
evidence of use by bals is present, rees will e mapped and marked with flagging. SFPUC wilt mwAmM“mw_wO BEM 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Obtain and review resume or other & M«Mooqu”mwws
ensure thal the trees are not removed until CDFG has been consulted for guidance on measures to {Blologist) documentation of consulling biclogist's NG Lonsing
avoid and/or minimize disturbance of the bats. Measures may include meniaring trees and qualifications. Conduct preconstriction
exciuding bats from a tree until & is removed and/or timing of trae removal and use of a construction biological surveys and constsuction biological
e i et e st b i LRI Bt eding AlStorbanTe T e SR, monitoring and-rolated activities (8.g.-tres- P
ramovat requirements, relocation, gic.).
Document maonitoring activities in logs.
Consult with CDFG as required.
N 3. CM Team 4. SFRUC BEM | 3- Menitor fo ensure that the contractor 3. Construction

implaments measures, report noncomplance,
and ensure cosrective action.

Implement Miigation Measure BHO-1

Harry Tracy Waler Trealmeant Plant Long-Tem Improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND HEPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
impact No, | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure implementation and Reporting Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Heporting Actions Schedule
Panty Approval Party ’
BiO-4 Potential adverse Mitigation Measure BIQ-5: Conduct preconstruction surveys for San Francisco dusky-faoted | | sreuUGC EMB 1. SFPUCBEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design
stfects on San woodrat nests requirement for Contractor to provide advance
Francisco dusky- notification {2t least one week) to SFPUC of
footed woodrat (All |- The SFPUC shall ensure that a quailied biologlst sonducts & survey for woodrat middens (i.e., gonstruction activiiies to allow SFPUC to
Project Components; | nesis} in areas where construgtion will involve surface disturbance or vegetation removal. T wmamﬁ:ﬂ‘mmmsﬂmmwm surveys and ather
BEW T SUrVEY TS e COUCCIEY SRRy ent UG BHGH R SHE TISENNT 10 AITEEE any RIS TSy e T i

removai before construction. .

¢ if nomiddens are found within such areas, no further action is required.

+ i middens are found and can be avoided, the biologist shall direct the contractor in placing 2. CM Tearm 2 SFPUC BEM | 2. Oblain and review resume or o=._mm 2. Preconstruction
crangs barrier fencing between the proposed consiruction clearing and the midden, allowing | (Biologist) documentation of constlting biologist's and Construction
as much room as possible to avoid indirect disturbance to the midden, but no less than 2 feat m.wwmmm__.unmh__wuw?mg%m, precansiruction |
from and along the construction side of the middens to protect them from construction Lo_m”mmmmm e wwﬂw_ﬁm _Mm: g ialogica
activities. : exclusion fencing, relocation of disassemble

i midden). Document monitoring activities in

+  If the minimum fencing distance cannot be achieved and the middens cannot be protected fogs.
andfor aveided, a qualified biclogist shal! disassembie middens or, if adjacent habitat is not
suitable, frap and refocate woodrats out of the construction area (using ve-traps} prigr to the "
start of construction. In addition, the biologists shall attempt to relccate the disassembled 8. GM Team 8. SFPUC BEM | 5 maonitor to ensure that 1he contrastor 3. Construction
midden 10 the same arsa where the woodrals are refeased. If young are present during implements measures in contract documents,
disassembling, discentinue disassembiing and inspect every 48 hours until young have repori noncompliance, and ensure corrective
rejocated. The midden may not be fully disassembied untit the young have feft, action.

implemant Miigation Measare B0-1 = - - -

BIO-5 Potential adverse implement Mitigation Measure HYD-1 - . - .
effects on
urisdictional waters .
and riparian habital
from construction
activities (All Project
Components: PSM}
BO-6 Potential Mitigation Measure BI0-6: Conduct a tree survey and protect significant trees and heritage | 1, SERUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that requirements related 1o 1. Design
inconsistencies with ] trees profection of heritage and significant trees are
local policies or . B L o . i ) included in contract dosuments including
ordinances protecting | SFPUC will aveid and minimize impacts on significant and heritage trees by implementing the requirement for contractor 1o provide certified
biological resources | following measures; arborist.
inolidng e ill b ducted prior t truction b lified arborist (defined
ordinances {All «  Altree survey will be conducled prior to construction by a qualified arborist (defined as an . 5 . o "
Project Camponents: international Society of Arboriculture cerlified arborist o7 a consulting arborist wha is a member w Wﬂmw%mwvmnmms 2 SFPUCBEM | 2 Obtain and review certified arborist's 2. Preconstruction
PShM of the American Society of Consulting Arborists) or a qualified biciogist to identify significant 4 quaiifications.
. and herfiage tregs within the project foolprint. Significant trees are defined as ress with &
circumierence of 38 inches or larger (which Is equivalens fo 12 inches diameter at breast
height). Heritage irees are defined as any of the tree species and sizes listad below.
- 3. 5epuC 880 | 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 3. Construction
Tree Specles . Diameter at Breast Height 3. CM Team implements protection measures for herilage
Acer macrephyilum—Bigleaf Maple  >36 inches west of Skyline Boulevard or Mwmmoﬁm_w_mmw_n%hm MmMmmm«m%uanz(ﬁ action.
>28 inches east of Skyline Boulevard. !

Harey Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Tern Improvements Project MMRP, Atachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact No.

impast Summary

Mitigation Meastre

IRonitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approvai Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

implementation
Scheduile

Arbutus menziesi—Madrone

Single stern or multiple siems touching sach
oiher 4.5 feet above the ground >48 inches,
or clumps visibly connegcted above ground
with & basal area greater than 20 square feet
measwed 4.5 feet above average ground
ievel,

Chiysojepis chrysophylla—Gelden  >20 inches
chinguapin

Cupressus abramsiana—Santa All individuals
Cruz oypress

Fraxinus latifelia—Oregon ash >12 inches
Lithocarpus densiflorus—Tan oak >48 ches

Pseudotsuga menziesi—Douglas-
fir

60 inches east of Skyline Boulevard and
north of Highway 92

Quercus agrifoliz—Coast live oak >48 inches

Quercus chiysolepis—Canyon five 40 inches

oak

Quercus ganyana—Oregon whits Aliees
oak

Quercus xm‘“o.c_.Tm_mmyx >32 inches T
Quercus wislizenii—Iinterior ive cak =40 inches T

" Quercus E&&m!,._.mmg oak 48 inches ’ \ h

Quercus n_o:m_mmm.lw_cm oak =30 maosmw - o

Cﬁvm.___:_‘mam nm_ﬂcwnﬁmlom_ arnia
bay or faure

Terraya californica—California
numeg
mma:o_m mmmﬁmgambmimmaiooa

mmE above average mBmwa _m<m_

.vwb _=owmm émww Q mwﬁmam womwwe.m_d or

m_:n_m mEB of mus u_m ﬂmb ﬁoaos_:m mmow
ather 4.5 feet above the ground of mare than
48 inches in diameter at breast height, or
clumps visibly connecied above ground with a
basal area of 20 square fest measured 4.5

VmQ inches

»72 inches east of Skyline Boulevard.

Hemoval of Signiicant and RErAge rees of WOk Within 1he anping of Sighificant and hertage
irees wilf be avoided to the extent feasible during construction.

A qualified arborist or a qualified bislogist will identify the lccation of exclusien fencing io be

instalied around frees fo be retained.

Frior to the start of construction, SFPUG or s contractors will install exclusion fensing atthe
mits of construetion, outside the dripline of all irees that are 1o be retained that are ﬁmr_: 50
faet of any grading, road improvements, staging areas, or other construction acthvity ea.u.._:pmm
in the field via flagaing by a qualified arborist or biologist). Alse prior to construstion, SFPUC
will verify that the temporary construction fencing is installed and approved by a qualified

Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long Term Improvements Profect MMAP, Attachment 8
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact No.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

implementation and Reporting

Impiementation

Harey Tracy Water Treatien! Plant Long-Term improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B

Loss of topsoil and

. Hesponsible Reviewing & Moritering and Reporting Actlons Schedute
Party Approval Party
arborist or biologist. Any encroachment within these areas must first be approved by a
qualified arborist or biclogist and SFPUC. Temporary fencing will be continausty maintained
by the contractor unti all construction activiies near the trees are completed. No construction
activities will occur within the fenced area,
TR HANVE TSRS U S00ES, BROUSION TEnTmy Wil ConsIst o 4 ST TS et WiT be HsEisy
the upsiope base of the tree 1o prevent soil from drifting down over the rcot zone (defined as
the extent of the tree dripline) if work is to be performed upslepe of any such traes.
= Anynecessary tree pruning will be completed either by a certified arborist or by the contractor
under the supervision of either an internaticnal Soclety of Arboricuiture ualified arborist,
American Society of Consulting Arborists consulting arborist, or a qualified horticulturist. All
tree pruning work wili adhere to the pruning guidelines adopted by the California Department
of Forestry and Fire Protection.
Mitigatlon Measure BIO-7: Replace signiticant trees and heritage trees that are removed | 1 srpuc EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that ree replacement requirements, | 1. Design
during construction including irrigation as needed, are inciuded in
the cantract documents.,
If specific trees 1o be removed reet the specifications of significant or heritage trees as defined in
Mitigation Measure BIC-8, SFPUC will replace those irees as follows. 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2, Monitor to ensure that the contractor 2. Construction
. (quatified arborist, implements measures in contract documents
+  For each significant free removed, affected areas will be replanted with a minfmum of four, hosicuiiurist, for tree replacement and irrigation. Report
Treepot 4 containers (4” square by 147 long). Native trees removed will be replaced with the landscape noncempliance, and ensure corrective action.
same species, and nonnative trees removed will be replaced with native tree species architect, or
determined suitabie for the site by a qualified arborist, horticulturist, landscape architect, or biclogist,
biglogist.
3. Perform and document fong-ferm
«  For each heritage tree removed, affected areas will be replanted with three 15-gatlon-sized M_nw.ﬂ___u% c "—m.mm_:ﬂu% © monioring of tree qau_.mmmq:m:mm for at least 5 Woﬂmw»:omo:
trees of the same species. w_.m_w”m mmo ensure compliance with success {Monitoring)

Trees wil be replaced within the first year after completion of construstion or as soon as
possible in an area where construction is completed during a faverable time peried as
determined by a qualified arborist, horticulturist, landscape architest, or biologist.

Selection of replacement sites and installation of replacement plantings will he supervised by a
qualified arborist, horticullurist, landscape architect, fandscape contracior, or biclogist.
Irdigation: of trees during the initial establishment pericd wif be provided as deemed necessary
by a gualified arborist, horticullurist, landscape architect, landscape contractor, or biologist.

Trees will be planted in close proximity to removal sites, In Iocations suitable for the
replacement species, If the frees cannot be located on the HTWTP site, the specialist will work
with the SFPUC to determine an appropriate off-site location.

A qualified arborist, horticulturist, landscape architect, landscape contractor, of biologist will
monitor newly planted frees at least twice a year for 5 years, Each year, any frees that do not
survive will be replaced.

Any free planted as remediation Tor fafed plantings will be planted as stipulated here for
original plantings, and will be monitored for & period of 5 years following installation.

Implement Mitigation Measure HYD-1
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implemeniation and Reporting

facilities from
expansive or
corrosive soifs (Al
Project Components:
PSM}

the extent of expansive and corrosive soils prior to construction

SFPUC will retain qualified (state-licensed) professionals to conduct a site-specific gectechnical
investigation to characterize the extent of expansive and corrosive soils onsite. This investigation
be consistent with all applicable standards of professicnal engineering geologic/geotechnical
practice. The purpose of the investigation will be to provide a geclogic basis for the development of
appropriate project design. As necessary, # will provide design recommendations to account for
potential expansive and corrpsive conditions identified at project compoenent sites, and the SFPUC
mplement the design recommendations.

Degradation of water
baodies from erosion
and sedimentation
during ¢onstruclion
{All Project
Components: PSM)

impact No. |  Impact Summary Mitigation Measure o ) ) Implementation
Responsibie Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party ’
accelerated erosion
during construction
{All Projest
Components: PSM)
GEC-8 Polential damage to | Mitigation Measure GEO-1: Conduct a site-specific geotechnical Investigation to sharacterize | 1 grpUc gmB 1. SFPUC EMB | 1. Conduct site-specific geotechnical 1. Design

investigation and ensure incorporation of
design recommendations into the final project
design.

Mitigation Measure HYD-1: Impiement erosion and sedimentation controls during
construction

Consistent with the requirements of the SWRCB General Permit for Stormwater Discharges
Assoclated with Construction Activity, SFPUC and their contractors will ensure construction
activities are undenaken in accordancs with a project-specific SWPPP. The San Francisco Bay
RWQCB, the primary agency responsible for protecting water quality in the study area, is
responsible for reviewing and ensuring compiiance with the SWPPP. This review is based on the
general permit issued by SWRCB.

The recommended BMPs, subject to the review and approval of the RWQOCB, inchude the following
measures. However, the measures themseives may be altered, supplemented, or deleted during
the RWQCHB's review process, since the RWQCB has final authority over the terms of the SWPRPP,

Scheduling

+  Schedule construction activities to minimize ground disturbance during the rainy season.

+  Sequence conslruction activities to minimize the amount of lime that sois remain disturbed.

+  Stabilize ail disturbed soils as scon as possible following the complstion of ground disturbing
work in any area of the project site,

- Provide plans to stabilize sof with vegetation or physical means in the eveni rainfall is
axpected.

-+---—-inolall-crosion-ard-sedimentoantrol- BMRa-priorto-the-atart-of-any-ground-disturbing-aetiviti

Erosion and Sedimeniation

° Preserve existing vegetation at areas where no construction activity is planned or where
construction activity will ccour at a later date.

. Stabilize and revegetate disturbed areas as scon as possible after construction with vmmwzsm.
seading, and/or mulch (e.g., straw or hay, erosion control blankets, hydromuich, or other
simitar material) except in actively cultivated areas.

Harmy Tracy Waler Treatment Plant Long Term improvements Project MMRP, Altachment B

. Instalt silt fences, colr rolls and other sultable measures around the perimeter of the project
PAGE 21 OF 29

1. SFPUC EMB 1. 8FPUC BEM
2. CM Team 2. §FPUC BEM
3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM -

1. Ensure that the contract documents require
that the contractor design, install, and
maktain stormwater controls, including
preparation of SWPPP,

2. Ensure SWPPP is submitted to RWQUCR for
review and implement recommendations,

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor
implements measures in contract documents
and SWPPP. Report noncompliance and
ensure corrective action,

1. Design

2. Preconstruction

3. Construction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporting Implementation
_ Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedute
Party Appraval Party

area and staging areas and around riparian buffers, storm drains, temporary stockpiles, spoil .
areas, stream channels, swales, downsiope of all exposed soil areas and other locations
determined necessary to prevert off-site sadimentation.

»  Install temporary slope breakers during the rainy season on siopes greater than 5 percent
T VRS T DEEY AN SIS 1§ eSS TR DU TERT AR W WATST Doy, VelanE oY TRETweEsRy T T T
at spacing intervais.

. Use filter fabric or other appropriaie measures fo prevent sediment from entering storm drain
inlets and cover on-site stockpiles of spoiis and debris prior 1o ali storm events.

o Treat stormwater and water produced by eonstruction site dewatering using sedimentation
basing, sediment traps, baker tanks or other measures o ensure that dischazges o receiving
waters meet applicable water guality objestives.

Groundwater/Dewatering

+  Prepare a dewatering pian prior to excavalion specifying methods of water collection,
fransport, treatment, and discharge of all water produced by construction site dewatering.

. impound water produced by dewatering in sediment retention basins or other hoiding fa
or utilize cther functionally equivalent approaches fo setfle the solids and provide treatment as
necessary prior to discharge to receiving waters to meet the water quality objectives of the San
Francisco Bay Basin Flan.

«  Conirol discharges of water produced by dewatering o prevent erosion.

+  Locale sedimentation basing and other retention and freaiment facilities away from waterways
to prevent silt-bearing water from reaching streams.

Tracking Controls

»  Grade and stabilize construction site entrances and exits to prevent runoff from the site, and to
prevent erosion.

+  Take protective measures to prevent the loss of materials into Bl Zanjén Creek.

. Install a tire washing facility at the site access to allow for {ire washing when exiting the site.

. Remove any soil or sediment tracked off paved roads during construstion by street sweeping.
Non-stormwater Gontrol .
+  Place drip pans under construction vehicles and all parked equipment.

- Check consiruction equipment for leaks regularly.

. Wash construction equipment in a designated enclosed area regularly.

e Contain vehicle and equipment wash water for percolation or evaporative drying away from
storm drain infets and to prevent runoff into El Zanjén Creek.

- Refuel vehicles and equipment away from El Zanjén Creek and other drainages to prevent

Hariy Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term Improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B PAGE 22 O 29 September 2010



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Menitoring and Reporting Pregram
Impaet No, | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporting L . implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Maonitoring and Reperting Actlons Schedule
Party Approval Party
run-on and runoff, and to contain spitls.
. Cordain fueling aress to prevent run-cn and runoff, and to contain spitls,
«  Cover all storm drain inlefs when paving or applying seals or simitar materials to prevent the
off-site discharge of thesa materials.
Waste Management and Hazardous Materials Poliution Conlrel
+  Remove frash and construction debris from the project area daily.
+  Locate sanitary facllities a minimum of 100 feet from i Zanjon Creek.
o Maintain sanitary facilities regularly.
= Store all hazardous matesials in an area protected from rainfall and stormwater run-on and
prevent the off«site discharge of leaks or spills.
«  Minimize the potential for contamination of El Zanjén Creek and other drainagss by
maintaining spil containment and clean up equiptent on site, and by properly labeling and
disposing of hazardous wastes,
»  Locats waste collection areas clese to construntion entrances and away from roadways, storm
drains, B Zanjén Creek, and other waters,
. Inspect dumpsiers and other waste and debris containers reguiarly for leaks and remove and
properiy dispose of any hazardous materials and liquid wastes placed in these containers.
e Train sonstruction personnel in proper material defivery, handling, storage, cleanup, and
disposai procedures. .
Best Management Practice Inspection, Maintenance, and Repair
. Inspect all BMPs on a regular basis o confirm proper instaliation and function,
. Inapest all stormwater BMPs daily durng storms.
. Inspect sediment basins, sediment traps, and other detention and treatrment facilities regularly
throughout the construction period.
«  Provide sufficient devices and materials {e.g. sift fence, colr rolls, erosion blankets) throughout
project construction o enable immediate repair or replacement of falled BMPs.
. Inspect all seeded areas regulady for fallires, and remediate or repair immediatety.
konitoring and Reporting
+ Provide the required documentation for SWPPP inspections, maintgnance and repair
requivements.,
- Maintain written records of inspections, spills, BMP-related maintenance activities, corrective
actions, and visual cbservations of off-site discharge of sediment or other pollutants.
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Piant Long-Term improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B PAGE 23 OF 28 Seplember 2010



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Menitoring and Reporting Program

following:

= identification of methods for colleeting and handling water onsite {or treatment prior 1o
discharge, including locations and capacity of settling basins, treatmert ponds, fitter bags,
and/or holding tanks, or prior to off-haul in baker tanks;

« Jdentfication of methods for treating water onsite prior to discharge, such as fitiration,
coagulation, sedimentation seitiement areas, cil skimmers, pH adjustment, and other BMPs;

=  Estabiishment of procedures and methods for maintaining and monitoring dewatering
operations io ensure that no breach in the process occurs that could result in exceedance of
applicable water quatily objectives; and

+  Identification of discharge locations and include details regarding how the discharge will be
conducted to minimize erasion and scour.

Howaever, the final dewatering plan may be altered, supplemented, or deleted during the RWQCB
review because the RWQCHE is the agency with irisdiction and permit agthority over the NPDES.

SFPUC and its contractor will request a determination from the RWQCHE as to the type of permit

under which the projeet dewatering effiuent discharges wilt be regulated, Based on thal

Harry Tracy Water Tseatment Plant Long-Term Improvements Froject MMRAP, Attachiment 8
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implemenis measures in contract decuments
and dewatering plan, report noncempliance,
and ensure corrective action.

impact No. | Impact Summary Mitlgation Measure Implementation and Reporting Implementation
Resgonsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Beporting Actions Schedute
Party Approval Party
. Monitor water quality to assess the effectiveness of conirel measures, if needed.
Post-Construction Best Management Practices {required when projects man or replace more
than 10,000 square feet of impervious surfaces) (ERRG, 2003)
- s e i e e e e ke REVEGEtate- all temporarily. disturbed-areas-as reguired.after construcHon AGHVIHIOE BFG- - | s e — P S
completed.
+  FRemove any remaining construction debris and trash from the project area upon project
completien.
. Phase the removal of temporary BMPS as necessary to ensure stabilization of the site. X
+  Maintain post-construction site conditions to avold any uniniended drainage channels, grosion,
or areas of sedimentation.
hd Correct post-construciion site conditions as necessary to comply with the SAPPP and any
other pertinent RWQCE requirements,
Implement Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 - - - -
HYD-2 Degradation of water | Mitigation Measure HYD-2: Prepare and Implement dewatering plan and comply with NPDES | 1 gppyc enms 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that measures required for 1, Design
badies from requirements prior o and during construction dewatering discharge requirements are
dewatering ’ incarporated in contract documents including
discharges during To address potential impacts on receiving water quaiity during the construction period related to requirement {0 prepars dewatering plan.
construction (Treated | dewatering effuent discharges, SFPUC and its contractor will: 1) prepare and implemant a site-
Water Reservoir: specific dewatering plan, and 2) fully comply with NPDES requirements. The lype of NPDES permit 2. CM Team 2, SFPUC BEM | 2 Ensure that the contractor prepares a 2. Praconstruction
25M) {e.g.. Waste Discharge Aequirements, 401 Water Quality Certification, or General Permi} will be dewatering plan in ascordance with contract and Construction
delermined by the RWQOCS. documents and regutatory agency
requirements.
The dewatering plan will spacify how the water will be collected, contained, treated, monitored, and ] 3. Construction
discharged o the vicinity storm drainage system and may include, bit would not be limited to, the 3. CM Tean 2 SFPUC BEM | o Monitor o ensure that the contractor

September 201G



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact No.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

RMonitoring and Reporting Program

Implementaiion and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

impilementation
Schedule

determination, the discharger will prepare and submit all required and relevant project information
50 that the RWQCE can issue appropriate guidelines and reguirements {e.g., numerical efflusnt
limitations, monitoring and reporting requirements). At a minimum, the project discharges 1o sutface
waters will not exceed water qualiy oblective for receiving waters included in the current San
Francisec Bay Region Basin Plan, icluding (but not limited to} the criteria described betow.

- pH will not e depressed below 6.5 nor raised above 8.8,

*  Waters shall be free of changes in turbidity that cause nuisance or adversely affect beneficiat
uses, Increases from normal background light penetration or turbidity relatable to wasls
digcharge shali not be greater than 10 percent in areas wherg natural lurbidity is greater than
50 nephelometric turbidity upits (NTUs).

. Temperaiure will not be increased by more than 5°F (2.8°C) above natural receiving water
temperatire.

. Waters will be free of coloration that causes nuisance or adversely affects beneficial uses,

Waters will not confain floating materfal, including solids, tiquids, foams, and scum, in
concendrations that cause nuisance or adversely affect beneficial uses. i

+  Walers will not contain o8, greases, waxes, or other materials in concentrations that result in
a visible film or coating on the surface of the water or an objects in the water, that cause
nuisance, or that otherwise adversely affect beneficial uses.

«  Aft waters will be mainiained free of toxic substances In concentralions that are fethal o or that
produce other detrimental responses in aguatic organisms.

SFPUGC and its contractar wil comply with all monitoring and reporting requirements established by
the RWQCE.

HYD-4

Water quality
Impakrment and/or
downstream flooding
from increases in
Impervious surfaces
(All Project
Compoenents: PSM}

.| determined by the San Francisco Bay RWQCS Issuing the NPDES permj

Mitigation Measure HYD-3: Implement permanent stormwater pollution prevention BMPs for
the HTWTP

SFPLUC or its contractor will design and incorporate stormwater pollution prevention BMPs and
hydromodification measures into the HTWTP. The BMPs and measures will be sized and designed
in aceordance with SMCWPPP guidelines {o reduce potential impacts on surface water quality.
Passive, low-maintenance BMPs (e.g.. bioswales, stormwater pianters, infillration areas) are
preferred in ali areas. These BMPs will be maintained for the life of the proposed project (San
Mateo County, 2007). The specific treatment BMPs and hydromodification measures fo be utifized
will depend on the cirpumstances and the feasibility and effectiveness of each approach as

Ernission or use of
hazardous materials
or substances within
0.25 mile of a school
during construction
(Al Project
Components: FSM)

1. SFPUG EMB

Implemant Mitigation Measure HYD-3

Harsy Tracy Watar Trealmen) Plant Long-Tem Improvements Prolect MMRP, Aftachment B
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1. SFPUC BEM

requirernents.

1. Veriy incorparation of BMPS into project
design per mitigation measure and pearmit

1. Design
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RHTIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monltoring and Reporting Program

ImpactNo. | lmpact Summary Mitigation Measure fmplementatton and Reporting Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Menitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party -
HAZ-5 Potential exposure to | Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: Perform site investigation for leac-affected sofls prior 10| 4 gFpUCEMB | 1, SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that preconstruction soil sampling is | 1. Design
hazardous materials | construction included in contract documents.
in soil encountered . - i . . . o o
duting construction Prior 10 project construction, SFPLUC will perform an environmental investigation 1o determine # lead
{All Project from lead-based paint has contaminated exposed shallow solls that would be disturbed during
| .ﬁoﬂ.vo:mswmm.ﬁw.gzl projeet camsiruction Reprasufitative shallow soll samplis Wil te colssted Wity § feet ot e palmgg - = o oo e e 2o T - T
structure associated with the equestrian facilities or HMTWTP structures constructed prior to 1878 in ; 2, Ensure soil sampling is conducted in .
those areas that are proposed to be disturbed during project construction, The soil samples will be | 2+ CM Team 2 B PUC BN | o e with comtrat decumants. 2. Praconstruction
coliected from ground surface 1o 1.5 feet below the surface and will be analyzed for total iead. and Construction
Depending on the total lead analytical results for soils, additional soluble lead analysis may be
required to properly classify soils for waste disposal. Analyticat results will be compared to
hazardous waste criteria, soif reuse criteria approved by the RWQCB, and health and safety 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractar .
threshalds for construction workers. SFPUC wii verily that the findings of the investigation ave used | 3. CM Taam 3. SFPUC BEM | conducts soll sampling, report noncompliance, 3. Construstion
during development of the project Hazardous Material Mandling and Disposal Plan to determine if and ensurs corrective action, Gonsuit
special soil management and disposal procedures and/for additional construction warker health and RWQCB as required.
safety prosedures implemented during project construction fray be required, as required in
Mitigation Measure HAZ-2.
Mitigation Measure HAZ-2; Prepare and implement project Hazardous Matertal Handling and | 5 grpyc gvs 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that requirement for contractor io 1. Design
Disposal Plan prior to and during construction prepare and submi a hazardous material -
. o . handling and disposai plan is included in
SFPUC will ensure that construction is conducied under an HMHDP {hat includes all necessary confract documents.
procedures to ensure that excavated sofis are stored, managed, and disposed of In a manner
proteciive of hianan health and in accordance with applicable laws and regulations, SFPUC wil
ensure that the HMHDP includes avalisble dala from any sampling conducted at the project
construction areas, including the environmental investigation summarized In Mitigation Measure 2. Ensure that contractor prepares and
HAZ-1. SFPUC will provide the HMHDP to, and ensurs that it is implemented by, censtruction 2. CM Team 2. 8FPUC BEM | submits a hazardous material handling and 2. Preconstruction
contractors for the proposed project. disposal plan and verify that i complies with
requirements.
SFPUC wil ensure that the HMHDP includes the following information:
3. CM Team 3, 8FPUC BEM | 3. Mondior to ensure that the contracior 3. Construction

«  Excavated Spoils Management. The HMHDP will include measures for the testing and
management of aqils, suspected to contain lead contaminants, and soils and rocks known or
suspacted to contain naturaly cocurring ashestos {NOA)Y. SFPUG will ensire that the HMHDP
wil: (1) provide proceduras for gvaluating, handting, steckpiling, storing, testing, and disposing
of excavated material during prejest excavation activities; (2) describe required worker heaith
and safety provisions for all workers pofentially exposed to lead and asbestos in accordance
with state and federal worker safety regudations; and {3} designate personnel respensible for
implementation of the HMHDE,

¢  Excavated Spoils Analysis, The HMHDP will require that all excavated materials suspected
as heing hazardous are inspected prior to initial stockpiling, and that spoils that are visibly
stained, have a noticeable odor, and/or are known or suspected to contain lead or NOA are
stockpiled separately, to minimize the amount of material that may require special handling.
Representative samples of excavated material will be collected by a qualified professicnal and
submitted to a Califomia-certified ieboratory for analysis of contaminants of concern, The
analytical results will he used to classify the spoils as hazardous or nonhazardous waste
according to federal and state standards. Spoils classified as either a federal or staie ]
hazardous waste will be ransported off site for disposal at a permitted facility. Spols classified
as a non-hazardous waste can be reused at the project area, subject to RWQCE concurrence.
Concurrence is needed because non-hazardous waste is not necessarily clean. For example,

soil can be non-hazardous with 800 ppm fotal lead, but the conceniration exceeds the
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impiemenis measures in the plan and contract
documents, report noncompliance, and
ensure corrective action.
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Implements measwés in contract documents,
report noncompfiance, and ensure corrective

actiorn.

Impact Ne, | impact Summary Mitigation Measure Imptementation and Reporting o X ) Implemantation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedufe
Party Approval Party
RWQUB sail reuse criterion of 750 ppm for commercial and industrial uses.
«  Construction Worker Health and Safety. The SFPUC wil ensure that its centractor has a
site-specific Health and Safaty Plan (HASP) prepared for this project. The SFPUC will also
ensure that a knowledgeable party verifies that the HASP is complete and meets all the
required elements. The HASP will include measures to protect construstion workers and the
general public by including monltoring, engineering controls, administrative controls, and
security measures 1o prevent unawthorized entry to the construction area, i prescribed
exposure levels are exceedad, personal pretective eguipment will be required for workars in
accordance with state and federal regulations, SFPUC will verify that the HASP Is incorporated
into the contractor's worker hoalth and safety programs. The HASP will include the following
elements:
° A statement of the possibility of encountering unknown contamination or subsurface
hazards, such as previously unreported USTs,
LS Fire prevention and emergency response procedures, including designation: of personnel
responsibie for emergency response and implementation of other measures of the
HMHDP.
HAZ-6 Exposure to agturaily | Implement Mitigation Meastre HAZ-2 - - - -
oceurring asbestos .
during construction .
(Freaiment Process
and Chemical
Storage Facilities:
PSM)
HAZ-8 Potential exposure to | Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: Perform hazardous building materials survey prior to demolition | 1 SFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure fhal contract documents include 1. Design
hazardous buliding . requirements Tor hazardous building materials
materials from A hazardous building materials survey will be parformed by a quslified environmental professional survey.
damalition during and submitted to SFPUC prior fo demclition of the equestrian facilities, the east and wes! chemicat
eonstruction (All buildings, and the caustic soda fank. The hazardous materials surveys for the equestrian faciliies . .
Project Components; | @nd the caustic soda fanks wilt include inspections of tead-basad paint only. The hazardous 2. CM Team 2. SFPUG BEN | 2 Oblain and review resume ar other 2. Preconstruction
PSM) materials surveys for the east and west chemical buildings wii include inspections of ACMs, lead- | yragistersd documentation of registered environmental .
based paint, electrica! equipment containing PCBs, fluorescent tubes containing mercury vapors, snvironmental ASSessor or enginear.
and Huorescent light baliasts containing DEHP. If ACMs are determined to be present in the east ASSESSOF OF
and west chemical buildings, the materials will be abated by a certified asbestos abatement registered
contractor In accordance with BAAQMD regulations and notification requirements. If lead-based engineer)
paint is present, protective measures and air monitoring will be implemented by qualified workers
during activities that generate potential airborne exposures 1o iead in accordance with CAL/OSHA .
regulations and notification requirements (see Section 5.13.2, Regulatory Framework, above). 3, M Team 3. 8FPUC BEM | 3 Conduct hazardous buiding materials 3. Pracanstruction
e e i e L R OGS E O poeling: lead-based. paint wilLbe.removed by a.qualifisd worker. and. disposed ofin- ... .ﬁmnﬁﬁﬁna?? S 717 Y Y U OPUINDUDUURIN I - 14 § #1514 (141222 B I
accordance with existing hazardous waste regulations. if lead, asbestos, or other hazardous environmental
building materials are present, then applicable federal and state construction worker health and assessor or
safety regulations will be Implemented during construction activities, registered
engineer)
4. CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM ; 4. Monitor to ensura that the ceniractor 4. Preconstruction

and Consiruction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AMD REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
rapact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporting implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
CUMUL2 | Cumulative impacis Implement Mitigation Measure AES-1 - - - -
on scenic views and
vistal chavacter
(PSM)
GUMUL-G - -Gumulative increase -- | Mpiement Mitigation. Measures.CR1, CH2, GR:3, GReA, CR i, AR CBB e veertiems s e e s oo . [ min et e s o e s s nares e s o |+
i impacis on ’
archaectogical,
paleontolegical, and
historic architectural
rasources (PSM) .
CUMUL-4 | Cumative traffic Mitigation Measure TRA~2: Employ a SFPUC WSIP projects construction soordinatar 1. SFRUCEMB | 1. SFPUGC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract decuments include 1. Design
increases on local requirement for contractor 1o coordinate with
and regional roads Due to the potential for overlapping project activities and the operation of construction vehicles o SFPUC traffic construction coordinator.
s affect travel along local readways, the SEPUC wit identify and employ a qualified construction 2 Preconstruction
coordinator responsible for coordinating the project-specific traffic conirol plan developed as part of 2. Courdinate with construction centractor, and construction
Mitigation Measure TRA-t (Prepare and implement & traffic controt plan for HTWTP prior fo and m.m..ﬂwwmo._,mma 2. CM Team agencies, and SFPUC regarding traffic
during project construction), and public outreach {e.g., websile, radio, and newspaper updates) to onstruction meagures.
inform the public of construction activities, detour roltes, and alfernate routes. Coordinater)
The SFPUC construction coordinator will aiso consider the impacts of any traffic generated by 2 SFRPUC 4, CM Team 3. Ensure that public is informed of 3. Preconstruction
| SFPUC maintenance activities and other SFPUG projects (inchuding, but not limited to, Crystal Communications constrsction activities. and Construction
" | Springs/San Andreas Transmission Upgrade project).
The SFPUC construction coordingtor will alse coordinate with the California Depariment of )
Transportatian {Caltrans), other county agencies, and locad jurisdictions responsible for reviewing . 4, Praconstruction
and/or approving the construction of cther identified private and public development projects 4. CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM ww%m_ﬂwwﬂwoawwww_mwmﬁw mﬂ Mﬂmmw"«nm_mwﬂa ents. | and Construction
(including, but not limited to Milbrae Estates, 589 Cedar Avenue, Skycrest Center, Glenview report noncompliance, and ensure corre cive
‘Terrace), to minimize traffic impacts on local access roads, particutarly local streets where sensitive - action. j
receptors (.., schools, residences, or hospitals) are located. Throughout the constructien
schedule for the SFPUC projects in the WSIP Peninsula Reglon, the SFPUC construction
coordinator shait work with locat and regional agencies to minimize local and regional traffic impacts
and shall incorporate these measwres into the SFPUC project-specific traffic control plans.
implement Mitigation Measure THA-
CUMUL-5 | Cumulative increases | Implement Mitigation Meastres NOI-1, NOI-2, NOI-3, NOi-4 and NOI-5. e - - -
in noise (S4)
CUMUL-E | Cumulative increases | Implement Mitigation Measures AIR-1 and AIR-2 - -~ - -
in emissions in the
region {SU)
CUMUL-8 | Cumulative impacts Implement Mitigation Measures UTL-1, UTL-2, and UTL-3 - - - -
related to potential
disruptions of utility
servive and potential
non-compliance with
{ocal solid waste
reguiations (PSM)

September 2010



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Beporting Program
Impact No, | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporting o ) . Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & lionitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
CUMUL-G | Cumulative lossof | Mitigation Measure BI0O-8; Coordinate construction staging and access 1. SFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUCBEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents identity | 1. Design
it iologi staging, access, and laydown areas.
sensitive bislogical . . . .
resources (PSM) When construciion schedules for SFPUC projects affecting the same areas as the HTWTP project
overiap, the SFPUC shali coordinate construction contractor(s) to the extent practicable o minimize
surface disturbance 1o biological resources and water quality asscciated with access roads, lay 2, Goordinate construction staging and acoess
down areas, and staging areas. with consiruction contractor(s) when multiple | :
2. Ch Team 2. SFPUC BEM projects near the HTWTP project overtap. 2. Gonstruction
Implement Mitigation Measures B30-1, 810-2, BIO-3, BI04, BIO-5, BIG-g, BIO-7, HYD-1, HYD-2, - - - -
and HYD-3 )
CUMUL-10 | Cumuiative exposure | Implement Mitigation Measures HYD-1 and GEO-1 - - e -
of people of
structures o geologie
and seismic hazards
(PSM}
CUMUL-1% | Cumuiative impacts implement Mitigation Measures HYD-1, HYD-2, and HYD-3 - - - -
related to the ’
degradation of water
quiatly, alteration of
drainage patterns,
increased surface
runoff, and flooding
hazards {PSM) N
CUMLEL-12 | Cumulative effacts Implement Mitigation Measures HAZ-1, HAZ-2, and HAZ-3 - - - -
related to hazardous
conditions and
exposure to or
release of hazardous
matetials (PSK)
BAAAQMD =  Bay Area Alr Quality Managemeny Digtict MEA = San Francisco Planning Dapariment, Major Environmental Analysis Division NRLMD = {SFPUC) Nawral Aesources and Lands Management Division
BEM = (SFPUG) Bureau of Environmental Management MLD = Most Likaly Desgendant RWQCE = Regional Water Quality Control Board
CEQA = Calfomia Environmmentat Quality Act MACH = Native American Heritage Comumission SFPUC = San Franolsco Public Uiles Commission
CDFG = Calfornia Depariment of #ish and Game PShi = Potentlally Significant, Mitigable su = Significant and unavoidable impact
ChYeam = (SFPUC) Construction Management Bureau and Construction Managsmeant si = Significant and Unavoidable SUM = Signifieant and unavoidable contribution with mitigation
EMB = (SFPUC) Engingaring Management Bureau USFWS = 4.5, Fish and Wildlifs Service
ERO = (SF Planning Depariment) Environmaentat Review Officer
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