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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
Improvements 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 fank will be fransferred to a solids
dewatering facility before being trucked off site, and to the treated water storage, which will
occur 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 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

* San Francisco Public Utilities Commission *
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facilities and infrastructure, maintaining a gravity-driven system, and allowing for timely
construction of proposed faci!ities. 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 szoject; (2) adopted findings (CEQA Findings),
including a statement of overriding considerations, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRPY) 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

7
{
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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. 10-0176, and all written
and oral information prov'ided 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 lefter to the Budget and Finance
Committee requesting review and release of the portion of those funds necessary for Project
No. CUW36701; 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 its use as the decision~makiﬁg
body for the action taken herein ihc!uding, 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 |

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

Resolution 1o thé Controtler.

!
{
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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

October 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

ltems 4 and 5 ) Department:
Files 10-1297 and 10-1302 Public Utilities Commission (PUC)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Legislative Objectives

o File 10-1297: Request fo release $290,496,495 reserved by the Budget and Finance Committee
1o fund the construction of the Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Project.

e« File 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

e 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 (2) $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 (2) 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).

e 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 $21,505,890 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 HIWTP Project. Approval of the correct requested release of
$298,408,678 would still leave $6,563,409 remaining on Budget and Finance Committee
reserve ($304,972,087 less $298,408,678).

« 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-construction costs, the PUC anticipates

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISEATIVE ANALYST
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RUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING NOVEMBER 3, 2010

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. 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 10-1257).

« Replace the existing Budget and Finance Committee reserve on the requested $298,408,678
with a Controller’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.

o 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).

« Request the Controller to return any remaiing unneeded funds to a Budget and Finance
Committee reserve.

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

'WANDATE 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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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING . ‘ MNOVEMBER 3, 2010

reliability throughout the Hetch Hefchy 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 unresérved, 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 (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).

The Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HT WTF) 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 gailons
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, (¢) 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 tota! estimated project costs of $359,063,409 previously appropriated by the Board of
Supervisors for the HTWTP Project, $304,972,087 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 reléase 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

4&5-3

644

TN,

Va -



BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING NOVEMBER 3, 2010

reserve to fund the total estimated remaining project costs of $319,914,568 associated with the
Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HT WTP) 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 Finance Committee reserve, in the remainder of this report.

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

Approval 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 varions appropriations which are currently unreserved, and (b) $304,972,087
appropriated on April 13, 2010 (File 10-0337) which is currenily 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 1,835,431 586,369
Design 20,127,000 20,195,863 {68.863)
Bid and Award 685,000 ‘ 0 685,000
Construction Management 36,255,000 0 36,255,000
Close-Out 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 $32,585,432 $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. o

Table 2: Requested Reserve Release Amount
Previously Appropriated by the Board of Supervisors $54,091,322
Less Previously Expended (see Table 1) 32,585,432
Available Funds $21.505,890
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. Jacobo, 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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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING - NOVEMBER 3, 2610

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 envirommental 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.
Mr. 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 Confroller 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 Commiftee 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 Commiitee 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 seftlement 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 1 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 late 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).

I According to Mr. Jacobo, while an extension of the December 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, 2 ten percent construction contingeney 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 Commitfee reserve on the requested
$298,408,678 with a Controller’s reserve, and request the Controller, after receiving
supporfing documentation from the PUC, to release the amount of construction funds
equal fo the lowest responsive construction bid received by the PUC, plus a ten percent

construction contingency.

NOVEMBER 3, 2010

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 fo a Budget and Finance

Committee reserve.

5. Approve the proposed resolution 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
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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 items 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:

/ 1. Letter requesting a release of reserve funds for $290,496,495 for WSIP

. Project CUW387 HTWTP Long Term improvement. (
v 2. Board of Supervisor's Resolution adopting CEQA findings for Project
CUW367 HTWTP Long Term Improvement.
) Signed copy of SFPUC Commission Resolution 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 7. Attachment B HTWTP Mitigated Monitoring and Reporting Program
Please schedule these two items-rtogether 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:
o
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Name: Nathan Purkiss Phone: 554-3404 = = -
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTION NO.  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-Teim 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 de&gn 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

WIHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained 1n
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
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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; 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 m 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 Pro;ect 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
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the Lease (Premises), subject 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; ” 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 Attachment B and
incorporated herein as parl 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
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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 indemmity
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 apphcabie 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 '
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to enter into any subsequent additions, amendments or other meodifications to the
permits, licenses, encroachment removal agreements, leases, easements, and other Use
Instruments, real 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 fo 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 Cornmission

655



656

N

PN



AGEMDA ITEM

& Public Utilities Commission
e e City and County of Sap Francisco.
PO
DEPARTMENT Infrastriciure AGENDANO. 13

MEETING RATE Qctober 15, 2010

+

Approve Project: Regulat Calendar
Julig Labonte

Project Mo, CUW36701, Approve Profect, Harky Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-
Term Improvements Project

Summpisry of Approve Water Enterprise, Water System Improvement Prograny |-
. Proposed (WSIP) Project No. CUW36701, Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant
Commission Action: | (HTWTP) Long-Term Improvements Project (Project); adopt the
required California Environmental Quality Aot (CEQA) findings,
including a Statement of Overiding Consideratiogs, and the
Mitigation Monitoring. and Reporting Program (MMRP); and
authorize the General Manager fo implement the Projeet, in
compliance with the: Charter and. applicable law, and subject to Board
of Supeivvisers approval where required, including the following:

I, Obtain from the California Department of Transportation, San
Mateo Coumty, City of Millbrae and City of San Bruno, as necessary,
encroachment permits, consents, or other permits for temporary
construction activities.

2, Exercige any City or San Franciseo Publie Utiliies Commission. |
(SFPUC or Commission) right under any deed, easement, lease,
pereit, or license as necessary, and negotiate and execute with owners
ot occupiers of property interests or utility facilities or improvements
on, along, over, under, adjacent to, or in the vmmity of the SFPUQ'

tight-of-way, new or amended easement, lease;, permit, license,.
enctodchment-removal or other project related agreemenis, if
necessary-for the Project. This authorization includes the authority to
oxercise any rights under that Lease Agreement between the City and
County of San Francisco (City) and Skyling Stables Corporation
(Tenant), approved by SFPUC Resolution 06-0069, (Lease) ineluding
but not limited to the Rights Reserved to City with respect to the

Lease Premses “fo use, operate, maintain, repair, enlarge, modify,

APPRQVAL:
sEeATUET/ @:‘é 9M F e 1034 L. Rydstrom

COMMISSION Mike Housh SENERAL  E Harrlli}gj;pa—"‘””?

SECRETARY MANAGER
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Agresment) Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term Improvements Project
Comumission Meeting Date: Qctober L5, 2010 )

expand, replace and reconstruct the SFPUC Facilities,” as necessary to
implement the Project. The General Manager may also, in compliance
with Government Code Section 7260 ef seq., undertake thesprocess for
possible acquisition. of an interest in real property pertaining to that

| Lease held by Skyline Stables Corporation, if any. The General

Manager is also authorized to negotiate and execute agreements with
Skyling Stables Corporation, its shareholders, subténants and
licensees, as necessary, to secure possession of the SFPUC proper ty 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 polieies, and ail
applicable laws.

3. Obtaln permits or approvals from, or ehter into other agreements
with state and federal regulatory agencies, including but not limited
to: US. Army Corps of Engincets, State Historic Preservation
Officer, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries
Setvice, California Department of Fish and Game, San Franciseo
Régional Water Quality Control Board, California Departmefit of
Toxice 4nd Substance Control; and Bay Area Air Quality Management
District, and enter into agreements with third parties as necessary to
implement conditions of these permits or approvals.

Notwithstanding the asthority granfed to the General Manager by this
Resolution, the Genetal Manager is not authorized to dispose. of any
real property, in any manner, inchuding: by salg, trade or iransfer,
without approval by the SFPUC pursuant to Charter Section 8B124
Implementation actions will fnclude advertising for construction bids
for the project. However, the Commission will confirm award of
construction contract(s) at a future date.

Background:

The Project is one of the key regional projeets to be completcd as part-

of the WSIP. Approval of these actions will allow the SFPUC to
proceed with public safety improvémerits to. the regional water system
that will increase the system’s overall seismi¢ reliability, delivery
reliability, and water supply reliability for the regional water system.

The HTWTP is located on 52,3 acres in an unincorporated area of San

Matso County. A small portion of the site is within the City of

Millbrag: The HTWTP is an imporfant component. of the SFPUC
regional water system praviding treatment of raw water from the San
Andreas Reservoir to serve SFPUC customers in northern San Mateo

| County and San Prancisco, Origimally constrycted in 1972, the

HTWIP was expanded in. 1987 and 1992 to provide a sustained

tréattnént capacxty_of 180 mgd __%19@@?_&:1?, due t_q &oteg_s,ad raw waler
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Agreerneni: Harey Tracy Water  .atment Plant Long-Term Improvaments Projec,
Comniission Meetmg Bated October 15, 2010

qualtty and hydraglc limitations, the plant is currcnﬂy unable to
achieve its maximum-rated capacily to meet the WSIP delivery
reliability goal, or a sustained treatinent capacity of 140 mgd after an
carthquake to meet the WSIP seismic reliability goals. Ad%{itmnally,
seismic asséssmeént deterinined that several structwral and slope
stabilization measures. are neéeded for the plant to meet the WSIP
seismic réliability goals.

The Project would implement treatment process improvements and
other upgrades: to the plant such as pipeline distribution, dccess, and
site imprdvemema The treatment process would penerally be the
same. The prmary differences would be with the solidg handling,
whereby solids frori the sludpe holding tank would be transferred to a
solidy dewatering facility before being truclked off site;, and with the |
treated water storage, which would occur in a single new tank north of
the main plant site instead of two tarks southeast of the main plant.
The construction project shiould be completed within four years of the
commencement of construction,

The primary goal of the proposed projest is to- support the facility’s
role within the SFPUC regional water system with respect to water
quality, seisric 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, Purther, the proposed
project aims to improve water treatment in the Peninsula region by
ensyring that locally stored water iy potable, improving delivery
relizbility by installing redundant featores, and improving seismic
retiability through structural reinforcements and slope stabilization
measires.

The specific objectives of the proposed project include the following:

v [Increase water delivery reliability;

» Improve seismic reliability;

o Maximize the use of existing SFPUC facilities and infrastructure;

¢ Maintain a gravity-driven system; and

e 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 would enabie the HTWTP fo fulfill

its role ag an important component of the SFPUC regional water
system and contribute ty system-wide achievement of WSIP level-of- |
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Agreement; Hairy Tracy Water Tréatmient Plant Long-Term Imprevementé ijec‘r‘
Comnlssion Meeting Date: October 15, 2010

o i A B

service goals.

The Project objectives relate directly to the follewing WSIP goals and
objectives (SFPUC Resolution No, 08-200) v

Seismic Reliability. Deliver basic service to the three regions in
the service arga within 24 hours after a major earthguake and
restore facilities to meet average-day demand within 30 days
after a major earthquake.

»  Delivery Reliability. Provide operational flexibility to allow
planned maintenance shutdowns of individual facilities without
interrupting customer service; provide operational flexibility fo
minimize the risk of service interrupfion from unplanned facility
upsets or outages; provide operational flexibility and system
capacity to replenish local reserveirs as needed; and meet the
estiinated average annual demand under the conditions of one
planned shutdown of a major facility for maintenance concurrent
with one unplanned facility outage.

o Water Quality. Design improvements to meef ocurrent and
foreseeable future federal and state water quality requiretnents,
provide clean, unfiltered water originating from Hetch Hetchy
Reserveoir and filter all other surface water sources and confinue

to implement watershed protection measures.

o Water Supply Religbility. Meet dry-year delivery needs while
limiting' rationing to a maximum 20 percent system-wide
reduction in water service diring extended droughts.

Result of Inaction:

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

Project. This will restrict the SFPUC’s ability to reliably meet
customer demands after a major seismie event, during a drought, or
during major maintenanee activities; The HTWTP would not meet

SFPUC's WSIP level of service objectives for this faeility, and the |

plant would continde 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 reinforcements and slope
stabilization measures would not be authorized.

Description of
Project Action:

1. In ordeér to move forward with the Project, the Commission st
review and consider the certified Final Environmental Impact Report
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Agreettent: Har

Tracy Wate,  sabrrient Plant Long-Term Improverments Projec.

Comiiission Meeting Dufer October 15, 2010

(EIR), and adept the Project CEQA Findings, including the Statement
of Overriding Considerations, and the MMRP. The Final EIR was

‘pmvxded ta each mcmber of ﬂm Cbmﬂusmn The. Fm,at EIR was

The Final EIR identified and analyzed Project-specific significant
impacts and found potentially significant impacts within the resource
areas  of aestheties, cultwal and paleontological resources,
transportation and cireulation, noise and vibration, air quality and
climate change, utililes and service systems, biological resources,
peology and seils, hydrology and watér quality, hazards and
hazardows materials; and cumulative impacts, Potentially significant
impacts. will be reduced to a les§ than significant level by
impletnenting the mitigation measures in the Final EIR and the
MMRP during the design, construction, and post-construction phases,
except for those potentially significant and unavoidable impaets
caused by the Project and identified in the Final EIR. These
potentially ssgmiwam and uravoidable impacts ihclude:

« Tempordry inerease in traffic load on roadways caused by
construction-related, vehicle tdps and resulfant impact on
roadway level of servies during construction (only during AM
peak hour at the: intersection of 1-280 on-and off-ramps at
Curmingham Drive) '

s Temporary increase in ambient neise levels on and around the
project area during construction (only for relining the Sunset
Branch pipeline)

» 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 duting
construction (only: fot relining the Sunset Branch pipeline)

e Construction emissions of criteria pollutants

o Cumulative traffic increases on local and regional roads.

s Cutnulative increases in foise

s Cumulativé incieases i érissions in the région

"Thie Project is also a component of the WSIP and will coniribute to the

significant and unavoidable water supply impacts of the WSIP, Those
significant and upavoidable impacts include:
¢ Indirect growth inducement impacts in the SFPUC service
aredy
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Agreement: Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plank Lofg-Term Improvements Pr‘ojé,;ct“
Coramission Meeting Datet Octobar 15, 2010

s+ 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 lohger considered significant
and unavoidable; because the Final EIR for Calaveras has not
yet been certified, SFPUC still conservatively assumes that
this, impact continues to be significant and unavoidable as the
WSIP Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (PEIR)
originally concluded.)

o Fisheries (Upper and Lower Crystal Springs Reservoir):
Effects in the Peninsula watershed on fishery resources in
Crystal Springs Reservoir in San Matéo County (NOTE: The
Lower Crystal Springs Dam Improvements Project CEQA
analysis has indicated that this impact is no longer considered
significant and unavoidable; becanse the Final BIR for LCSDI
was not scheduled for a Planning Commissien determination
on the certification of that Final BIR until October 7, 2010,
SFPUC still conservatively assumed that this impact continues
to be significant and unavoidable as the WSIP PEIR ocriginally
coneluded.)

The CBQA Findings contain a Statement of Overriding
Considerations justifying Project approval notwithstanding the
potential for significant and unaveidable impacts, as authorized by
CEQA. The CEQA Findings and MMRP are attached as Attachments
A and B, respeéctively, to the Commission Resolution for this agenda
item.

2. Upon approval of the Project, SFPUC staff will proceed to
implement the Projeet, including advertising for construction bids and
obtaining necessary: agreements and permits.  Staff will seek
Commission appraval to award of constraction contract(s) at a fufure
dafe.

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
constrirction activities in or around local roadways. These permits
shall be consistent with. SFPUC existing fee ot easement inferests,
whete applicable.. To. the extent that the terms. and conditions of the |
required: permits or instrniments will requite SFPUC to indemnity
other parties, thase indemnity obligations are subject to review and
approval by the San Franciseo Risk Manager. The Cominission
Resolution will authorize the General Manager to. agree to such other
terms abd conditions (e.g, maintenance, répair, and relocation of

improvements) that are in the public inferest, are consistent with the
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Bgreemants Harry Tracy Water | eabiant Plant Long-Tarm Improvéments Projec,
Commission Medting Date: October 15, 2030

SFPUCs existing rights, and in the judgment of the General Manager,
it consultation with the City Attoriey, are reasenable and appropriate
for the scope and duration of the requested use. B

4. For portions of the City-owned SFPUC right-ofiway where the
Project work will occur, the SFPUC has issued casements, leases,
pemts, or lcenses to certain parties fo use the dght-ofrway for
various purposes, and in sptne instances other parties hold property
rights or interests on lands along, over; under; adjacent to or in the
vicinity of the right-of-way that may he affected by the Project. The
Resolution authorizes the General Manager, or his designee, to: (i)
exercise any City or SFPUC riglt under any deed, easement;, lease,
permit, or license as necessary or advisable in connection with the
Project, and (ii) negotiate and execite with owters or occupiets of
property interests or utihty facilities or improvements, ou, along, over,
under, adjacent to or in the vicinity of, the SFPUC's right-of-way, new
or amended ecasements; leases, permits, licenses, encroachrment
removal or other project related agreements (each, a Use Instrument)
with respect to uses and structures, fences, and other above-ground or
subtetranean improvements. or inferésts, orchards, frees, or other
vegetation. The General Manager's authority so granted will ibelude
the, authority, if necessary for the Project, to enfer into, amend, or
exarcise rights under existing or ngw Use Instruments with any owner
or occuplier of property on, along, over, under, adjacent to or in the
vicinity of the SFPUC right-of-way, including Use Iistruments.
required, to accomniodate project construction activities or schedule,
ot to implement Project n_utlgatmn measures.  Any such new or
amended Use Instrument will be in a form that the General Manager
determines is in the publie interest and is acceptable, necessary, and.
advisable to effectuate the: purposes and intent of this Commission
Resolution, 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 invelve consultation with, o
required approvals by, state and federal regulatory agencies, including
but not limited to the following: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, State
Historie Preservation Officer, U.S, Fish & Wildlife Service, National
Marine Fisheries Service, California Department of Fish and Game,.
San Francisco Regional Water Quality Conirol Board, Califomia
Department of Toxic and Substance Control, and Bay Area Alr
Quality Management District (collectively Regulatory Agencies). The.
Resolution authorizes the Genetal Manager to apply for, and if
necessary, seek Board of Supervisors' approval, and, if approved,
accept and execute required approvals by these Regulatory Agenheies,
and to negotiate and execute agreements with third partes as
necessary 10 comply with or iniplement the conditions of approval
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Agraament: Harry Tracy Water Treatrnent Plant Lang-Term Improvements ije;:t.
Commission Meeting Data: October 15; 2010

1mpascd by “those Agenmes To the extent that theé terms am:l :

conditions of the required approvals, or related agreemients, will
require  SFPUC to mdemmfy other parties, thosea-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 ate within the lawful authority
of the agenvy to 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 Franeisco Planuing Commission certified a- Final EIR for

Environmental

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

Recommendation: SFPUC staff recommends that the Commission adopt the attached
resolution.

Attachments: "1, SFPUC Resolution

2. Attachment A; CEQA Fiadings
3. Attachment B: Mitigation Mbnitoring and Reporting Program.
(MMRP) |
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of 3an Francisco

RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Utilities Corminission (SFPUC) staff have
developed a project description under the Water System Improvément Program (WSIPY for the
improvements to the regional water supply system, otherwise kngwi as Project No. CUW36701,

Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant (HTWTP) Long-Teim Inprovements 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, seismic résponse, and delivery
rehiabili‘lty through the year 2030, and to produce adequate watér supply to meet water délivery
needs:in the service area through the year 2018, while maximizing the use of existing SFPUC
tacilities and infrastructure, mainfaining 4 gravity-deven system, and. allowing for tmely
constivction of prc)posad facilities. Further, the proposed project aims to mpmw water freatment
in the Peninsula region by ensuring that locally stored water is potable, improving delivery
reliability by installing redindant features, and imiproving seismi¢ reliability tbmugj: structural
reinforcements and stops stabilization meagures; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC iistends to impledent a npmber of dasxgn measures under the
Pioject to meet seismio: reliability goals of sustaining limited damage following a major seismic
event and to be able o deliver 140 mgd within 24 howrs of such an earthguake event. Aftér
careful evaluation of design alternativés, the design approdch of retrofitting and str@ngtheniﬁg
some of the existing facilities and constructing new relocated facilities onsite is the most
reasonable approach from z constrietability, economic and public saféty standpoint, for the
reasons set foith in the Septeraber 2010, SFPUC teport entitled "Geotechnieal Design Rationale
for the Design of Improvements for the SFPUC Harry Tracy: Water Treatment Plant. Longs-Term
lmprovements Project,” a copy of which is inclirded in the Project file and incorporated herein by
reference; and

WHEREAS, On Octobet 14, 2010, the Plasming Commission féviewed and considered
the Final Envirenmental 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 pmccdurﬂs through which the Final BIR was prepated, publicized
and reviewed complied with the provisions of the Californid Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), thé CEQA. Guidslines and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administtative 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 Diaft EIR, and certified the
completion of said Final EIR in complianice with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines it its Motion
Ne. ;and

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained in
the Final BIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning Department; the public,
refevant public agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administeative 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; and

WHEREAS, The Project is an improvement facility project. approved by the SEFPUC as
patt of the WSIP; and

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

WHEREAS, Théreafter, the SFPUC approved the WSIP and adopted findings and a
Mitigation Monitering and Reporting Program ag 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 thé SFPUC and the public;
. and is part of the record before this Commission; and

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff’ prepared proposed ﬁndmgs, 45 required by CEQA, (CEQA
Findings) and a proposed Mitigation, Monitoxing and Reporting Program (MMRP), which
material was made available te the public and the Commission for the Commission’s review,
consideration and action; and

WHEREAS, The Project may require the SFPUC General Manag;er to apply for and .
execute various necessary permits, coisents and encroachinent permits with CalTrans, Sad
Mates County, City of Millbrae, and City of San, Bruno (collectively, Local Agencies) and those
permits shall be consistent with SFPUC existing fee or casement interests, where applicable; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC has issued easements, leases; permits, or licenses to certain
parties. to-use for various purposes portiens of City and County of San Francisco (City) owned.
property along the SFPUC right-ofiivay where. the Profect work will occur, and in some
instances othér pames hold property rights or interésts 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 hig.
designee, to () exercise rights under any such deed, sasement, lease, permit, or license or (b)
negotiate and execute new or amended easements, leases; permits, licenses, or encroachment
removal or othér project related agreements ot consents (each, a Use Instrument) with owners of
oceupiers of proparty interests or utility facilities or improvements om, along; over, uoder, -
adjacent to or in the vicinity of, City property with respect to uses and structures, fences, and
other above-ground ot subterranean improvements or interests, orchards, trécs, or other
vegetation, or to implement Project mitigation measures. or accommodate Project construction
activities and schedule; and

WHEREAS, The. SFPUC, on Aprxl 25, 2006 adopf:ed Resolution 06-0069 approving a
lease agreement betwesn 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 a¢ the Harry Tiacy Water
Treatment Plant, said portion containing 13.2 acres, niote or léss, as shown on the Exhibit B fo
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the Lease (Premises), subject to the Rights Reserved to City with respect to the Lease Premises
“to use, operate, maintain, tepair, enlarge, modify, expand, replace and reconstruct the SEPUC
Fagilitiasy " and et

WHEREAS, Notwithstanding the best efforts of the SFPUC to achieve the WSIP and..

Project c:bjectwes in a manner that would not distub the Skyling Stables Corporation use of the
Lease Prémises, in order for the Project to proceed as herein approved, the General Manager will
have to. ezercise rlghtﬁ under the Lease as necessary to implement the Project. The General.
Manager may also, in complisnce 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 thé critical nature of the public safety improvernents:
that will be aclieved througl the Project, it is in the public iftterest to grant the Genetal Manager
authority to negotiate and executs agreements with 'Skyli'na- Stables Corpoeration, its shareholdets,
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,
howevet, any such agreements must bé consistent with SFPUC ‘plans and policies, and all
applicable lawsy and

WHEREAS, Implementation of the Project will involve consultation with, or reguired
approvals by, state and federal regulatory agencies, including but not limited to the following:
U.8: Ammy Corps of Engineers, 17.8. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Matine: Fisheries
Service, California Depattinent of Transportation, California Department of Fish and Game, San
Franciseo Bay Regional Watér 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 faken herein, and.
hereby adopts the CEQA Findings, including the Statement of Overriding Consideratiots,
attached hereto as Attachment A and incorpotated heein as part of this Resolution by this.
reference thereto, and adépts the MMRP attached t¢ this Resoluiion as Attachment B and
incorporatéd herein as part of this Resolution by this ieferencs thersto, and authorizes a request
to the Board of Supervisors to adopt the same CEQA Findings, Statement of Owerriding
Considerations and MMRP; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That thi§ Commission hereby approves Piojéct No.
CUW36701, Harry Tracy Water Treatment Plant Long-Term Impiovements Project and

authorizes SFPUC staff t6 proceed with actions necessary to implement the Project consistent: |

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

FURTHER RESOLVED, The General Manapger will confer with the Commission during
the negotiation procéss on real estate agreements and. financial assirances, as necessary; and
report to the Comimission on alf 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 intérest in real

property, in any menner; including by sale, trade or transfer, without approval by the SFPUC

pursyant to Charter Section 8B124; and be: it
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to apply for and execute various necessary perimity, encroachinent permits or other
agreements, with CalTtans and Local Agencies, which shall be consistent with SFPHE'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 indemmity
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 mafntenance, repair and relocation of improvements, that are:in the public interest,
and in the judgment of the General Manhager, 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 exgrcise any right as necessary under any deed ot 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 accommadate Projéct construction activities and schedule, carry out
Project-related mitigation measures; and to otherwise effectuate the purposes and. intent of this
Resolution, in compliange 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
designes, to éxercise any right under the Lease between the City and Skyline Stables Corporation
as necessary to implement the Project, mcluding but not limifed to the Rights Reserved to City

with respeet to the. Lease Premises “4o use, operaie, 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 propérty pertaining to that Lease held by Skyline Stables Corpotation, if any,
Given the oritical nature of the public safety improvements that will be achisved through the
Project, this Commission grants the General Manager authority te: negotiate and exccute
agreements with Skyline Stables Corporation, ifs. sharcholders, sabtenants and licensees, as
necessary, 16 secure possession of the SFPUC property to expedite implementation of the
Project, subject to. Board of Supervisors approval, if required; provided, however, any such
dgreements must be consistent with SFPUC plang and policies; in complance with the Chaster
and all applicable’taws, and in such form approved by the City Attomey; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission autliorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to consillt with, or apply: for, and, if nécessary, seek Board of Supervisors' approval,
and if approved, to accept and exeeute permits or required approvals; and to execute such other
agreements as may be hecessary to imiplement permit terms and conditions or etherwise comply
with the regnlatory requirements of the Regulatory Ageneles, includirig terms and conditions that
are within' the lawful authority of the agenéy to impose; in the publi¢ interest, and, in the
judgment of the General Manager, in constiltation with the City Attornéy, are reasonable and
appropriate for the scope and duratiof 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 General Mariager, or his
designee, to emter info any subsequent additions, amendments, or other modifications to the
permits, licenses, encroachment removal apgreements, leases, easements, an%ﬁoﬁw]: Use:

Instruments; teal property agreements, financial assurances, transmission agreements, -

memorandum of agreeinients, or amendments thereto, as describéd hereir, that the Gengral
Manager, in consultation with the City Afforney, determines are in the best inferests of the
SFPUC and the: City, do not matetially decrease the benefits to the SFPUC or the City, and do
not materially increase the obligations or Habilities of the SFPUC or the City, subject to Board of

Supervisors' approval, where required, such determination t6 be.conclusively evidenced by the:

execution and delivery of any such additions, amendments, or otheér meodifications.

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Public Utilities
Cormimission at its rmeeting 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 Regulations Sections 15000 et seq., particularly Sections 15091 through
15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. These findings comprise
Attachment A to SFPUC Resolution No. l (e g ("SFPUC Approval Resolution™),
dated October 15, 2010. The SFPUC adopts these findings as part of the SFPUC Approval
Resolution and has incorporated these findings therein by reference,

This document is oreanized 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 II 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 forth specific reasons in
support of the Commission's actions and its rejection of the alternatives not incorporated into the
Project. : ‘

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 responsible 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 EIR 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 Objectives

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 H-TWTP- 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
seisinic 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, selsmic response, delivery reliability, and water

supply.
The specific objectives of the Pro;ect include the following:

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

o Maintain a gravity-driven system. -

! “Sustained treatment capacity” is defined as the plaﬁt capacity when the largest piece of
equipment is out of service for each process train, not including physical or passive equipment,

2
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o 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 estimated 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 1o retail and wholesale customers. The Project also serves to meet
several of the WSIP goals and objectives for the overall reglonal 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 FIR 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 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 Planning
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 enivironumental 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 1mpr0vemcnt projects, including the
PmJect

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 .
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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. ‘

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. Attendees 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 commients in the form of 24 letters or emails. The comment

inventory is included in Appendix A of the Draft EIR. Comments received addressed a
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, hand delivery, fax, or email, and 32 verbal comments from .

4
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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 Septemnber 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 Departmeiit

experts. The Planning Cominission 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 1o 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 cornment 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 Bureau 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 Comunission certified the Final EIR.

2. Public Utilities Commission Actions

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

* Adopt these CEQA findings and the attached Mitigation Momtormg and Reporting
Program.

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

the Certlfmatlon or to remand the Final EIR to the Planning Department for further
review.
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“e 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
following: :

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

City of Millbrae

City of San Bruno

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

Pl

The following Sections II, Ill 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 expexts,
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. ()}, 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 fo 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 1], IIl 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
gonstruction 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 Management ("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.

II. IMPACTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT AND THUS DO NOT REQUIRE
MITIGATION :

Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.
(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
s Temporary disruption of existing land use activities and alteration of existing land use
character from construction activities.
» Permanent alteration of existing land use character from new facilities.
e Cumulative impacts. E ' ‘

7
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Aesthetics

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

s 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.

s Degradation of the existing v;sual character of the project area.

¢ New temporary or permanent sources of light and glare.

Caltural 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.
s Long-term noise increase from Project operatxon

Air Quallty -

Generation of odors during Project construction. - : :

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

s 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, pohcy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.

Recreation :
Physical degradation of existing recreational resources durinig construction.

Physical degradation of existing recreational resources from Project operation.
Deterioration in quality of the recreational experience from Pro;ect 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

equestman 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 alternative 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 Comments), 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

8

678

TN

VRN



(Cumulative Imipacts). The analysis presented in the Final EIR, and incorporated into these
findings by reference thereto, constitute substantial evidence that closure of Skyline Stables
constitutes a Iess-than-significant impact under CEQA. :

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

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

Geology and Soils ,
¢ - 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. - :
s Damage to facilities from landslides, including seismically induced landslides.

o & & 9 &

Hydrology and Water Quality
» 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.
e Emission or use of hazardous materials or substances within 0.25 mile of a school during
operation. :
e Potential aviation hazards during operation.
e Increased risk of wildland fires during operation.

e ® ¢ & O

Energy Resources
o Increased fuel and energy use during construction.
» Increased energy use during Project operation.
¢ Cumulative impacts. :

Population and Housing
s No impacts.

Wind and Shadow
s No impacts.

Publc Services
e No Impacts.
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Mineral Resources
- -No impacts.

Agricultural Resources
¢ No impacts.

III.  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 IIl 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 Departiment 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 glare 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 ot 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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o Mitigation Measure AES-1: I.ight reduction measures.

Impact CR-1: Potential to directly or indirectly destroy paieonto!ogical 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).

e Mitigation Measure CR-1: Worker awareness training.

» Mitigation-Measure CR-2: Paleontological assessment.

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

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

Although no record of human remains was identified within the project area as a result of a
records search, archaeological 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 hiiman
remains (see Draft EIR pages 5.4-33 through 5.4-34).

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

Impact 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 potentially
significant (see Draft EIR page 5.4-34). -

e Mitigation Measure CR-5: Accidental discovery measures.
. Mz’rigation Measure CR-6: Archaeological monitoring plan.

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

Based on several 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 Synset 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).

e 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 potentlally
significant impact (see Draft EIR pages 5.5- 18 through 5.5- 19)

e 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.
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.
o Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Conduct worker awareness training for noise reduction prior

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

during construction.

Impact NOL-2: Exposure 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.

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 nioise ordinance and therefore could
result in a significant noise irpact by exposing people to noise levels in excess of local
standards(see Draft EIR page 5.6-38). .

- Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Employ noise-reducing measures during constructlon and
limit hours of construction in Millbrae.

. Mzt:gatzon Measure NOI-2: Distribute publxc notice of plarmed construction to adj acent

residences, Meadows Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Ciub prior to

constructzon

e Mitigation Measure NOI-3 Conduct worker awareness trammg for noise reduction prior
to constructiosi.

12

692

PR



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

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

Nighttime work may be necessary prior to and/or 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 generauon of emissions of
ROG, NOx, CO, PM,g, and PM; 5 that would result in short-term 1rnpacts 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.

o 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; s 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 posszbie
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). '

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

Impact BIO-1: Potential adverse effects on special-status raptdrs 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 duiing 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). )

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

Impact B1O-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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e Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Worker awareness training.
o 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 free$ 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 concemn to the State due to habitat loss (see Draft EIR pages 5.10-22 through
5.10-23). :

o Mitigation Measure BIO-I: Worker awareness training.
e 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).

o Mirigation 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 Zanjén 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).

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

Imipact BIO-6: Potential inconsistencies with local policies or ordinances protecting
biolegical resources including tree ordinances.

15

685



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).

s 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 gradmg and excavatmn would remove vegetation and expose areas of loose 80il
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 erosmnal effects on downstream
water resources (see Draft EIR page 5.11-14).

e  Mitigation Measure HYD-1: Implement erosion and sedirentation 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
coirosive or expansive soils at the HTWTP site exists, which represents a potentlally significant
impact (see Draft EIR page 5.11-19).

e 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: Degradatmn of water bodies from erosion and sednmentatmn 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. Additionally, 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
quahty (see Draft EIR page 5.12-10). .
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s Mitigation Measure HYD-1: Implement erosion and sedimentation controls during
construction.

* 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 groundwater, which could
result in a significant impact (see Draft EIR page 5.12-11). :

o Mitigation Measure H YD-2: Prepare and implemenf 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 Zanjén 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
Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Propram, projects that create more than 1 acre of new
impervious cover are required to conduct hydromodification analysis and implement specific
‘measures {0 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).

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

Impact HAZ-2: Emission or use of hazardous materials or substances within-0.25 mile of a
‘school during construction. o o : ' ‘

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 potentially significant impact (see Draft EIR page 5.13-11). - :

e Mitigation Measure HYD-3: I;ﬁplement permanent stormwater pollution prevention
BMPs for the HTWTP. -

Impact HAZ-5: Potential exposure to hazardous materials in soil encountered during
construction. :

According to the Phase I ESA preparéd 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 EIR page 5.13-12).

e Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: Perform site investigation for lead-affected soils prior to
construction.

o 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 wouid be a potentially significant impact (see Draft EIR
page 5.13-13).

* Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prepare and 1mplement project Hazardous Material Handhng
and Disposal Plan prior to and during construction.

Impact HAZ-8: Potential exposure to hazardous building matenals from demolition during
consiruction. :

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 contammg 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.
Demotition 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-
i4).-

s Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: Perform hazardous materials building survey prior to
demohtxon

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 ﬂ

of I-280. Potential construction lighting impacts on these areas would be limited to the areas
closest to existing facilities, which may already €xperience some light spillage, particularly in
association with lighting and traffic on I-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
s0, 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 for a
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 Outlet 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. '

s 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. : '
o 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 more 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 cumulative 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 to a potentiaily significant cumulative impact regarding utility disruption (see Draft
EIR pages 6-44 through 6-45). : : :

o Mitigation Measure UTL-1: Locate utility lines and coordinate with utility providers prior
to construction, and ensure prompt reconnection of utilities disrupted during construction.

o 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. S :

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

Local cumulative biological 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 Zanjén 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).
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» Mitigation Measure BIO-I: 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

s nests.-

o Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Conduct preconstruction surveys for migratory bird riests.

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

o 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. g

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

e Mitigation Measure HYD-I: Implement erosion and sedimentation controls during
construction. | :

s 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. - '

e 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 cumulative
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). . :

e Mitigation Measure HYD-1: Implement erosion and sedimentation controls during

. construction. )
e Mitigation Measure GEO-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 Zanjén 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—pr()posed 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 curhulative projects could cause potentially significant
cumulative impacts on hydrology and water quality resultmg from the creation or contribution of
runioff 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-I: 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,

e 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 IMIPACTS THAT CANNOT BE AV(}IDED OR REDUCED TO A
LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL

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 (1.OS) 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 potentially cause a
significant impact. Implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1, which requires the
contractor to prepare and implement a traffic control plan, may reduce this potentially 31gn1flcant
impact to a less-than-significant level by implementing traffic controls, such as installing 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 I-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 -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 unavoidable (see Draft EIR pages 5.5-11 through 5.5-17).

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 (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).

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

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 : '

s 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 level, 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 Millbrae
(see Draft EIR page 5.6-38). :

e Mitigation Measure NOI-1: 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

e Mitigation Measure NOI-4: Prepare and implement a Noise Control Plan prior to and

during construction :

Impact AIR-1: Construction emissions of criteria pollutants (using 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 stilt
be insufficient to reduce the project’s worst-case or average construcuon—related emissions of
NOQy 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 constrtiction 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). _

. Mztzgatzon Measure AIR-1: Implement BAAQMD dust: control measures during
construction.

» 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 témporary decrease
in LOS (from D to E). - Implementation of Mltlgatmn Measure TRA-1 would address this
cumnulatively 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 [-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 camulatively considerable (significant and
unavmdable) (see Draft EIR pages 6-25 through 6-31).

» Mitigation Measure TRA-1: Prepare and 1mplemeﬁt a traffac control plan for HTWTP
prior to and during project construction ' .
- Mitigation Measure TRA-2: Employ a SFPUC WSIP projects construction coordmator

Impact CUMUL-3: Cumulative increases in noise.

The Projeéct has the potential to result in significant noise impacts, including 2 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-significant 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 (nozth 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 HIWTP, 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 (Liinit heavy trucks in residential areas to 2 truck 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 cuamulative noise impact (significant
and unavoidable). (see Draft EIR pages 6-31 through 6-34)

s Mitigation Measure NOI-I1. Employ noise-reducing measures during construction and
limit the hours of construction operation in Millbrae :

* 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

» Mirigation 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 during 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 NOg, the Project’s criteria air pollutant emissions would net be reduced to below
the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA threshold for NOx. As a result, under the June 2010 BAAQMD
CEQA Guidélines, 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 HTWTP 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 camulative 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 Iabels as specified 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 camulative 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 emisstons 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.

e Mitigation Measure AIR-1: Imp}ément BAAQMD dust control measures during
-construction. .
» Mitigation Measure AIR-2: Implement BAAQMD basic exhaust control measures during

-construction.
B. Water System Impzjoveinent 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 mitigation 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 ("LCSDI")
(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 region;al— water system are {o:

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 acost-effective, fully operational system

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.

B. Alternatives Rejected and Reasons for Rejection

The Commission rejects the Alternatives set forth in the Final EIR and listed below because the
Commission finds that there is substantial evidence, including evidence of economic, legal,
social, technological, and other considerations described in this Section in addition to those
described in Section VI below under CEQA Guidelines 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 uindeslying goals
and objectives of a project. and (ii) the question of whether an alternative is “desirable” from a
policy standpoint to the extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of the relevant
economic, environmental, social, legal, and. technological factors.

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 unaveidable 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 construction 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
because: (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 '
cominissioned 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.

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

o 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 partially 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 seistmic 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 exarnine 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 slurry wall or
steel plates. :
_* Structurally upgrade the existing 8-MG treated water reservoir with new pre-stressed
concrete walls, ring beam, and new roof.
e 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 reservoirs 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 slope near the pipelines to reduce vulnerability to

31

702



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 Zanjén
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 arid 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 all times in order to 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 because 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 only
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 L
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 substantially 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
Comrmission has determined that any remaining significant effects on the environment found to
be unavoidable are acceptable due to the following specific overriding economic, technical,
legal, social and other considerations.

The Project will have the following benefits:
¢ Increase water delivery reliability.
e Improve seismic reliability of the HTWTP, generally.

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. ' AN

e 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 WSIP’s 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 ablé to deliver basic service to the three régions 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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ATTACHMENT B

PROJECT NAME AND CASE NO. Harry Tracy Wafer Treatment Plant Long-Term Improvements Project, 2007, 12026

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monltoring and Reporting Program
s Implementation and Reporling Implementation
. itigatlon Measure .
tmpact No Impact Summary Mitigat Respoensible Reviewing & Monitoring and Beporting Actlons Schedule
Pary Approval Party
AT S e 5
AES-3 Temporary creation ilitigation Measure AES-1: Implement Hght redustion measures 1. SFPUC EMB 1. SFRPUCBEM | 1. m:ME.w that measures mmui:n o 1. Design
of new sources of The SFPUC and its contractor will reduce lighting effects by implementing the following fight nighttime nw_:mwamm_o: mm_z_:m are
light oz glare frome 1 reduction measures during construction. The amount of temporary exerior lighting installed wiil be incorporated in contract documents
MMM«_,M_. :M_ﬂw: activilies § minimized to the extent practicable. Temporary lights wii be equipped with ci-off shietds and
TOjeG directed downward and inward, away from adiacent residances. 2. Manitor to ensure that the contractor X
Components: PSM} 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM impiements measures in contract documents, 2. Construction
roport noncompliance, and ensure corrective
action.
mw.ﬂ ‘moam:ﬁ_m_ i nm«mo@{am Mitlgatior Measure CR-1: Gonduct worker awareness mqmm:m:m for pateontolegical resources | | sreyuc .mwsm 4 SEPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that measure 1, Design
indirectly desiroy prior o construstion palecntological training are incorporated in
paleontological contract documents.
resources during Prior to the initiation of any site preparalion andfor start of construction, the SFPUC shall ensure
construction (Al that all construction forepersons and field supervisors receive training overseen by a qualified . N . "
Project Components: | professicnal paleontologist as defined by the SVP's Conformable Impast Mitigation Guidelines 2. CM Team 5. SFPUC BEM w. Obtain ,mﬂa E%mz Smumam oﬂ_ow MJ o 5. Praconsiruction
FSM) Committee (SVP Conformable Impact Mitigation Guidelines Comsmittee, 1885} and who is {Paleontclogist) ceumantation of constuiiing paleontologists
experlenced in teaching non-specialists, to ensure that forspersons and field supenvisors can qualfications. .m__m documentation of
recognize fossll materlals in the event that any are discovered during construction. Training on pateontologist's quaitfications {e.g. resume).
paleontological resources shal also be provided to all other construction workers, but may in_cam
videotape of the inilial training and/or the use of written materials rather than in-person training by a | 3. CM Team 3, SFPUC BEM | 3. Ensure thal fraining program is developed | 3, Preconstiruction
paleontolegist. Traling shai ldentfify which portiens of the project (i.e,, areas underlain by the and that a#t personnel attend prior to and construction
Merced Formation) possess a high sensitivity for paleoniologlcal rescurces. beglnning work and sign training sign-in
sheet. Maintain 4le of sign-in sheets.
Mitigation Measure CR-2: Conduct paleontoiogical assessment for consiruction areas !y gFPUC EMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that measures applying to 1. Dasign
invelving highly sensitive substrate materials paleontological assessment and monitoring,
. ) i . as may ba required, are incorporated In
The SFPUC shall require a preconstruction paleontological assessment based on final project cantract documents.
design of construction areas ovetlaying substrate identified in this EIR as having high
pateontological sansitivity {i.e., the Merced Formation and previously undecumented Franeiscan
cheri [e.g., in 4 focalion where chert has not previously been idendilied and reporied]). The .
assessment shad be conducted by a qualiiled palsontelogist, as defined by the SVP Guidelines WTMMUMWMWM“: ist or 2. 8FPUC BEM 2. Obtain and review resume or othar Msmﬁwmmwh%wwm
{SVP Conformable impact Mitigation Guidelines Commitiee, 1895) and/or a California-reglstered aCa .ES—mm documentation of consuiting paleonfologist's
8 Rt RO U 1 ¢ -+ [A147:1 @wﬁc@dwruﬁnmemm,ﬁz_<wmhcncﬂmags‘magbu.m_e:@&:whmnaaz&ﬁmssﬁa?.i..mm T - or Gaoiogists qualifications. .o o ek i
appropriate and feasible procedures to aveld or minimize damage io any paleontological resources _‘wqwmmdcsmw
present, The report shall also make recommendations regarding the need, if any, Tor paleontological umo_o iat)
manitoring of ground-disturking activities. At a minimum, the report shali recommend that a qualifisd geoieg
paleontologist be available "on-call” to the SFPUC fhroughout the duration of ground-disturbing
activities. The environmental review officer {ERO) shall review and approve the report in
consultation with the SFRUC. , 3. CM Team 3. SFPUGBEM | 3. Provide technical report 1o ERC that 3. Precanstruction
o o i N . . ) . (Paleortalogist or | and ERO documents the results of preconstruction
Paleontologicat monitoring, ¥ required, will consist of periedically inspecting disturbed, graded, and | 5 camomia zssessment and recammendation for
excavated surfaces. The monitor wilt have authority to divert grading or excavation away from registered paleontological menitaring. Inchade
exposed surfaces temporarily in order io examine disturbed areas more closely, and/or recover professionat documentation of paleontologis’'s
fossils. The monitor will coerdinate wiih the construction manager to ensure that menitoring is geclogist) qualifications (e.g. resums). :
Hagey Tracy Water Treatms tang-Tam Improvemants Projact MMAP, Altactneni 8 PAGE N September 2010



R RN e
' MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
ImpactNo. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporting m Actl _aummam:”_mnam
Responsible Feviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actlons Schedule
. Party Approvat Party
thorough but does not result in unnecessary delays.
"4, CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4. Conduct palesntological monitoring, if 4, Congiruction
(Paleontoiogist or required. Document monitaring in monitoring
e - aGalifornia 10RS .
registerad
prafessional
geclogist)
5. Ensure that the contractor implaments .
5. CM feam 8. SFRPUC BEM measures in contract documents, report 5. Construction
noncempliance, and eansure corrective action.
Migation Measure CR.3: Implement stop work order it vertebrate fossil materials are | | SFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensurs that measures spplying to 1. Design
encountered durlng construction accidental discovery of paleontologicai m
o X o N o - rasources arg Incorporated in contract .
It any indication of a pakkontological resource is discovered during any project activity (e.g., | documents. 3
vartebrate fossil materials or previcusly undocurnented Franciscan chert [Le., in a logation where S ;
chert has not previously been Identified and reported]), 2l ground-disturbing work within 50 febt of | 5 oM Team 2. SEFUC BEM mw_mm._%ﬁwoﬁwﬂmmﬁmwﬁmww_hwwwcwwwmnu s 5. Construstion
the find will stop immediately untd the palecntological manitor can assess the nature and wm Lired mma that the contractor wm spends
imporiance of the find and recommend appropriate treatment. Assessment wilt occur In a timely s%_.x in the viciity, Mobilize 8 mEow_owo st
manner. Onee tha menitor has assessed the find, the monitor may propose modiications o the - o qeoiogit o _sw.m:wm P g
stop-work radius based on the nature of the find, site geslogy, and the activitles occurring on the geolog "
site. The monitor's recommendations shall be subject 1o review and approval by the ERC.
Recommendations for any treaiment that is required will be consistent with SVP guidelines (SVP 3. Evaluate the potential discovery and advise
Conformabile Impact Miligation Guidelines Committea, 1995) and currently accepted scisntific 3, CM Team 3. 5FPUC BEM | EROD as 1o the significance of the discovery. 3. Construction
practice. if required, treatment for fossil remains may include preparation and recovery of fossil (Paleontologist or | and ERC Proceed with recommendations, evaluations, |~
materials so that they can be housed in an appropriate museum or university collection, and may a California and implementation of additional measures in
also include preparation of & report for publication deseribing the finds. The SEPUC will be registered consultation with ERO. Prepare and submit
responsible for ensuring that treatment is implemented and report to the San Francisco Planning professiona Pateontological Resources Report if required.
Depariment. If no report is required, the SFPLIC will nonetheless ensure that information on the geolagist)
nature, location, and depth of alt finds is readily available to the sclentific community through
university cuzration or other appropriate means.
CR-2 Potential disturbance | Mitlgation: Measure CR-4: Implement treatment measures if human rémains are ensountered | 1 SFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 4. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design
of humanremains | during construction measures related to discovery of human
during consiruction ) ] . . remaing.
(Al Projsct If human remains are encountered during construction, the SFPUC shall notify the San Mateo
Cormponaerits: PSMy | Gounty Corener immediately, as required by PRC Seclion 5097.88. A quaiified archaeclogist shall )
also be coracted immediately. If the County Coroner determines that the remains are Native 2. CM Team 2 SEPUC BEM | 2 Ensure that all human remeins are reported |, e
American, the Coroner shall then contact the NAHC, pursuant to Section 7050.5[¢] of the California as _Mmc.ﬂn and wy% _m_mwd.ﬂmosw m:mﬂm:am o
Heaalth and Sajety Cods, WoIK in the vicinity. cihzZe an arcnaeoiogist -
g to confirm existence of human remains.
There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area raasonably
suspected fo overlie human remains until the San Mateo County Coroner has determined that no 3, OM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 8. i human remains are confirmed, perform 3. Construction
investigation of the cause of death Is required or if the remains are Native American. {auzlified and ERQ required coordination and notiflcations
) R ) . - archaeociogist) including reperting fo ERC.
if the remains are of Native American origin:
+  Within 24 hours of nofification, the NAHC shall identity a Nativa American ‘most fikely 4. Cid Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4 Monitor to ensure that the contractor 4. Consiruction
descendant” (MLD) to make a recommendation regarding appropriate treatment of the human implements measures In the contract
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
’ Monltoring and Repariing Program
ks implementatlon-and Reporting Implementation
impact No. Impact Summary Mitigation Measure W —— Monltoring and Reporting Actions Sehadule
Party Approval Party
remains. documents, report noncompliance, and
ensure corrective action,
e if the identifled MLD fails fo make a recomimendation within 48 hours of being given access to
the remains, the SFPUC, as the landowner, shall work with the NAHC to determineg
appropriate means of reating or disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and
any assoclated grave goods, as provided in PROC Seclion 5097.88.
CR-3 Adverse change 1o Mitigation Measure CR-5: Implement inadvertent archaeological discovery controls during | { sFpuC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that measures refated to 1. Design
unknown or known | Sonstruction archasological discoveries are included in
prehistoric or historic- ) i . . contract documents.
era archaeological To avold any poiential adverse effect from the proposed project on accidentally discovered burled or
resources during submerged archaeological resources as defined In State SEQA Guidslines Section 15064.5(a){o).
construction (Al the preject sponsor shatt distribute the San Franciseo Planning Department's archaeclogical
Project Components: | resource "ALERT” sheet to the project prime contrastor, (o any project subsontractor (Including
PSM) demolition, excavation, grading, foundation, pile driving, ete. firms}, or to the utitlles %..3 involved in
sail disturbing activities within the project area. Prior to any soil disturbing activities being
underiaken, each contractor shall ke responsible for ensuring that the “ALERT" sheet is circulated 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM wrmﬂwm“%m«wwﬁ_ N__mw_ﬂwommwh Mmmmﬂmm.ﬁ work 2. Praconsiruction
1o aff fisid personnsl, incluging machine operators, field crew, pile drivers, supervisory personnel, receive “ALERT mwmmﬂumz d sign m: o ir mm ning ‘1 and Gonstruction 2
efc. The profect spensor shall provide the ERO with a signed affidavit from the responsible pariies signein sheet. Maintaln ,.m_m of sign-in sheets r~
(prime contractor, subecontractor(s], and utilities drm} to the ERC condirming that all field personnel Ew;:ﬂ to m:.m_._ re that the coniracter )
have recaived coples of the "ALERT" sheet. implements measures in contract dosuments,
lf, during the course of construction, a potenilal archaeological discovery is made, and the ERO wwwmwm noncompliance and ensure coectve
determines that an archaeotogical resource may be present within the project area, the project :
sponsor shall retain the services of a qualitied archaeological cansuliant. The archaeclogical|
consultant shall advise the ERO as to whether the discovery is an archasological rasource, retains
sufficient integrity, and is of potential scientifie/historical/cuitural significance. ¥f an archaeological
resource is present, the archaaoiogicat consuitant shali identify and evaluate the archaeologidal - 3. Construction
reseurce. The archaeologleal consultant shall make a recommendation as to what action,  ahy, is 3 CM Team w:wmmﬂ.n_uo SEM wm mqumc mmm,mw_m.w mﬁ_“m qwmﬂww%mwwwmmwmwwwh%ow
warranied. Based on this information, the ERO may require, if warranted, specific additional m:w ands Eo:m i the vicinity. Mobilize an
measures to be implamented by the project sponsor, ar n% asologist to the area i % 2 ERO
Measures might include: praservation in situ of the archaeological resource, an archaeolagical w:mmmmﬂw_s.wzmmwmm”ww an archasological resouroe
montoring program, of an archaeological testing pragram, If an archaeclogical menitoring program ¥ be A
or archaeological testing program is required, program pians shall be raviewed and approved by the
ERC. The ERO may also require that the project sponsor immediately implement a site security
program If the archaeoclogical resource Is at risk from vandalism, looting, or other damaging actians. 4. Evaluate the potential discovery and advise 4. Construction
4. SFPUC BEM .\ i :
The project archaselogical consuitant shall submit an accidental discovery Archaeoiogical Data memwmmﬂmmc and BERO wﬂw%wﬁ.ﬁw mwman_cwmmw%w ﬁw%uwﬂu%%woém.m
Recovary Report {ADRR) te the ERC. In addition to the usual contents of the ADRR, ths report wif il i mnwoaam s 7 ! >
inciude an evaluation of the histarical significance of any discovered archasslogical resource and an __..w_u Nm.u_w%_w“ ommww mm. tiona anmmwhmw in
will deseribe the archaeclogloal and historioal research methods emploved In the archasological Mozmc mw_ua w - Prepare and supms
S s e e s s e e - Lopponitoringfdatarecovery-programie) undertaken:-nformation-that- may-put-atrisk-any - ms e ——— | Archaeciogical Data Reoovery Report, 1 s
archaeological resource shali be provided in a separate removable insert within the final report.
Once approved by the £RO, coples of the ADRR shall be distributed as follows: the relevant CHRIS
inforation center shall receive one copy, and the ERO shall recelve a copy of the transmiftal of the
ADRR to the Information center. The MEA shali receive three copies of the ADRR, along with
soples of any formal site racordation forms (DPR 523 series) andior documentation for homination
1o the NRHP/CRHR. The SFPUC shall receive copies of the ADRR as requested inn number. In
instanees of high public interest in or the high interpretive value of the resource, the ERC may
i require a different final report content, format, and distribution than that presented above.
Harry Tracy Water Trealmer ang-Temm improvements Project MMRP, Aftachment B PAGE Y September 2010



storage fachities. The archaeological monitoring program shall Inchkxde the following:

»  Af project contractors shall be advised 1o be on the alert for evidence of the presence of the
expacted resource(s), of how to identiy the evidence of the expected resource!s), and of the
appropriate protocol in the event of apparent discovery of an archaeological resource;

Harry Tracy Watsr Treatment Plant Long-Tem improvements Projsct MMRP, Attachment 8
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environmental tralning prior to beginning work
arie glgn the fraining sign-in sheet. Monitor to
ensure that the contractor implements
measures in contract documnents, report
noncompliance, and ensure corrective action.
Maintaln file of {raining sign-in sheets.

Ny S S
MITIGATION Roz_qdmmzm AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Pragram
Impact No. | impact Summary Mitigation Measure implementatlon and Rsporting implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Muonitoring and Reporting Actlons Schedule
Party Approval Party
Witigation Measure CR-6: Frepare archaeological monitoring plan 1. CM Team 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Archaeologist to review construction work | 1. Design
o i {Archeologist) and ERO limits and advise ERQ whether archasological

it is possible that archasoclogical site CA-SMA-23 extends into the impact area. Before ground- sita may be disturbed by tonstruction
disturbing activities are begun the project sponsor shall retain a qualified archaeological consultant activities. If ERO determines that the
who, In consultation with the ERO, shall assass the Hikelihood that this archeeological site may be arghaeological site may be disturbed, then
e Do AR i TR E R e S e e S Ay b ISt st By praeer _ ‘archaeologist shall prepara m:mm:w:wB; an
activities the archaeclegical consultant shalt prapare and submi io the ERO for review and approval Arghagological Monitoring Plars
an Archaedlogical Monitoring Plan (AMP). The archaeslogical menitering program shall be conducted ) .
in accordance with the approved AMP. The AMP shail spacily what project aciivities In areas sensive | 2. SFPUCEMB | 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Ensure that requirements related to cultural | 2. Design
for buried rescurces shall be archaeslogically maonitored, Project agtivities that may redquire monitoring resource protection and monitoring are
may include the installation of pipelinss and crossover facliities and sertain solls-altering activities such included in contract documents.
as grading and access road construction assoclated with construction or improvement of water 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Ensura that all personnel attend 3. Pre-construction

and Construction

T8
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

impact MNo.

Harry Tracy Water Treatme

Impact Summary

sng-Termn Improvemenis Project MMRP, Aftachment B

Mitlgation Measure

The archaeological monitor(s) shali be present on the project site according to & scheduls
agreed upan by the archaeological consultant and the ERO until the ERO has, in consuliation
with project archaeological consuitant, determined that projest construction aclivities are
untikcely to have effects on significant archaeologicat deposits;

The archaeological monitor shall recosd and be authorized to collact soil samples and
artifactual/ecafzctuat material as warranted for analysis;

if an Intact archasologicai deposit Is encountered, all sails-disturbing activities within the area
specified.in the AMP of the deposit shal cease. The archaeologicat montior shail be
empowered 1o temporarily redirect demolitionfexcavation/pile driving/construction aclivities and
equipment until the deposit is evaluated. The archaeological consultant shall inmediatsly
notify the ERO of the encountered archaeological deposit. The archasologlcal consultant shai
make a reasonable effort lo assess the idantily, Integrily, and significance of the encountered
archaeological deposit, and present the findings of this assessmenf to the ERO.

Whather or not signiticant archasalogical rescurces are encounterad, the archasological consultant
shall submit a written repart of the findings of the monitoring program to the ERO,

Monltoring and Reporting Program

impiementation and Reporting implementation
Responsibie Revlewing & Monitoring and Reperting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
4. CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4. Perform monitoring where/when requlred 4. Construction
{Archeologist) and ERO and iog monitoring acfivities. If intact

PAGE "

archaeslogical deposit is encountersd,
temporasity rediract activities, immediately
notify ERO. 1f human remains are
ancountezed, perform required coordination
and notifications. Procead with additionat
measures if a significant archaeological
resource Is determined present. Onee work in
the arez Is finished such that monftoring s no
lenger required, submif written report of the
findings of the monitoring program to the
ERO,
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i
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
Impact No. | mpact Summary Mitigation Measure implsmentation and Repotting implementation
Fesponsible Hevlewing & #onitoring and Reporiing Actlons Schedute
. Party Approval Party
TRA-2 Temporary Increase | Mitigatlon Measure TRA-1: Prepare and implement a trafflc control plan for HTWTP prlor to | 4 sppuUc EMB €, SFPUG BENM | 1. Enswre thal requirement 1o prepare a 1. Design
in traffic load on and during profect construction Traftic Centrol Plan and applicable measures
readways caused by are Included in contract documents,
construction-related The SFPUC and its construction tontracter(s) will prepare and implement a traffic control plan and
vehicie trips and coordingte with Caltrans and locat jurisdictions, as appropriate, for affected roadways and
T I T ] SIS R e aS, T Y BT WY IV YR Or OISt UCH O TOTTELT 15 TESUe 10F 118 Projacy, ane 27O Toam 5 SEPUC BEM | 2 ENSUNS SaNTrastor SUBMNS & TR TOMES | 5. Brasensiraction
roadway level of where consiructlon could ocour withint and/or across muliiple streets in the same vicinity, the . Plan and verify it complies with the mitigation
service dizing SFPUC and s construction contractor(s} will caordinate the traffic control plans to mitigate the requirements, including preparalion by a
construction {All impact of traffic distuption. The coordinated pian will include measures that address overlapping quasified cavil engineer. Submit to agencies for
Project Components: } construgtion schedules and activities, truck arrivals and departures, lane closures and detours, and review and ensurg recommendations are
SU) the adequacy of on-street staging and parking requirements. The tratfic contral plan shalt include, Incarporated as appropriate.
but may not de limited to, the {ollowing elements:
»  When feasible, truck trips {haul trusks and heavy construction equipment) on Helen Drive shall
be avoided during the typical school drop-off and plok up hours for Meadows Elamentary 4. Constructi
School. Typlcafly, school begins at 8:30 a.m. and ends at 2:45 p.m. (except on Wednesdays 3. Monitor to ensure that the contraciar ' ction
when dismissal is 1:30 p.m. and tor kindergarten, which is dismissed every day at 11:50 a.m.). | 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM

The sonstruction contractor shall confirm the start and dismissal times prior to the beginning of

each school vear, If avoiding these hours Ts infeasible, the construction confractor will provide
addition:al flaggers during school drop-off and pick-up hours near the intersections of Helen
Drive/Mosswood Lane and Heien Drive/Banbury Lane {where crosswalks to the school are
lpcated) to manage tratfic flow and maintain traffic safaty,

«  When feasihle, fruck trips {Le., haul trucks, heavy construction equipment) wiil se scheduled
outside AM (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.) and PM {4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) peak commute trips. If
avoiding these hours is Infessible, additional flaggers shall be provided at the intersections of
Halen Drive/Mosswond Lane, Helen Drive/Blanbury Lane, and Crystat Springs
Road/Crestmoor Drive to manage traffic flow and maintaln safely.

+  if the number of outbound vehigles heading to the 1-280 on-ramp at Cunningham Way excesd
10 vehicles per hour during the AM peak hour, implemeni traffic contrals such as utilizing a
fiagger or instafiing and operating & temporary traffic signai at the intersection of 260 and
Cunningham Way from 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m., Monday through Friday (except legal holldays).
Otharwise, the number of cutbound vehicies hieading te the 1-280 on-ramp at Cunningham
Way will not exceed 10 vehicles per hour during the AM peak hour, to the extent feasible.

«  "TRUCK CROSSING” sighs on wood posts wili be Installed along the edge of Crystal Springs
Road for sach direction of travel, approximately 200 feet from the intersection of Crystal
Springs Foad and the driveway leading to the HTWTP. The signs shall be maintained by the
contractor until the complefion of the project, The purpose is to minimize potential condlict
betwaen the approximately 100 construction vehiclas making left-tums to access the project
site and the through trafilc movemnents from the opposite direction on Grystal Springs Road.

. A parking plan will be prepared that identifies off-site parking for construction workers during

peak construction perods when thers Is not enough capacity on the HTWTP sile in the staging

areas and along roadways. The parking pian wilt identify off-site parking areas ta
accommodate approximately 95 vehicles, Possible off-site parking areas include ofi-street
parking at the nearby Miibrae Meadows Swim Club and Meadows Elementary School when
these facliiies are not in use, off-strest parking at Mifbras Intermodal Terminal, and on-strest
parking afong Helen Drive and Crystai Springs Road. Use of the scheol and swim <lub parking
lots will be coordinated with those facilities. The swim club provides the closest parking and
may be available much of the yvear {i.e., non-summer weekdays). The school parking lot is
restricted during the school year and during the refining of the Sunset Branch Pipeline. The
Millbrae Intermodal Terminal has approximalely 2,900 parking spaces and provides daily and

implements measures it the Traffic Conirol
Plan and contract doosuments, report
noncompliance, and ensure corrective aclion.

732
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure implementation and Reporting . Implementation
Responsible Reviewling & ifonttoring and Repoeriing Actions Schedule
Parly Approval Party
monthly permit parkiag for Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) and Calirain riders. The use of the
facity wil be coordinated with BART and Caltrain. The Gity of Milibrae does not have parking
restrictions on residential streels, except for the weeldy sireel cleaning, However, on-slyest
parking on Helen Drive may have fimiled sapacty adjacent to the school, especially during the
relining of the Sunset Branch Pipeline when parking is displaced from the school parking iot
and Helen Drive. The contractor will provide construction workers transportation (e.g., shutlle)
between the parking location and the worksite if it Is not adjacent to the work site.
*  Prior to construction activities associated with the access pit for relining Sunset Branch
Pipeting, the SFPLIC or the construstion contractor will provide schod! officials with a final 48+
howr raminder notica of the timing, iocafion, and duration of censtruction activities in the
pariing iot ar roadway. (This will e a fcliow-up notice because the SFPUC or its construction
contractor will have already coordinated with school officials regarding the construction
schedule, access, and any salely concens.)
. if the aceess pit for relining Sunset Branch Plpeline is located in Heilen Drive, the SFPUC or
construction coniractor will install *Road Werk Ahead” warning signs and will provide
SamnTrans notice of the Uming, location, and duration of construction activities in the Helen q
Drive 48 area near the Helen Drive/Mosswood Lane Intersectlon at least 48 howrs beforshand. b
Bus route 342 extends down this portion of Helen Drive. (Bus route 43 does not extend down
the portion of Helen Drive where the agcess pit would be located.)
+  Tothe extent applicable, the traffic control plan will gonform to Caltrans’s Manual of Traffic
Conirols for Construction and Maintenanee Work Zones.
« the contractor(s) shall tallor the above listed measures 1o reflect site-specific traific and safely
concerns as appropriate. The specific measuras in the traffic management plan may be
subiect to review and modification by agencies with authority over affected pubilc sireets.
TRA-3 Temporary Implement Mitigation Measure TRA-1 - - - -
disptacemant of on-
street parking and
school parking durlng v
construction (All
Project Components:
PSM)
TRA-4 Increasad traffic implement Mitigation Measure TRA-1 -~ - - -
safety hazards during
construction (All
Project Components:
PSM;
AT S Srhs = R SEE o SEisi e = SR e
Temporary increase | Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Employ nolse-reducing measures during construction and limit 1. BFPUC EMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure thatnoise control requirements are | §, pesign
in ambient nolse hours of construction operatlon In Mlilbrae included in contract documents.
levels on and around .
the project area The project contracter will be required to implement appropriate noise controls 1o reduse
during construction consiruclion noise levels al noise-sensitive uses including residences, the Meadows Elementary : :
(All Project School, and the Miibrae Meadows Swim Club, stch that construction noise tdees not exceed the 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Ensure that the contractor implements 2. Consiruction
Components following (as measured at the exterior of the closest sensitive receptor} for ali project components, noise controf requirements including a noise
Exciuding Sunset excep! along the Sunset Branch pipeline in Millbrae where these measures shal be implemented to control plan, as required by Mt NOI-4, and
Branch Pipaline: the extent feasible: that performance standards are met to the
PSM, Sunset Branch extent feasible. Report nehcempliance, and
Pipetine: SU) ensure correttive action.

Septembar 201



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPCRTING PROGRAM

Impact No.

impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monltoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporling

ftesponsible Reviewing &
Party Approval Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actlons

lmplementation
Scheduie

* 70 dBA{l,) between 7 a.m. and 7 p.m., Monday through Friday.

+ 50 dBA{L,,) during normal slesping hours, which are considered to be 7:00 p.m. o 7:00 a.m
(where iha ambient noise level excesds 50 ¢BA noise from construction activily may not
increase the ambient nolse fevel by more than 8 dB).

Harry Tracy Water Traatment Plant Long-Term imprevements Project MMRP, Attachment 8

The project contzactor will determine the specific methads to meet the performance standards given
above. Spacific measures that can be implemented to comply with these performance standards
Include, but are not fimited to, the following:

. {se bast avallable noise contrel technigues (facluding mufilers, intake silencers, ducts, engine
enciosures, and acoustically attensating shields or shrouds) for all equipment and trucks to
mintmize construstion neise iImpacts.

«  When pneumatically powered tools are used, use an exhaust muffler on the compressed air
axhaust {a muffler can lower noise levels from the exhaust by as much as about 10 dBA). Use
axternai jackets on the tools themselves, which could achisve a reduction of 5 dBA.

. Use alternative pile placement and pile-driving noise reduction mathods where necessary to
mest the performance standards i place of or in addition to impact pile driving. Examples of
afernative plile placement methods nclude:

. Sonic pie drivers (sonic pile drivers are only effective in some soil fypes),
. Pre-drilled piie holes,

. Cast-in-ptace piles,

. Nen-displacement piles {i.e., *H” piles),

. Non-impact drivers that use torque and down-pressiwe or static loading {o press piles
into place,

. Pile cushioning (placing resfiient material between hammer and pite}, and

. Shrouding.

= Operation of equipment requiring use of back-up beapers will be avoided near sensitive
ravaptors {a.g., rasidences) to the exdent practical during nighttims, svening, and waskend
hours. Where such avoidance is impractical, the need for construction vehicies to engage the
roverse gear will be minimized (minimizing nolse generated by backup alarm} a5 hetessary
ordsr o meet the performance.

*  Locate stationary noise sources as far from sensitive receptors (e.g., residences, Meadows
Elementary Scheol) as practical. i they must be located near receptiors, noise attenuation
such as enclosures will be used o ensure compliance with the performance standards,
Enclosure epenings or venting wili be faced away from noise-sensitive receptors.

. Erect temporary noise barriers (at least as high as the exhaust of equipment and breaking line-
of-sight between noise sourses and sensitive receptors) o maintaln consiruction noiss lavels
at or below the performance standards. Barriers shall be constructed with a solid material that
has a density of at least 4 pounds per squars foot with no gaps from the ground to the fop of
the barrier. Barrders are most effective where they are close to the source or close o the
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T MITHSATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
: Manitoring and Reporting Program
Impaet No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reparting X Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitering and Reporting Actions Schedute
Party Approval Party
recaiver. Eifective locations for barriers to reduce noise from staging areas include the
southeast edge of the staging area adjacent to Sycamore Drive and the northeast and
southeast edges of the staging area adjacent to Helen Drive. Figure 5.6-8 shows potentiad
barriar locations.
in addition to meeting the performance standards identifled above, the contrastor shall be prohibited
from condicting pile drlving activities during the evening and nighttime hours (6:00 p.m. o
7:00 a.m., Monday through Friday); plie driving shall not be allowed on Saturday and Sundays.
Any construction work conducted within the City of Millbrae wil be limited to the hours specified in
tha City's noise ordinance (Monday ihrough Friday, 7:30 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Baturday, 8:00 a.m. o
6:00 p.m., and Sundays and holidays, 9:00 a.m. 1o 5:00 p.m.} fo the extent feasible.
Mitlgation Measure NOI-2: Distibute public notice of planned conslructlon to adjacent | | grpUc EVB 1. SFrUCBEM | 1- Ensure that noticing requirements are 1. Design
residences, Meadows Elementary School, and the Millbrae Meadows Swim Club prior to included in contract doouments.
conatrustion
Pricr to beginning construction, the SFPUC shall contact the Meadows Elementary School in person . o
or by phone fo review project scope and subsequentiy shall send out notices containing the 28FPUC 2. SFPUC BEM | 2, Distribute public notices as required. 2. Preconstruction J
proposed start dale, construction updates, and contact information for raporting complaiats related | Communications Designate project fiaison responsible for and Construction
1o noise. Residences east of I-280 within 1,000 feet of the project area and the Millbrae Meadows responding to neise comphainis. As
Swim Club wilt also be notifled similarly by mail or email. They shall also be invited to a necessary, develop a reporting pregram for
preconstruction informationat mesting with the contractor. cemplalnts recelved. Maintain records of
: notices,
Mitigatton Measure NOI-2: Conduet worker awareness training for noise reduetion prior to | 1 srpuC EvE 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that training requirements are 1. Design
sonstruction : inchuded in contract doouments,
The SFPUC wil ensure that the contractor conducts worker training for all new employees to . .
encourags workers during late night shifts to da the following: be mindfi? of the residential 2, CM Team 2 SFPUG BEM | 2. Ensure that tralning program is develaped | 5 praconstruction
neighberhood, avoid rewving or unnecessary idling of vehicle engines, avold arming car alarms and that ali personnel attend prior to and construction
while at the construction site, and avold loud conversations. The contractor shall provide beginning work and sign training sign-in
documentation to the SFPUC indicating that all new employses received the training and have shaet. Maintaln file of sign-in sheets.
signed a tralning sign-in sheet provided by the SFPUC confirming thelr agreement to comply with
these measures.
Mitlgation Measure NOl-4: Prepare and Implement a Noise Control Plan prior to and during | 1 sepUC EMB 1. $FPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that requirement to prepare anoise | 4 pagign
construction control plan is inciuded in contract documents,
The SFPUC will ensure that construction-cantract spacifications include a requirement that the '
contractor submit to the SFPUC for raview and approval, af least 28 days prior to commencing . "
construction, & Naise Control Plan prepared by a qualified noise consultant, which is definedasa  { 2SFPUC 2 SFPUCBEM | 2 Designate project liaisan responsibie for 2. Preconstruction
= oo mmnei-Boare-Cortified-nstitute-of Nolse-Centrel-Engineering-member-ar-ether qualified-eonsultant-ar-—— - COMMUBICANONS .o - el respending-te-neise-complainta Ag - -~ ----- - AL Construction . __J.
engineer approved by the project engineer, The SFPUC will verily that the Noise Controf Plan necessary, develop a reporting program for
contains at least the folicwing elements: comphaints received. Maintain records of
neiices.
e Detailed list of potential noise controf methads, which are to be Implemented to achieve the
nolss parfarmance standards where practical. Areas where achieving the performance !
standards are not practical wili be identifisd, 3. OM Team 8. SFPUC BEM | 3. Ensure that contractor prepares and 3. Preconstruction
submits & noise control plan that compiies
+  Proposed staging and scheduling of noise control measures. with mitigation measure.
+  Noise control methods/management practices o reduce nolse lavels during shiff changes. "
9 P I ¢ 4. CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4. Ensure ihat the contractor implements 4. Constriction
Harry Teacy Waler Tréatme lLong-Tem Improvements Project MMAP, Altachmeant B PAGE N
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM .
Monitoring and Reperting Program
impact No. |  Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reparling tmplementation
B Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actlons Schedule
Party Approval Parly
«  Anticipated performance of noise control measures. ’ measures in noise control plan and contract
documents, and that performance standards
+  Schedule and plan to document the existing baseline noise levels at the adjacent residentiat fisted in MM NOI-1 are met to the extent
properiy fines. The baseline 30-minute Leq and Ly, at locations along the SFPUC property line feasible. Report noncompliance, and ensure
shall be documented for & minimum two-week period before construction begins. corrective action.
. Number and jocation of monitoring locations and relation fo statienary neise controls.
+  Schedule {or tests to confirm the construction neise isvals and effectiveness of noise control
measures.
+  Schedule for on-going monfioring and reporting of construction noise levels o meet
performance standards, Monitoring shali cccur at least weakly, or more often it needed, in
response to complaints.
»  Location of equipment, parking, and other nolse generafing sourges. «
In addition SFPUC will assign a designated project liaison 10 be responsibie for responding to noise ™
complaints during the construction phases. The name and phone number of the liaison wilt be
conspleususly posted at construction areas and on all advanced notiflcations, This person wili take
steps o resoive complains, including perlodic noise monitering, if nscessary. Resuits of noise
moanitoring will be presenied at regular project meatings with the preject contractor, and the liaison
will coordinaie with the contractor to modify any construction activities that generated excessive
noisze levels. A reporiing program wil he required that documants complaints recelved, actions
taken to resolve problems, and effectiveness of these actions.
in the gvent that complaints ara recelved regarding noise, tha coniracior shall address them as
received and provide Information to the SFPUC within 48 hours of being notified of the complaint,
regarding the noise leveis measured and activities that correspond to the complaints. Thess neise
levels shafl be compared to the information provided in the Nolse Control Plan; and, if necessary,
the atfectiveniess of implemented nolse control measures shall be verified by the contracior. The
cantractor shall be responsible for ensuring that aff implementsd noise control measures are |
installed and used correctly, and that the construcilon activities are In compliance with the project
neise spacifications. .
in the event that the thresholds are exceeded, the contractar shalt work fo reduce noise levels i
immediately and provide Infarmation to the SFPUC within 48 hours of the exceedance, identifying
the source of the exceedance (e.0., Unusually noisy method, breken muffler, emergency repair) end
identifying the corrective actions that are being taken to reduce the noise.
NQI-2 Exposure of people implement Mitigation Measures NOI-1, NOCI-2, NOI-3, and NOi-4 - - - -
1o or generation of
noise levels in excess
of standards
esiabiished in the
tocal genaral plan or
noise ordinance, or .
applicable standards
of other agencies (All
Project Components
Exciuding Sunset
Branch Pipefine:
PSM, Sunset Branch
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring ard Reperiing Program
ImpastNo. | Impasct Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporting . Implementation
Responsisle Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actlons Schedule
Party Approval Party
Pipeline: 5L3) }
NO-3 Tsmporary increase Mitigation Measure NOI-5: Limit heavy trucks In residential areas to 2 truck passages per | { gFpUC EMB 1, SFPUC BEM | 1- Ensure that nighttime truck limitations are 1. Design
In traffic nolse along | Nowr durlng nighttime hours included in contract docgments.
public roadways from . . N o
construction-related | The SFPUC will Bmit heavy trucks In resldential areas to 2 lruck passages per hour during nighttime
vehisles (All Project hours {7:00 p.m. to 7:00 am.} .
Compenents: PSM) 2, CM Team 2, SFPUC BEM | 2 Monitor to ensyre that the contractor 2. Construction
implements measures in contract gocuments,
report noncompliance, and ensure corrective
action.
AlR-1 Construction 1. SFPUC EMB 1. SFRPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that all required dust controt 1. Design
emisslons of eriteria | BAADMD Basfe Construction Mitlgation Measures. The SFPUG or its construction contractar measures ars included in contract
paliutants {All Project | spall implemant he following BAAQMD basic control measures to reducs fugilive PM emissions documents.
Components: SU) from construction activities (from Table 8-2 in the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA Guidslines). The Ea
SFPUC shall ensiure the conlract speciflcations include the following basic control measures: 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Assign a designated project liaison 2. Construction =
. : responsible for coordinating a response to
«  Afi exposed surfaces {e.q., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded’areas, and unpaved dust and air quaiity complaints during the
access roads) shall be watered two thmes per day. construction phases of the project
. Conspicuously post the name and phone
o Al haul trucks transporting soll, sand, or other loose material off-site shali be covered. number of the lialson at consinglion arsas
: and on all advanced nofifications to area
o All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads shail be removed using wet power residents. Monitor to ensure that the
vacuum street swespers at least once per day. The use of dry pewer sweeping Is prohibited. contractor implements measures in confract
. documents (whethar complainis are received
«  Allvehicts spesds on unpaved reads shall be imited to 15 mph. or not}, report noncompliance and received
compiaints to the environmental inspector.
« Al roadways, diiveways, and sidewalks to be paved shail be complsted as soon as possible. Report on correstive actions taken and their
ing pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless sesding or soli bindars are effectiveness. Consult with BAAQMD as
3 necessary tc address persistently excassive
dust conditions.
»  Post a pubficly visibie sign with the telephone number and person te contact at the SFPUC
regarding dust complainta. This person shall respond and take corrective action within 48
hours. The phone number of the BAAQMD shall aiso be visible {0 ensure compiiance with
applicable reguiations, .
BAAGNMD Additlonal Censirustion Mitination Measures. In accordance with the fast bullsted
item, abave, the SFPUC will assign a designated project lizison rasponsible for coordinating a
response to dust and air quality complaints during the construction phases of the project. The name
- &1d pHsne FUmBer of e Fason Witk e CoNSpIcuously postsd at consiuction areas and on &il - T T —
advanced notifications o area residents. If a complaint is received, the project liaison will report the
comglaint to the environmental inspactor, the SFPUC, and the contractor. This person will
coordinate with said patties {0 rasolve the complaint, which may lnvelve periedic monitering of
fugitive dust levels and modification of any construction condigions that may have generated
B excessive fugitive dust. Resuits of any corrective actions, including fugitive dust monitering results,
will be presented at requiar project meetings with the project contractor and repeorted o the
environmental inspector. A reporting program will be required that documents complaints received,
actions taken 1o rescive problems, and effectiveness of these aclions.
Similarly, if the envirenmental inspector chserves excessive or unusually high levels of fugitive dust,
he or she shall taks the same staps as outlined above. In the event of & complaint fro~ ~ member
rany Tracy Water Treatm Long-Tein improvements Projeot MMRP, Attachment B PAGE b
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAN

impact No,

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

implementatlon and Heporting

Responsible
Farty

Reviewing &
Approval Parly

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

Harry Tracy Water Treatmsnt #lant Long-Yem: Impravaments Project MMEP, Attachment B

of the public or abservation of high dust levels by the environmenial inspector, the gontractor shail
provide information te the SFPUC within 48 hours regarding the activities or conditions that
correspond 1o the complaings {including the dust levels measured, if applicable), as wsli as the
correciive actions that were implemented. f, in the estimation of the $FPUC and the environmental
nspector, in consullation with the BAAQMD, exeessive dust conditicns persist, the contractor shall

+o- - eiirplerrrent acditionad; sitesspecificdost vontrot measures as ErESSE Y I audresy ety

condittons, These site-specific maasures may include the following or equivalant measires that
accomplish the goal of minimizing fugitive dust, which are baged on the BAAQMD's Additional
Construction Mitigation Measures {from Tabile 8-3 in the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA Guidefines):

» Al exposed surfaces shail be watered at a frequancy adequate to maintain minimum sail
moisiure of 12 percent, Molsture content can e verified by lab samples or moisture probe.

+  Altexcavalion, grading, andfor demalition activities shall be suspended when average wind
speeds exceed 20 mph.

+  Wind breaks (e.g., trees, {ences) shall be instafiad on the windward side(s) of actively
disturbed areas of construction. Wind breaks should have at maximum 50 percent air porosity.

+  Vegstative ground cover (0.g., fast-germinating native grass seed) shaifl be planted In
disturbed areas as soon as possible and watered approgriately untii vegetation Is established.

+  The simultaneous ocourrence of excavation, grading, and ground-disturbing construstion
activities on the same area at any one time shall bs limited. Activities shall be phased to
raduce the amount of disturbed surfaces at any one time,

. All trueks and equipment, including thelr tires, 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 a 6 to 12 Inch
compacted layer of wood chips, mulgh, or gravel,

+  Sandbags or other erosion control measures shall be instalied to prevent sit runoff to pubtic
roadways from sites with a sfope greater than one percent.

+  Exposed slockplles {dirt, sand, efc.) sha be enclosed, covered, and watered, or nontoxic sof
binders shall be applied.

118

Mitigation Measure AlR-2: implement exhaust confrol measures during construstion

BAAQMD Basic Measures, The SFPUC shall implement the following current BAAQMD-
recommended control measures to reduce exhaust emissions of DPM from construction activitiss
(from Table 8-2 In the June 2010 BAAQMID CEQA Guidelines). The SFPUC shall ensure the
contract specifications include the following measures, where applicable.

*  ldiing times shalt be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing
the maximum Iifing time to 5 minutes (as required by the California airbome foxics control
measure Title 13, Secticn 2485 of California Code of Regulations [CCRY)). Clear signage shall
ba provided for constructicn workers at afl acesss points,

* Alt consiruction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
mandactsers specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified mechanic and
determined 1o be running in proper condition prior to operation.

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team

1. SFPUG BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

1, Ensure that all required BAAQMD exhaust
control measures detalled in M AIR-2 are
included in contract dosuments, including
rmonthly submittal of maintenance logand a
plan for demonstrating project-wide flest-
average 20% NOy reduction andi45% P
reduction for oif-road equipment, as
campared to the most recent CARB fleet
average.

2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor
implements measures in contract documents
including manthiy submittad of maintenance
log, report noncempliance, and ensure

1. Design

2. Construction

PAGE 120F 29
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Heporting Program

Implementation and Reporiing Impiementation

Impact No. act Summ, Mitigation M
P e fmp mmary ‘gation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule

Responsible Reviewlng &

Party Approval Party
BAAQMD Additlonat Measures, The SFPUC shall implament the tollowing current BAAGMD ) corrective action.
confrol measures to reduce exhaust emissions of PM from construction adtivities (from Table 8-3 in
the June 2010 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines). The SFPUC shall ensure the contract spscifications
include the following measures, where applicable.

° Minimizing the idling time of diesel powered construction equipment 1o fwo minutes,

e Uselow VOC (i.e., ROG) coatings beyond the local requirements fi.e., Regulation 8, Rule 3:
Architectural Goatings).

e Requiring that all construction equipment, diese! frucks, and generators be equipped with Best
Available Control Technology for emission reductions of NOy,

¢ Requirlng aft contractors use equipmant that meets CARB’s most recent certification standard
Tor off-rpad heavy duty diesel engines,

*  The projsct shall develop a plan demonstrating that the off-road squipment (mors than 50
horsepower) to be used in the construction profect (l.e., owned, leased, and subcontracter
vehicles) would achievs a projaci—wids, fleet-average 20 percent NOy reduction and
45 perceni PM reduction compared to the most recent CARB fleet average. Acceptable
options for reducing emissions includs the use of late-mode! engines, low-emission diese!
praducts, alternative fuels, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment produets, andfor other
optiens as such become avattable. The fechnical requirements above for off-road dissel
equipment may be used to satisfy the performance standards noted above, but the technical
requirements are mandatory regardiess of whether they may result in greater reductions than
the performance standards (due to the level of DPRM-related health rigks). -

kel

Dther Measures, The SFPUC shall implement the following additionai control measures, which are
not Identifisd In the BAAGMD Guidslines, to redues exhaust emisslone from construction activitles.
The SFPUG shall ensure the contract specifications insiude the following additional confrol
measyres, where appiicabls. .

e Grid power will bs used instead of diess! generators at aif construction stes where it is feasible -
e connect to grid power,

» incentract specifications, all WSIP contracts specifications shall include Sections 2480 and
2485, Title 13, California Code of Reguiations, which B the idling of all diesel-fusled
commercial vehicles (walghing over 16,000 poundds, both California- ar non-Cagfornia-based
trucks) 10 30 seconds at a schoo! or five minutes at any location. In addition, the use of dissel
auxiliary power systems and main engines shalt be limited to five minutes when within 100 fest
of homes or schools white the diiver is resting. 1diing time of diese! powered sonstruction

e e e e e - pgUipment-ahal-be-Hraited 20 B minueg, e e P

¢ In contract specifications, af WSIP contracts spacifications shall include Section 93115, Tiie
17, California Code of Regulations, Airborne Toxic Contra! Measure for Stationary
Compression Ignition Enginas, which specifies fue! and fus? addiiive requiraments; amission
standards for operation of any stationary, digsel-fueled, compression-ignition engines; and
oparation restrictions within 500 fest of school grounds when schoal is in session.

s Aschedule of low-emissions tune-ups shal be devsloped and such tune-ups shall be
performed on alf equipment, particularly for haul and defivery trucks, A fog of required tune-ups
shad be maintained and & copy of the log shall be submitted to the SFFUC on a monthly hasis

Harry Tracy Water Treatmr Long-Temn ¥mprovaments Piojact MMAR, Atachment B PAGE . 9 Saptember 2010
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RMITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementetion and Reporting implementation
Responsible Heviewing & Monitering and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party .
for review.

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

e s..... The SEPLIC shall ensure that constiuction contract snegifications inglude . requirement shal

on-road dieset frucks used to transport spoils consist of 2004 or newser model-year trucks with
factory-buik engines. All an-road diese! frucks shall be required to have emission control labels
a3 specified in 13 CCR 2183(c). The construction contract specifications shall require that the
centractor submit to the SFPUC a comprehensive inverntery of a on-road trucks used to haul
5pofs, The inventory shall include each vehicle’s ficense piate number, the engine production
year, and a notation of whether the truck i In possession of an emission conirot label as
defined in 13 CCH. The contractor shall updats the Inventory and submit & monthly to the
SFPUC throughout the duration of the praject,

]

+  The SFPUC shall ensure that construciion contract specifications Include & requirement that al!
off-road diasel construciion equipment is equinped with Tier 2 or 3 diesel engines as defined in
40 CFR Part 89 and are equipped with Level 3 Diessl Emission Confrol Strategies as defined
in 13 CCR 2700-2710. The construstion contract specifications shall require the contractor fo
submit a comprehensive inveniory of all off-road construction equipment that witt bs used an
aggragate of 8 hours or rore during any poriion of project construction, The inventory shail
inciude each vehicle's license plate number, horsepower rating, engine production year, and
projected hours of use or fuei throughput for each piece of equipment, The gontractor shall
update the Inventery and submit it monthly fo the SFPUC throughout the duration of the

¥ vdil

project,
AlR-2 Exposure {o diesel Implement Mitigaticn Measures AIR-2 - N - -
particulate matter
during sonstruction
{All Project

s

UTL-1 Potential temporary | gn_mmzoa gammca c.n..‘_ - Locate ulllity _m%m and coordinate with cm_ue ussn_ma prior 1o [ 1, sFpUG mgm 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that utility locatlon confirmation and 4 cm.m_ms
darnage 1o or construction, and ensure prompt reconnection of utllitles disrupted during construction utility disruption controls are included in
disruption of existing ) i o . contract documents
wtilities during Prlor to excavation, the SFPUC or its contractors shall locate overhead and underground utility
construction (Al fines, such as slectricity, natural gas, telephone, fuel, and water lines, that may be encountered
Project Campenents: | during excavation work prior o opening an excavation. The exact location of underground (filities
PSM) shal be determined by safe and acceptable means. Information regasding ihe size and location of

existing ulllities must be confirmed before construction activities cornmence, The SFPUC or its

contractors shall coordinate final construction plans and specifications with affected utilities. The

SFPUC or its contractors shall allow inspecters from PGAE and any other affected wlilittes access in | 2. CM Team 2. 8FPUC BEM

and arcund SFPUC facilities during canstruction. The SFPUC o its contractors shall promptly 2. Monlior to ensure that contractor

reconnect any disconnected utllily lines. implements measures, repert noncompliance,
and ensure corrective action.

2. Preconstruetion
and censtruction

Mitigation Measure UTL-2: Develop and Implement worker safety provislons for excavation | 3 SppUC EMS | 2. SEPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that worker safely provisions are 1. Design
near natural gas plpelines prior to and during construstion . included in contract documents '
SFEUC or Its contractors will ensure that construction near natural gas pipelines will proceed in

compianse with Cal-CSHA regulations and thek construction safety orders, The SFPUC will verlfy

Harmy Tracy Water Treatment-Plant Long-Term Improvements Project MMABP, Attlachment B PAGE 14 OF 23
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAR

Mehltoring and Reporting Program

effects on speclal-

waste, new gypsum wallboard, tile, porcelain fixtures, and other easily recycled materials, and
directing af lsast 50 percent (by weight) to recyeling facilifies approved by San Mateo County
and taking the remainder (but no more than 50 percent by weight) to a faciiily for disposal, or
taking all mixed consiruction and demaolition debris to an approved facility, such as the Zanker
Road Landff and the Newby Island Resource Recovery Park, for reuse or resyeing.

The SFPUC or its conjractors shali also develop and implement a Spolis Diversion Plan that shail:

+  Assess the capacily, current prosessing rate, and volume of existing and nearhy construction
and demolition debris recyciing facilities, such as the Zanker Road Landf# and the Newby
Isiand Resourca Recovery Park;

+  Describe the manner in which it wiif schedule and conduct s construstion and demolition
oparations such that the volume and rate of divered or recycled construction and demolition
dsbris tonnage does not exceed the exdsting capacity of the staging areas on the HTWTP siia
and the iocal and nearby diversion and recysling facilities: and

+ Be no_._wwmsa with County of 8an Mateo Ordinance 04082 diversion requiremeants

g&m&_’maa Mensure mmo.w\

status raptors during
construsction {Al
Project Components:
PSS

Harey Tracy Water Treatmd

Long-Tem Improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B

nasm:.mnmom ‘waorkers, and mauumama prior to and nczum construction

Prepare a biolegleal resources awareness program for

1. SFPUC BEM

Impact Mo, | Impact Summary Mitlgation Measure Implementation and Reporting o ) Implementation
Responsibis " Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Scheduile
Party Approval Party
that any construction worker health and safely provisions regquired as & result of construction near
natural gas pipeiines are Incorporated Into the Hazardous Material Mandiing and Disposal Plan
{HMHDP) for the proposed project, which is discussed further under Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 in
Section 5.18, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, The HMHDP will include all necessary procedures . . .
to ensure that excavated solls are stored, managed, and disposed of in & manner protective of 2. Chi Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Monitor to ensure that confractor 2. Precenstruction
human health and In accordance with applicable laws and regulations. implements measures, report noncompliance, | and consiruction
and ensure corrective action,
Implement Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 - - -~ —
UTL-3 Potential non- Witigation Measure UTL-3: Develop and Implement a waste management plan and spofls | 1 arpuc epMR 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that waste management plan and 1. Design
comphance with diversion plan spolis diversion plan requirements arg
taderal, state, and . inciuded in contract documents.
focal solld waste The SFPUC o its contractors shall ensure that {a) 100 percent of Inert solids, and at least
reguiations (AR 50 pafeent of the remaining sonsiruction and demolition debris fonnage be diverted from jocal .
Profect Compenents: | landfils, and that {b) the contractor develop a Waste Managament Pian that includes at least: 2.GM Team 2.8FPUC BEM | 2, Ensure that contractor prepares and 2. Preconstruction
PSM) . X submils a waste managemant plan and speils -
= Salvaging all or part of struclures where practicabie; . ) diversion plan in compliance with mitigation b
s Having 100 percent of inert sclids (i.e., asphalf, concrete, rock, sione, brick, sand, soit and measurs.
fines} be reused or recyeled at approved facilities, such as the Ox Mountain Sanltary Landfiii
and the Newby island Resource Recovery Park; and 3. Construction
s Source separating all othar materials, such as cardboard and paper, wood, msials, green 3. CM Tearm 2 SFPUC BEM | 3. Monitor 1o ensure that the contractor

implements measures in Waste Management
Pian and Spails Diversion Plan and contract
documents, report noncompliance, and
ensure corrective action.

1. m:m_._:w wmmm"_.mamﬂ to attend tra
inclyded in the confract documents, . .|

The SFPUC shall ensure that a biologlcal resources awareness Iraining Is provided 1o all
construction personnel as follows:

*  The training shall be developed and provided by a qualified bioclogist familiar with the sensitive
species that may occur in the study area. The training program shall be reviewed and
approvad by the SFPUC prior to implementation If prepared by a consulting biologist.

+  Training raterizls shall be language-appropriate for construction personnel,

»  The fraining sha# provide educational information on sensitive habitats and the natural history

PAGE 3

“ wmmco mgm

2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM
{Biologist)

3. CM Team % SFPUC BEM

2, Obtain and review resume or other
documentation of consulting biofogist's
quatifications developing training program.
Also, review and approve biciogical resources
awaraness program developsd by consulting
biclogist prior to its implementation.

3. Monitor io ensure that contractor
implements measures in contract document,

1. Design

2. Preconstruction

3. Preconstruction
and Construction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

impaet Mo. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure implementation and Reporiing Implementation
Responsible Reviewlng & Monltoring and Reporting Actlons Schadule
Party Approval Party
of the special-status specles potentially cceurring in the study area, a discussion of required report noncempliance, and enaure corrective
mitigaticn measures 10 avold impacts on the special-status species, and a discussion of . acfion. Maintain flile of sign-in sheeis,

penelties for noncompliance with biologicat mitigation requirerents.

+«  The training shall be provided to ali construciion workers before construction begins. If new
T G OSICIRS TR OTING Y A dnd 0 1 Prijee TasE, (e ttitraeTer Sl enstveRat e T T e o e e e ST - TR
persannel receive training before they start working. The subsequent tralning of personnel can
include videotape of the initiai fraining and/or the use of written materials approved by a
quaiifled biologist rather than in-person training by a blologist.

Mitigation Measure BiQ-2: Conduct preconstruction surveys for special status raptor nests 1. SFPUC EMRB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documnents include 1. Design

requirernent for Contractor to provide advance
netification to SFPUC of consiruction activities
10 aflow SFPUC to perform preconstruction

SFPUC and their contractors wi implement the lollowing measures o protact special-status raptor
nests, including sharp-shinned hawk and Cooper's hawk, during construction:

Surveys. b

= A survey to identify unoccupied or active nests will be conducted by a qualified biologist no v o
more than 2 weeks betore the slart of construction at project sites from February 15 through
September 15, .

s Active rapior nests located within 500 feet of the study area will be mapped, to the extent 2. CM Team 2. 8FPUG BEM | 2. Ontain and.review resume ar other 2. Preconstruction
allowed by access. On the southwesiem side of the project area, active raptor nest surveys (Biokogisty documentation of consulting biologist's and Construction
and mapping will extend to the edge of 1-280 and its off ramps. guallfications. Gonduct preconstruction

hivlogical strveys and construction biological

«  if an active raptor nest is found within 5C0 feet of the project feotprint, a determination will be muoniioring and related activities {e.g.,
made by a quaiified biologist, in consuliation with CDFG, as to whether or not construction establishing buffer zones, agency
work witt affect the active nest or disrupt repreductive behavior. consultation, etc.). Document monitoring

aclivities in logs. Consult with CDFG as

«  Ifitls determined that construction wig not affect an active nest or disrupt breeding behavior, required. :
construction will proceed without any restriction or mitigation measure.

L) I # is determined that construction will affect an active raptor nest or disrupt reproductive .
behavlor, then construction activitles will be reduced or delayed within 300 fest of such a nest | 3- CM Team 3.SFPUC BEM | - Monitor to ensure fhat the coniractor 3. Construction
or as atherwise approved by COFG based on site specific conditions, uniil a quafified biologist imp ﬂnﬂwﬁw Ewnm.mcam " Mo:a.mﬁ Qon_._Ew.:ww.
determines that the subject raptors are not nesting or untit any juvenile raptors are no longer Mmm: CNEOMPLANce, and ensUre Corective
using the nest as their primary day and night roost. .

BIO-2 Potential adverse Mitlgation Measure BI0-3: Conduct preconstriuction surveys for migratory bird nests 1. SFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract decuments include 1. Design

effects on nesting

) . . _ . . . . requirement for Contractar 1o provide advance
migratory birds during | 10 avoid loss of active nests and potential mortality of juvenile migratory birds, SFPUC and their

netification {at least one week) to SFPUC of

construction (Al contractors shall ensure that irees and shrubs are removed or timmed only during the nonbreeding consiruction activities to affow SFPUC to
Project Camponents: | 588scn (gensrally hetween September 15 and February 15 for most migratory birds that frequent perform preconstruction surveys.
PSM) the study area}. Removing woody vegetation during the nonbreeding season shall ensure that

active nests are not dastroyed by removai of trees supporting or adjacent to active nesis, in
addition, SFPUC shall ensure that the following actions are implemented:

- It construction activity begins during the migratory bird breeding season {(February 15 to 2. CM Team 2.8FPUC BEM | 2 Obtain and review resume or other 2. Preconstruction
Beptember 45), a preconsiruction survey for nests and nesting birds will be conducted within {Biologist) documentation of consulting blologist's and Construction
2 weeks prior fo initiation of construction activities. The survey will be condueled by qualified quallfications. Condust preconstruction
higlogists and Wi cover all forest, woodland, and scrub habiats in the censtruttion limits and biologleas surveys and conskuction biclogical
all suitable habitats within 50 feet of the construction Timits. Because construction at Individual monitaring and related activitles {e.q.,
project locations may occur at different times, surveys will be conducted in sach individual establishing buffer zones, agency
construetion area prior to construction at that lozation. Additionatly, if there are any breaks in consultation, ete.). Document monitoring

Harry Tracy Water Traatmant Plant Long-Termn Improvements Projact MMBP, Atlachment 8 PAGE 16 OF 29
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
. Monitoring and Reporting Pregram
tmpact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure imptementation and Reporting , Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
. Party Approvai Party
sonstruction activity at any sife for 2 waeks or more, surveys would be conducted again in activities in logs. Consult with CDFG as
adjacent habitats 1o ensure that no active nests or nesting birds have taken up residence required.
adjacent to project sites.
£ ru i i , itional mitigation i ired, .
sl no aclive nests are detected during surveys, then no addiional mitigation is require 3 CM Team 3. Monitor to ensure that the Gontractor
+  If aclive nesis are datected within 50 feet of any consfrustion site, a determination will be made 3. SFPUC BEM Hun__ﬂﬂwﬂwoﬁmm_mwﬂww _Mzwomwwmmmqmwmwmﬂw. 3. Construction
by the wildlife bialoglst, In consultation with CDFG, as to whether noise or cther construction mnwc: P '
activities would adversely affect the active nests or disrupt nesting behaviers. I itis . s
determined that construction would not impact the nests or nesting behavior, then construction
may procesd with no restrictions or furiher mitigation, If i is defermined that construction would
impact the nests or nesting behavior, then construction activity within 50 feet of the nasts will
be reduced or delayed unti the wildlife biclogist determines that the young have fledged
unless otherwise approved by CDFG.
+ i construction activities bagin between September 15 and February 15 (prior to the breeding
season), then construstion can proceed. Consiruction activities In this instance must remain
consistently implemented including ground disturbance and vegetation removal on the enlire 4
project site. A minor activity that initiates construction but does not Involva the fufl force of L
construction activittes will not qualify as “pre-existing construction,” ¥ any birds or raptors nest
in the vicinlty of the project under a pre-existing construction condition, then # s assumed that
they are or wif habituate {o the construction activities. Under this scenario, the preconstruction
survey will s be conducted on or after March 1 to identify any aclive nasts in the vicinity, and
active sites will be monitered by a witdlife biclogist pededically uniil after the breeding seasen
or alter the young have fledged. if active nests are identified on or immediately adjacent to the
project site, then all nonessential construction activities (e.g., equipment storage, meelings) in
the immadiate vicinity of the nest site will be avoided unless otherwise approved by CDFG;
however, construction activilies can proceed.
inplement Mitigation Measure BIO-1 + - - - -
BIO-3 Potentiat adverse Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Conduct preconstruction staveys for western red bats 1. SFRUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contrast documents include 1. Design
effacts on western i i e L requirement far Contragtor to provide advance
red bat during Within two weeks pricr fo tree removal, a quaiified biologist (i.e., familiar with identification of bats notification {at least one week) to SFPUC of
construction (All and sign of bats} will look for signs of roosting bals in the trees to be removed. Bats may be present construction activities o allow SFPUCto
Project Components: | any fims of the vear, ._.s.m Qowamﬁ will .:.SSnm:E search trees thai provide muuwov:mqm roosting perform preconstriction surveys.
PSM) habitat for bats {trees with {oliage, cavities, or that are hollow) for bats or evidence of bals, If ne
roosting bats or avidence of bats are found, removal of trees may proceed. if bats are found o7 N . .
evidence of usa by bats Is present, trese will be mappsd and marked with flagging. SFPUC will 2. SFPUCBEM | 2 SFPUGBEM | 2, Cbtain and review resume or other 2 M_.nmwoo:wwcmnom
ensure that the trees are not removed until CDFG has been consulted for guidance on measures (o documentation of consuiting biclogist's and Lonsiryetion
avold and/er minimize disturbance of the bats. Measures may include monitoring trees and qualifications. Conduct preconstrustion
excluding bats from a tree unt It Is removed and/or Himing of tree removal and use of a construction biological surveys and construetion biologieat
i s s e s s e e SR R EVOTT BRI UlsturbanesT —— : d e pitoring- and-rointod- Aotvos {8 g e e — —d e e e ]
removal requirements, relocation, ste.),
Document manitoring activities i logs.
Consuit with CDFG as required,
3. CM Team 2. SFPUGC BEM 3. Monitor o ensure that the confractor 3. Canstruction
: mpiements measures, report noncompliance,
and ensure corrective action.
implemant Mitigation Measwe BIO-1 - - - -
Harry Yracy Waler Treatms Long-Tem knprovements Project MMAP, Altachmant B PAGE L] September 2010
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Monitoring and Reporting Program
Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure implementation and Reporting Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and mmuo:._sm Actions Schedute
Party Approval Party
BIO-4 Potential adverse Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Conduct preconstruction surveys for San Franclsco dusky-footed | 1 srpuc £ 1. SEPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents inciude 1. Dasign
effects on San woodrat nests requirernent for Contractor to provide advance
Francisco dusky notification {at least one week) 1o SFPUC of
fooled woodrat (A | The SFPUC shall ensure that a qualified biologist conducts a survey for woodrat middens (Le., nowmncnm_oz ma:%_m_mm to allow wmnﬂo %
Project Components: | nests) in areas whete construction will involve surface disturbance or vegetation removal, This mmu_ﬁ_u%mm:w %w%uﬂﬂn&%ﬂ Surveys and other
HSM) “1RUTvaY MOST BE CORGRTIET ey SR UGN PrisT U S ClEanny o aures s any mIgaesE Teg Uiy pplic: FRIMENIS
remaovai 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. OM Team 2, SFPUCBEM | 2. Cbialn and review resume qr uz.mm_,_ 2, Preconstruction
orange barrier fencing betwaen the proposed construction clearing and the midden, allowing (Biologist) documentation of consuiting blologist's and Censtruction
as much reom as possible to aveld indirect disturbance to the midden, but no less than 2 feet mwwmwmn_m%hwﬁm. Monm_._mﬂ pr mn%:aw.ao“%:mo st
?o:._.msn_ along the construction side of the middens 10 protect them from construction m o:%on.nm m:En _«M_mwwn_ Mﬂﬂm_ﬂﬁw »Mmzm didgiea,
activities. : excluslon fencing, relecation of disassembie
midden). Document monitoring activities in
+  If the minimum fencing distance canhot be achieved and the middens cannot be protested legs. &
and/or avoided, a quelified biologist shall disassemble middens or, if adjacent habitat Is not ™
suitable, trap and relocate woodrats out of the construction area {using live-traps) prior to the .
stazt of construction. In addition, the blologists shall attempt to relocate the &mmmmmam_ma 3. CM Team 3. SFPUCBEM |4 wonitor o snstre that the sontractor 8. Construction
midden to the same area where the woodrats are released. i young are present during implements measures in contract documents,
disassemhling, discontinue disassembling and inspect svery 48 hours unt@ young have report noncompfance, and ensure corrective
relocated. The midden may not be fully disassembled urtil the young have ledt, action.
Implement g:ﬁmmom Measure BIO-1 - - - -
BI0-5 Potential adverse Impisment MEigation Measure HYD-1 - " - -
effects on
jurisdictional waters
and tiparian habitat
from constyuction .
activitios (A% Project
Components: PSM)
BIO-8 Potential Mitigatlon Measure BIO-6: Conduct a tree survey and protect significant trees and herltage [ 1 SFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUG BEM | 1. Ensure that requirements related 1o 1. Design
inconsistencies with | trees protection of heritage and sign
{ocal poficies or N ’ L o i ) inciuded in contract documents including
ordinances protecting m_nmuc.o will avoid and minimize impacts on significant and heritage rees by implementing the requirement for contractor to provide certified
biclogical resources | following measures: arborist.
including free A i g . o (defined
ordinances {A# . tree survey wili be conducted prior 0 construction by a qualified arboerist {defined as an L | " e ;
Project Components: intemnational Sccisty of Arborleulture certified arborist or a consulling arborist who is a member ﬁw%mﬂww_% mwmwwma 2.8FPUCBEM |2 OE.WS .m:a review certified arborist's 2. Preconstruction
PSM) of the Amarican Soclety of Consulting Arborists) or a qualified biologist o Identify significant g qualifications,
. and heritage traes within the project footprint. Significant trees are defined as trees with a
clircumfersnce of 38 nches or larger {(which is equivalent to 12 inches diameter at breas?
height}. Heritage trees are defined as any of the tree species and sizes listed below.
: 3, SEPUC BEM | 3. Monitor to ensure that the contracter 3, Construction
Tree Species Dlameter at Breast Helght 2. CM Team implements protection measures for heritage
Acer macrophyllum—3igleaf Maple  >36 inches west of Skyline Boulevard or mmmw%hm_mmmm..o%mm Mmmm.aqwﬂwﬂnzé action.
»28 inches east of Skyline Boulevard,

Hany Tracy Waler Treatment Flant Long-Tam improvements Projact MMRP, Attachment B
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MITIGATION IAONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monltoring and Reporting Program
" Implementation and Reporting impiementation
Impagt No. | Impact Summar Liitigation Measure
P R v g Responsible fReviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
Arbutus menziesii—Madrone Single stem or multinle stems touching each
other 4.5 fest above the ground »48 inches,
or clumps visibly connected above ground
with a basa! area greater than 20 square feet
measured 4.5 feet above average grotnd
levei.
Chrysolepis chrysophyfla—Golden 20 inches
chinquapin
Cupresstis abramsiana—Sania All individuais
Cruz cypress
Fraxinus lalifoliz—Oregon ash >12 inches
Lithocarpus densiflorus—Tan oak >48 inches
Pseudotsuga menzigsi—Douglas- >80 inches east of Skyilne Boulevard and
fir nerth of Highway 92
Quercus agrifolis—Coast ive pak =48 Inches ]
T
Quercus chrysolepis-Canyon live  »40 Inches
oax
Cuerous garryana—Oregon white All traes
osk
Quercus keliogil—Black cak =32 inches
Quercus wislizeni—Interior five cak =40 inches
Quercus Iobata—Valley aak »>48 inches
Quarcus douglasi—Blue oak >30 inches -
Umbselluiaria calffornica—California  Single stem or muitipie stems touching each
bay ar faurel other 4.5 teet above the ground of more than
48 inches in diameter at breast height, or
clumps visibly connected above ground with &
basat area of 26 square feet measured 4.5
fest above average ground level
Torraya californica—Caffornia =30 inches
nutmeg
Sequoia sempervirens—Redwood 84 inches west of Skyline Boulevard or
>72 inches east of Skyiine Boulevard.
“Removal of sighificant and heritage trees or work within the dripiine of signilicant and hetitage
trees will be avoided to the extent feasible during construction. .
A quzlified azborist or 2 qualified bictegist will identify the location of exclusion fenging to be
installed around trees {o be retained. ’ )
Prior to the start of construction, SFPUG or its contractors wilt install exclusion fencing at the
limits of construction, outside the depline of all trees that are ‘o be retained that are within 50
feet of any grading, road improvements, staging areas, or other construction activity {identlisd
in the fiefd via flagging by a gualified arborist or biclogist). Also prior fo construction, SFPUC
will verify that the temporany construction fencing is installad and approved by a qualified
Harey Teacy Water Troatme’ Long-Term fmprovaments Prolact MMRP, Attachment B : PAGE ~ el Saptember 2010
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. Trees be repiaced within the first year after completion of eonstruction or as soon as
possible in an area where construction is completed during a favorable time period as
determined by a gualified arborist, horticulturist, landscape architect, or biologist.

+  Selection of replacement sfies and Installation of replacement plantings will be supervised by a
qualified arborist, horticuliurist, landscape architect, landscape contractor, or biclogist.
Irrigation of trees during the initial establishment period will be provided as deermed necessary
by 2 quaiified arborist, hordicultusist, landseape architect, landscape contractor, or biologist.

o Trees will be planted In close proximity to removal sites, in locations suitabia for the
replacement species. if the trees cannot be located on the HTWTP site, the specialist will work
with the SFPUGC fo determine an appropriate off-site location.

. A quaiitied arborist, hortteulturist, landscape architect, fandscape confractor, or biologist will
moniter newly plaried irees at least twice a yaar for 5 years. Each year, any irees that do not
survive will be replaced,

s Anytree planted as remediation for fafled plantings will be planted as stipulated here for
original plantings, and wil be mon#lored for a period of 5 years following instaliation.

PAGE 20 OF 29
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. Monitorlng and Reporting Program
ImpactNo.} Impact Summary Mitigation Measure implementation and Reporting Implementation
Responsibie Reviewing & Maonltoring and Reporting Actlons Schedule
Parly Approval Party
arborist or biologist. Any encroachmant within these areas must first be approved by a
qualiffed arborist or biclogial and SFPUC. Temporary fancing will be continruously maintained
by the contracter untif all construction activities near the trees are compigted, No construction
activitias will occur within the fenced area.
AT ANV e e STOPaE, BN tITSTEI TERCIAY WIT CEATSisT O 3 SWl 18T Tl W 8 ISTansy at
the upslope base of the free o prevent soll from drifting down over the root zone (defined as
the extent of the tree dripline} if work is to be performed upslope of any such ¥rees.
*  Any necessary tree pruning will be completed either by 2 certified arborist or by the contractor
under the supervision of sither an Intemational Scclety of Arboriculture qualified arborist,
American Society of Consulting Arborists consulting arborist, or a qualified honticuiturist. All
tree pruning work will adhere o the pruning guidetines adopted by the Calfornia Departiment )
of Farestry and Fire Protection.
Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Replace significant trees and heritage trees that are removed | 4 SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 3. Ensure that tree replacement requirements, | 1, Design @
during construction ineluding irrigation as needed, are included In &4
the contract documents.
if speclfic rees o be removed meet the specifications of significant or heritage trees as defined in -
Mltigation Measure BIQO-8, SFPUG will replace those irees as follows. ‘ 2. CM Team 2. 8FPUC BEM | 2. Monitor to ansire that the contractor 2. Construction
{quaiified arborist, implemenis measures in contract dosuments
«  Foreach significant free removed, affected areas will be replanted with a minimum of four, orticulturist, for tree Bn_mnmam_m and frrigation, Report
Treepot 4 containers (4" squars by 147 long). Native frees removed will be replaced with the landscape noncomplance, and ensre corrective action,
same spacies, and nonnative trees removed will be replaced with native tree species architect, or
determined suitable for the site by a qualified arborist, hortieulturist, landscapa architect, or biologist.
biologlst.
3. 8EpUC ) 3. Perform and document fong-term
. For each herltage tree removed, affected areas will be replanted with three 15-gallon-sized zmm,go Nmm.ﬂ% ¢ monitoring of tree replacement for at least 5 M.oﬂmmcomoz
trees of the same species. MM”—MN@ enstre complianse with success {Menitoring)
1a.

September 2010



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

facilities from
expansive or
corrosive solls (All
Project Components:
PSM)

the extent of expansive and corrosive soils prior to construction

SEPUC will retain qualified (state-licensed) professionals to conduct a site-specific geotechnical
investigation fo characterize the extent of expansive and corresive soils onsite, This investigation
will be consistent with all applicable standards of professicnal engineering geolagic/geotechnicai
practice. The purpose of the investigation will be to provide & geclogic basis for the development of
appropriste project design. As necessary, it will provide design recommendations to account for
potential expansive and carrosive conditions identified at project component sites, and'the SFPUC
will implement the design recommendsations.

Degradation of water
bodies from srosion
and sedimentation
during consiruciion
{All Project
Compenenta: PSM}

b

Implementation
tmpact No. impact Summa Mitlgation Measure . .
P P i Responsible Freviewing & Monitoring and Reporiing Actions Scheduie
Party Approval Party
accelerated erosion
during oonstruction
{All Project :
Components: PS)
GEOQ-8 Potential damage to Iditigation Measure GEQ-1: Conduct a site-specific gestechnizal Investigation to characterize | | srpUC EMB 1. 8FPUC EMB | 1. Conduet site-specific geoteshnical 1. Design

investigation and ensure incarporation of
design recormmendations into the final project
design.

e o ae

S

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

Consistent with the requirements of the SWRCB General Permit for Slormwater Discharges
Assoclated with Construction Activity, SFPUC and their contractors will ensure construction
activities are undertaken in accordance with a project-specific SWPPP, The San Francisco Bay
RWAQCE, the primary agency responsible for protscting water quality in the study area, s
rasponsible for reviewing and enswring compliance with the SWPPP. This review is based on the
general permit issued by SWRCEB.

The rescmimended BMPS, subleot 16 the review and approval of the RWQCE, Tnclude the following
measures, However, the measures themssives may be alterad, supplemented, or deleted during
the AWQCH's review process, since the RWQCB has final authorily over the term's of the SWPPP.

Scheduling

+  Schedule construction activilies to minimize ground disturbance during the rainy season.
+  Sequence construction activities to minimize the amount of time that solis remain disturbed.

- Stabilize alt disturbed soils as soon as posgible following the completion of ground disturbing
work In any area of the project site.

- Provide plans to stabliize soif with vegetation or physical means in the svent rainfall is
expected.

Harry Tracy Watar Treatme

Long-Term improvements Project MMRP, Attachment 8

+——inotall-aresion-ard-sediment-sontral-BMPe-priorto theatar-af-amrground-disturbing-astivities:

2. CM Team

3. CM Team

1. SFPLC BB

1. SFPUC BEM

2. BFPUC BEM

3. SFRPUC BEM -

1. Ensure that the contract dosuments raguire
that the coniractor design, install, and
maintain stormwater controls, inclding
preparation of SWPPP,

2. Ensure SWPPP is submitted to RWQUCE for
review and impliement recommendations,

3. Monitor o ensure that the contractor
implements measures in contract documenis
and SWPPP. Report nencompliance and
ensure corrective action.

229
T+

2. Preconstruction

3. Construction

Erosion and Sedimentation

«  Preserve existing vegetaticn at areas where no consiruction aciivity is planned or where
construction activity wili cocur at a later date.

+«  Siahilize and revegetate disturbed areas as soon as possible after construction with uwmﬁ::u,
seeding, and/or mudch (e.g,, straw or hay, erosion control biankets, hydromuich, or other
similar material) except in actively cultivated areas.

. Instail silt fences, coir rolis and other sultable measures around the perimeter of the project

PAGE 3

Septembar 2610



N

"

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact No.,

Impact Summary

Mitlgation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responslble
Party

Reviewing &
Approvat Party

Monltoring and Reporting Actions

implementation
Schedule

Hany Tracy Water Traatment Piaal Long-Tenn Improvements Project MMRP, Attachment B

Groundwater/Dewatering

Tracking Controls

Non-stormwater Control

WSS e DESE O T SI0PE TE ST WA ST TSR] YO A WATEr Doy, Welan, oF PoRd erossing

area and staging areas and around riparian buffers, storm drains, temporary stackpiles, spoil .
areas, straam channels, swales, downsiope of all exposed soil areas and other locations
determined necessary to prevent off-site sedimantation.

Install temporary stope breakers during the rainy season on slopes greater than 5 parcent

at spacing intervals.

Use filter fabric or other appropriate measures to prevent sediment from entering storm drain
inlets and cover on-site stockpiles of spoils and debris prior to all storm svents.

Treat stormwater and water preduced by construction site dewatering using sedimentation
basins, sediment traps, baker tanks cor other measures to ensure that discharges to receiving
waters meet applicable water quality objectives.

Prepare a dewatering plan prior to excavation specifying methods of water collection,
fransport, teatment, and discharge of alf water produced by construction site dewatering.

Impound water produced by dewatering i sediment retention basins or other holding facilities
or utilize other functionally equivalent approaches to setile the sclids and provide freatmant as

necessary prior to discharge to receiving waters to meet the water quafly objectives of the San
Francisco Bay Basin Plan,

Contro! discharges of water produced by dewatering to prevent erosion.

Locate sedimentation basins and other retenticn and treatment faciities away from waterways
1o prevent silt-hearing water from reaching streams.

Grade and stabilize consiruction site entrances and exits to prevent runoff fram the site, and to
pravent erosion.

Take protective measures to prevent the loss of materials into El Zanjén Creek.
Instadl & tire washing facifity at the site aceess 1o allow for tire washing when exiting the w_wm..

Remove any soff or sediment fracked off paved roads during construction by street swesping.

Piace drip pens under construction vehicles and all paried equipment.
Check ¢onstruction equipment for ieaks regularly.
Wash construclion equipment in & designated enclosed area ragularly.

Contain vehicle and equipmeni wash water for percolation or evaporative drying away from
storm drain inlels and to prevent runaff into El Zanidn Creele.

Refue! vehicles and egquipment away from E| Zanidn Creek and other drainages 1o prevent

778
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Impact No. | Impast Summary | Mitlgation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporilng

Hesponsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval Party

Monltoring and Reporting Actlons

implementation
Schedule

run-eh and runcif, and fo contain spills.
+  Contain fueling areas to pravent run-on and runoff, and 1o comtain spills.

»  Cover af storm drain inlets when paving or applying seals or simitar materials to prevent the
off-site discharge of these materials.

Waste Management and Hazardous Materials Pollution Control
+  Remove trash and canstruction debtis from the project area daily.

«  Locale sanitary facilities 2 minimum of 100 feet from E! Zanjon Cresk.
+  Maintain sanitary faciliies regularly.

s Store all hazardous materials in an area prolected from rainfall and stormwater run-on and
prevent the off-site discharge of leaks or spills.

»  Minimize the potential for constamination of Kl Zanjén Creek and other drainages by
maintaining spill containment and clean up equipment on site, and by properly labeling and
disposing of hazardous wastes.

«  Locate waste collection areas close to construction entrances and away from roadways, storm
drains, El Zanjon Cresk, and other waters.

+  Inspact dumpsters and other waste and debris containers regufarly for leaks and remove and
properly dispose of any hazardous materials and figuid wastes placed in these containers.

¢ Train construciion personnel in proper material delivery, handling, storage, cleanup, and
disposal procedures.

Best Management Practice Inspection, Maintenanes, and Repair
. inspact 2l BMPs on a regular basis o confirm proper installation and function.

. inspect all stormwater BMPs daily during storms.

*  Inspectsediment basins, sediment traps, and other detention and ireatment facilities regularly
throughout the construction period.

= Provide sufficient devices and materials (e.g. silt fence, colr rolis, erosion blankets) throughout
project construction to enable immediate repair or repiacement of tailed BMPs.

h 2T
Tod

. laspect all seeded areas reqularly for failures, znd remediate or repair immeadiately.

Menitering and Reporting _

+  Provide the required documentation for SWPPP inspections, maintenancs and repair
ragquirements.

. Maintain writien records of inspections, spills, BMP-related maintenance activities, corrective
actions, and visual observations of off-site discharge of sediment or other poliutants.

Harry Tracy Water Trealme

Long-Term Improvemants Projact MMRP, Attachmant 8 PAGE 3
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Monitoring and Reporting Frogram
impact No. ] Impact Summary Mitigation Measure fmplementation and Reporiing Implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitorlng and Beporting Actlons Schedeule
Party Approval Party
N Monitor waier quality to assess the effectiveness of control measures, ¥ needed.
Post-Construction Best Management Practices (required when projects add or replace more
than 10,000 square feet of impervious surfaces) (ERRG, 2003}
e e e s i e e e e seee Ravegetate-al temporarily-disturbed-areas-as-reguired-after cansiruction-astivities-are- - e e oo s e B o S et Rt ettt &
completed.
- Remove any remaining construcilon debris and trash from the project area upon project
completion.
. Phase M:.m removal of ternporary BMPs as necessary to ensure stabillzation of the site.
+  Maintain post-construction site conditions to avold any unintended dralnage channeis, erosion,
of areas of sedimentation.
+  Corract post-construction site conditions as necessary to comply with the SW#PP and any 8
other pertinent RWQCE requirements. L
implement g_mmmzow Measure HAZ-2 - . - I
HYD-2 Degradation of water | Mitigation Measure HYD-2: Prepare and Implement dewatering plan and comply with NPDES | 1 sFpuc EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that measures required for 1. Design
bodies from requlramants prior te and durtng censtruction dewatering discharge requirements are
dewatering ’ : incorporated in confract cocuments including
discharges during ‘To address polential Impacis on receiving water quality during the censtrustion period related to requiremant to prepare dewatering plan.
constructlon (Treated | Sewatering effivent discharges, SFPUC and its contractor will: 1) prepare and implement a site-
Water Reservoir: specific %ﬁm@mmm plan, and 2} fully. comply with ZMOmw requirements. The type of zm.w.um“m. peImit | o ~apoom 2, SFPUC BEM | 2. Ensure thal the contractor prepares a 2. Praconstruction
PSY (e.g., Waste Discharge Requirements, 401 Water Quality Certilication, or General Permit) will be dewatering plan in accordance with contract and Constructicn
determined by the RWQCB. documents and regulatory agsncy
reguirements.
The dewatering plan will specify how the water will be collected, contained, treated, monitored, and . 3. Construction
discharged to the vicinity storm drainage system and may inciude, but would net be limited to, the 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | S Menitor to ensure that the confractor

following:

«  |dentification of mathods for collecting and handling water onsite for freatment pricrs to
dischargs, Including locations and capacity of settling basins, treatment ponds, filter bags,
andfor holding tanks, or prior to off-hau! In baker fanks;

+ ldentlfication of methods for treating water onsite prior to discharge, such as filtration,
coagulation, sedimentation setllement areas, oif skimmaers, pH adjustment, and other BMPs;

»  Establishment of procedures and mathods for maintaining and monitaring dewatering
operations to ensure that no breach in the process occurs that could result in exceadance of
applcable water quallty obiectives; and

«  [dentification of discharge locations and include detalls regarding how the a_mnmm«mm will be
senducted to minkmize erosion and scour.

However, the final dewatering plan may be altered, supplemented, or deleled during the RWQCB
review because the RWQCH is the agency with kurlsdiction and permi authority over the NPDES.

SFPUG and its contractor will request a determination from the RWQUCE as to the type of permit
under which tha projest dewatering effiuent discharges wi be requiated, Based on that

Hauy Tracy Water Traatment Plant Long-Term: inprovements Project MMAP, Attachment 8
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

lmpact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

implementation
Schedule

determination, the Q.warmamﬂ will prepare and submit all required and relevant project information
so that the AWQOCBE can issus appropriate guidelines and requirements (e.q,, numarical effluent
limitations, monitoring and reporting requirensents). At a minimum, the project discharges 1o surface
waters will not excead water quality obisctive for recelving waters included in the current San
Franciseo Bay Region Basin Pian, Including (but not limied o} the criteria described baiow.

»  pH will not be depressed below 6.5 nor raised above 8.5,

¢ \Maters shall ba free of changes In turbidity that cause nuisance or adversely affect beneficiat
uzes, increases from normal background light penetration or turbidity relatalyle 1o waste
discharge shall not be greater than 10 percent in areas whers natural jurbidity is greater than
50 nephelometric turbigity unlts (NTUs).

o Temperature will not bs increased by more than 5°F (2.8°C) above natural receiving water
temperature.

s Walers wi be free of coloration that causes nuisancs or adversely alfects beneficial uses.

o Waters will not contain momm:m material, including solids, liguids, foams, and seum, in
concentrations that cause nuisance or adversely affect beneficial usas.

»  Waters wifl not contain oils, greases, waxes, or ather materials in concentrations that result in
a visible fitm or coating on the surfacs of the water or on objects in the water, that cause
nulsance, or that otharwise adversely affect beneficial uses.

+  Allwaters will be maintained free of toxic substances in concentrations that are Jethat to or that
produce other detrimental responses In aquatic organisms.

SFPUG and its contractor wilf comply with all menitoring and reporting regidrements estabifishad by
the RWQCHE.

(3]

\Water quality
impairment and/or
downstream flooding
from increases in
impervious surfaces
(All Project
Components: PSk)

m_mmmmmos or use o
harardous materials
or substances within
0.25 mile of a schoot
during construction
(All Project
Components: RSM)

e

Mitigation Measure HYD-3: Implement permanent stormwater poliution preveniion BMPFs for
the HTWTP

SFPUC or its contracior will design and incorporate stormwater pollution prevention BMPs and
hydromodification measures into the HTWTP. The BMPs and measures wil bs sized and designed
in accordance with SMOWPPP guidelines fo reduce potential impacts on surface water quality.
Passive, low-maintenance BMPs (e.g., bloswales, stormwaler planters, infiitration areas) are
preferred In all areas. These BMPs will be malntained for the life of the proposed project (San
Mateo County, 2007). The specific treatment BMPs and hydromodification measurss to be utilized
will depsnd on the circumstances and the ﬂmmm_w__&- and effectiveness of each approach as
Getermined by the San Francisco Bay RWQCB lss

1. Verily incarporaticn of BMPs into project

1 > 1. Design
design per mitigation measure and permit

mgvmmam:” Mitigation Measure HYD-3

Harmy Tracy Water Treatmer
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management of solls, suspected to contain lead contaminants, and soils and rocks known or
suspacted to contain naturally ogcurring asbestos {(NOA). SFPUC will ansizre that the HMHDSF
wih (1) provide procedures for evaluating, handing, stockpiling, storing, lesting, and disposing
of excavated material durlng project excavation activities; (2) describa required worker health
and safety provisions for all workers potentially exposed o lead and asbestos in accordance
with state and federal worker safely regulations; and {3) designate personnet responsible for
implementaticn of the HMHDP,

s Excavated Spolis Anzlysls. The HMHDP wil reguire that all excavated materials suspactad
as being hazardous are inspected prior to initial stockpiling, and that spoils that are visibiy
stalned, have a noliceabla odor, andfor are known or suspected to contain lead or NOA are
stockpied separately, o minimize the amount of material that may require speciat handling.
Representative samples of excavated material will be collected by a gualified professional and
submittad 10 a California-certified laboralory for analysis of contaminants of concem, The
analytical results will be used to classily the spoils as hazardous or nonhazardous waste
according to federal and state standards. Spoils classified as either a federal or state 3
hazardous waste will be transporied off site for disposal at a permitted facility. Spoils.classified
as a non-hazardous waste can be reused af the project area, subject to RWQCB concurrence,
Coneurrenos is naeded because non-hazardous waste [s not necessasly clean. For example,

soit can be non-hazardous with 800 ppm iotal lead, but the concentration exceeds the

Harry Tracy Water Trsatment Plant Loag-Term improvements Project MMAP, Atiachment B
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implements measures in the plan and contract
documents, report noncompliance, and
ansurs corractive action.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monltoring and Reporting Program
Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Implementation and Reporting implementation
Responsible Revlewing & Monitoring and Reporling Actlons Schedule
Party Approval Parly .
HAZ-5 Potential expostre to | Mitigation Messura HAZ-T: Perform site investigation for lead-affected soils prlor to| 1 gFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Enaure that preconstruction soil sampling is | 1. Design
hazardous materiais | construstion included in contract documents.
in 3ol encountered X . . R . i i
during construgtion Prior to project construction, SFPUC will perform an environmental investigation to determine if lead
(All Profect fror lead-based paint has contaminated axposad shallow soils that would be disturbed during
o Ooa‘cammwmwm.ﬂg:-. ‘dammmwmanmqmﬁaswmmﬁamm%ﬁ_cﬂmmﬂ_mﬁwd__.wmmwu_mm‘é_#u.mdd_adﬁu,ﬁﬁ_:\m B e R . - T
structure associated with the equestrian facilities or HTWTP structures constructed prior to 1878 in 2. Ensure soll sampling is conducted in "
those aress that are proposed 1o be disturbed during project conatruction. The soll samples wil be | 2 M Team 2. SEPUCBEM | = o ince with a%m“_.mﬂ documents. WTMMMN“M”MMMNHM
collected from ground surface to 1.5 fest below the surface and will be analyzed for tolal [ead. -
Depending on the total lead analytical results for seils, additional soluble lead analysls may be
required to properly ciassify solis for waste disposal. Analytical results will be compared to
hazardous waste criteria, scil reuse criteria approved by the RWQCB, and health and safety 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor N
threshois for construction workers. SFPUC will verify that the findings of the investigation are used | 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | conducts soil samping, report noncompliance, 3. Construction
during development of the project Hazardous Material Handling and Disposal Plan to determine if and ensurs corrective action. Consult
spacial soll managemant and disposal procedures and/or additional construction worker health and RWQCH as required.
safaty procadures Implemanted during project consiruction may be required, as required in ' 8
Mitigation Measure HAZ-2. M
Witigation Measure HAZ-2: Prepare and implement project Hazardous Materlal Handling and | 1 sepyc emi 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that requirement for contraclor to 1. Design
Disposal Plan prier {o and during construction prepare and submi a hazardous materlal -
T . handiing and disposai plan is inciuded in
SEPUC will ensure that construction is condugted under an HMHDP that includes all necessary contract documents.
procadures to ensure that excavated soils are siored, managed, and disposed of in & manner,
pratective of human health and In accordance with applicable laws and regulations. SFPUC will
snsure that the HMHDP includes avaliable data from any sampling conducted at the project
coenstruction areas, Including the environmental investigation summarized in Mitlgation Measure 2. Ensure that confractor prepares and
HAZ-t. SEPUC will provide the HMHDP 1o, and ensure that it Is Implemented by, construction 2. GM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | submits a hazardous material handling and 2. Precenstruction
contractors for the proposed project. disposal plan and verify that it complies with
requirements,
SFPUG will ensure that the HMHDP ineludes the folfowing information:
«  Excavated Spolls Management. The HMHDP will Include maasures for the testing and 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 8. Gonstruction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPDRTING PROGRAM

Monltoring and Reporting Program

implementation and Heporting

Impact No. | Impact Summary ‘Mitigation Measure o X Implerentation
flesponsible Revlewling & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
RWQCR scl reusa criterion of 750 ppm for commerciat and indusirial uses.
+  Construction Worker Health and Safety. The SFPUC wil ensure that its contractor has &
site-specific Health and Safety Plan (HASP) prepared for this project. The SEPUC will also
ensure that a knowledgeable third party verifies that the HASP Is complete and meets all the
required slaments. The HASF will include measures fo protect constroction waorkers and the
general public by including menitoring, engineering controls, administrative controls, and
security measures {0 prevent unautharized entry to the construction area, if prescribed
exposute levels are exceedad, persenal protective equipment will be required for workers in
accordance with state and federal regulations. SFPUC will verify that the HASP Is Incorporated
into the contractor's worker heallh and safety programs. The HASP will include the foliowing
elements:
- A statement of the possibility of encountering unknewn contarmination or subsurface
hazards, such as previously unreported USTs.,
= Firs prevention and emergency response procedures, including designation of personnel b
responsibie for emergency responss and implementation of other measures of the e
HMHDP,
HAZ-G Exposura to natirally | implement Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 - - - -
oceurring asbestos
during construction
{Treatment Process
and Chemical
HAZ.8 Patentlal exposure to | Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: Perform hazardous building materfals survey prior 1o demolition | | SEPUG EME 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure thal contract documents inciude 1. Design
hazardous buiiding . requirements for hazardous buitding matarials
materials from A hazardous bullding materlals survey will be performed by a qualified environmental professional survey.
demolition during and submitted to SFPUC prior fo demolition of the equestrian facilities, the east and west chemical
construction {Ali vaManm. and the caustic soda fank. The hazardous materials surveys for the equestrian fachities 2 Obtai d review resume or other
Project Components;  and the caustie soda fanks will includs inspeetlons of lead-based paint only. The hazardous - Liotain an o c X i
mm%é P materials surveys for the east and west ehemica! butidings will include inspections of ACMs, lead- Wmmw%wwa 2. SFPUC BEM documentation n.sﬂ registerad environmenial & vﬁmn.o:w:cgow
hased paint, electrical equipment sontaining PCBs, flucrescent tubss containing mercury vapors, environmental As8EE8OT OF enginesr,
and flucrescent light baiasts conlaining DERP. if ACMs ars determined lo be present in the sast ABSESSOr oF
and west chemical buildings, the materials will be abated by & certified ashestos abatement registered
contractor in accordance with BAAQMD regulations and notification requirements, If lead-based enginear)
paint is present, protective measures and alr monitoring will be implemented by qualifisd workers
during activities that generate potential airborne exposures o lead in accordance with CAL/OSHMA
regulations and notification requirements (see Section 5.13.2, Reguiatory Framework, above). 3. Ci Team 8. 8FPUCBEM | 5, Conduct hazardous building materials 3. Preconstruction
I e e LOOSE, O p081ING. e adsbased palnt willba removed by. a.qualified worker and. disposed of in- ... registered || - BURDY e = e e e e e e e e e .| ARG CANSIUCHON
accordance with existing hazardous waste regulations. ¥f lead, ashestos, or other hazardeus environmentat
buitding materials are present, ther: applicable federat and state construction worker heaith and as5e880r OF
safety regutations will be implerented during construction activities. registered
anginesar)
4. CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 4. Preconstruction
Implements measures in contract documents, i and Construction
report noncompiiance, and ensure corractive
actien,
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S S
BHTIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
Impact No. | Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Imptementation and Reporling implementation
Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval Party
CUMUL-2 | Cumulative impacts implement Mitigation Measure AES-1 - - - .-
on scenic views and
visual charagter
(P3M)
e L GUMULE -~ H-Gumuletive Increase — implement Mitigation Measures GR=1,-CR=2, GR:3,.GRsA, CR:A, Aand QBB v e e s isn s, T - AR Erown
in impacis on ’
archaeociogical,
paleontologicat, and
historic architectural
resources (PSM) .
CUMUL-4 | Curnulative traffic Mitigation Measure THA-2: Emplay a SFPUC WSIP projects consiruction coordinator 1.SFPUCEM8 | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design
increases on local requirement for contractor to coardinate with .
and regional roads Due to the potentlal for overlapping project activities and the operation of construction vehicles to SFPUC traffic construction coordinator.
(8L atfect travel along local roadways, the SFPUC will identify and employ a qualifled construction 5 Praconsiructi
soordinator responsible for coordinating the project-specific trafflc control plan developed as part of - 2, Goordinate with constractian contractor, and consteuctl o_mm
Mitigatlon Measure TRA-1 {Prepare and implement & iraffic control plan for HTWTF prior to and wmwhq?ma 2. CM Team agsncles, and SFPUC regarding teaffic x
during project construstion), and public outreach (e.g., website, radio, and newspaper updates} to Construction meagures. EG
inform the public of construction activities, detour routes, and alternate routes. Coordinater)
The SFPUC canstrugtion coordinator will also consider the impacts of any traffic generated by 3. SFPUC 3. CM Team 3. mmm::.w that public 1s informed of 3. Preconstruction
SFPUC maintenance activities and cther SFPUC prejects (including, but not Smited to, Crystal Commurnications construction activities. and Construction
Springs/San Andreas Transmission Upgrade project).
The SFPUC construction coordinator will also coordinate with the Galifornia Department of
Transportation (Calirzans), other county agencies, and local jurisdictions responsible for reviewing . 4, Preconstyustion
and/or approving the construction of other identified private and public development projects 4. CM Tears 4. §FPUC BEM W%mﬂwﬁwa%mwwmwmwmh w._oﬂﬁwwwwmnmwﬂamﬂm and Censteuction
(Inclutting, but not Bmited 1o Millbrae Estates, 599 Cedar Avenus, Skycrest Center, Glenview report noncompliance, and ensure corractive
Terrace), to minimize iraffic impacts on focal access roads, particularly Jocal streets whers sensitive action, '
receplors (e.g., schools, residences, or hospitals) are located. Throughout the construction
schedule for the SFPUC projests in the WSIP Peninsuia Region, the SFPUC construction
coordinator shall work with local and regicnat agencles to mininize local and regional traffic Impacts
and shall incorporate these measures Into the SFPUC project-specific affic control plans,
Implerent Mitigation Measure TFA-1
CUMULS | Cumulaiive Increases | implement Mitigation Measures NOI-1, NOI-2, NOI-3, NOi-4 and NOI-5. - - - -
in noise (SU}
CUMULS | Cumulative increases | Implement Miligation Measures AIR-1 and AIR-2 - - - -
in amissions in the
ragion {SU}
CUMUL-8 | Curmuative impacts implement Mitigalion Measures UJTL-1, UTL-2, and UTL-3 - - - -
refated to poisnitial
disruptions of utility N
service and potential
non-compliance with
local solid waste
regulations (PSM}
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact No. Impact Summary

CUMUL-9 | Camulative loss of

Mitigation Measure

Mitigation Measure BIQO-8: Coordinate construction staging and access

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responsihle
Party

Reviewiny &
Approval Party

Monitaring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

senslitive biologicat
resources (PSM)

and HYD-3

When construction schedules for SFPUC projects affecting the same areas as the HTWTP project
overtap, the BFPUC shall coordinate construction contractor!s) to the extent praclicable 1o minimize

surface disturbance to biological resources and water quality associated with access roads, lay
down areas, and staging areas.

implement Mitigation Measures 8i0-1, BIO-2, BIG-3, BIO-4, BiO-5, BIO-g, BIQ-7, HYD-1, HYD-2,

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Teamn

1. SFPUC BEM

2. 5FPUGC BEM

1. Ensure that contract documents identify
staging, access, and laydown areas.

2. Coordinate oonstruction staging and access
with construction contractor(s) when multiple
projecls near the HTWTR project overlap.

1. Design

[

. Construction

CUMUL-1C | Cumulative exposure | Implement Mitigation Measures HYD-1 and GEO-1

of people or
structures to geologic
and seismic hazards
(PSM)

CUMUL-11 | Cumulative impacts

implement Mitlgation Measures HYD-%, HYD-2, and HYD-3

related to the
degradation of water
quallly, alteration of
dralnage patterns,
increased surface
runoff, and fiecding
hazards (PSM)

CUMUL-12 | Cumulative effatis

Implemant

gation Measures HAZ-1, HAZ-2, and HAZ-3

related to hazardous
conditions and
Bxpostre 1o or
reiease of hazardous
materials (PSM)

BAAAGMD = Bay Area Alr Quality Managemant Distdict

FEE]

BEM = (SFPUG) Buraau of Environmental Management

CEQA = Gatfornia Environmenta! Quality Act

CDFG = Caltfornia Depariment of Fish and Game

CM Yeam = (8FPUC) Construction Management Bureau: and Gonstruction Management
EMB = {SFPUC) Engineeting Managameni Bureau

ERQ = {SF Planning Department) Environmental Raview Otficer

MEA
MLD
NACH
PaM
su

®

San Frantisce Planning Depariment, Malor Environmentat Analysis Diviston

Most Likely Descendant

Nativa Amarican Herllage Commission
Potentially Significant, Miigahie

Slgnificant and Unavoldahle

NRLMD
RWQCE
SFRUC

SUM
USAws

Wy

es Commission

(SFPUC) Matural Resources and Lands Management Division
Reglonal Water Quallty Control Board
San Francisco Public U

Significant and unavoldable impact

idable contribution with mitigation
1.5, Fish and Wildlite Sarvice
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