X¥ %
OOKX K9

File No. 110187 " Committee temNo, 5
Board Iltem No.

COMMITTEE/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
AGENDA PACKET CONTENTS LIST

Committee: Budget and Finance ,SUB-Committee Date: March 9, 2011

Board of Supervisors Meeting , Date

Cmte Board

Motion

Resolution

Ordinance

Legislative Digest

Budget Analyst Report

Legislative Analyst Report

Ethics Form 126 ' '
Introduction Form (for hearings) _
Department/Agency Cover Letter and/or Report
MOU

Grant Information Form

Grant Budget

Subcontract Budget
Contract/Agreement

Award Letter

Application

= 4
R I

L
T

OOoo 07

(Use back side if additional space is needed)
*Calaveras Dam Replacement Project — Environmental Impact

Report — Volumes 1 through 6 _
. %Attachment A Calaveras Dam Replacement Project CEQA Findings
*Calavera Dam Replacement Project Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting °

Com\pleted by:_Victor Young Date: _March 4, 2011
Completed by:_Victor Young Date:

An asterisked item represents the cover sheet to a document that exceeds 25
pages. The complete document is in the file. '

Packet Contents Checklist 5/16/01



o O 0o N o o b~ w0 N -

N N N N N N — - —_ - — - - - -
(&)] E.N w N - o «© (00} ~l [9)] [8;] N w N -

{

FILE NO. 110187 RESOLUTION NO.

[CEQA Findings for Public Utilities Commission Calaveras Dam Replacement Project]

Resolution ado‘pting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
including the adoption of a mitigation monitoring and reporting program and a statement
of bverriding considerations related to the Water System Improvement Program
Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, in Alarﬁeda and Santa Clara Counties, including the
Mitigatidn Habitat Actions at various sites; 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
and approved a project description for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project (CDRP),
Project No CUW37401, located in Alameda and Santa Clara Counties, which is a water
infrastructure project included as part'of the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP);
and

WHEREAS, The Project was developed in response to concerns of the California
Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams (DSOD) direction, the Project
entails rebuilding the dam in order to eliminate the seismic safety concerns associated with
the original dam. The Project would replace the existing dam with a new dam to
accommodate a public water supply reservoir of the same size as the original plans (96,850
AF) and meet current seismic safety design requirements. When the‘proposed replacement
dam is completed, DSOD water level restrictions would be lifted and the original reservoir and
pool would be restored. Completion of the proposed project would help the SFPUC achieve
the WSIP Level of Service goals and objectives adopted by the SFPUC in Resolution No. 08-
200. Replacing Calaveras Dam and re-establishing the reservoir pool to its pre-DSOD

restricted level would restore the facility's role within the SFPUC regional water system with
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respect to delivery reliability and water supply during planned and unplanned interruptions of
the SFPUC's regional water system and during periods of drought, as well as enhance
seismic safety, reliability, and water quality; and

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff has developed 'and approved additional design refinements
and fisheries enhancements subsequent to the publicatioh of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report ("EIR") that are described as the CDRP Variant (the "Project") in the Comments and
Responses document, included in the Final EIR: and

WH\EREAS, The objéctives of the Project are to re-establish water delivery réliability, to
restore water supply and the capacity of the reservoir to its pre-2001 restriction level of 96,850
AF using water from the Alameda Creek watershed, thereby restoring 7 million gallons per
day (mgd) of water supply during the 8.5-year desig'n drought (the SFPUC's drought planning
scenario), to improve seismic reliability through construction of a replacement dam designed
to safely retain 96,850 AF of water and withstand the maximum credible earthquake (7.25
moment magnitude) on the Calaveras fault, to construct a new dam with a robust design (wide
centrally-located clay core, wide filters, and intemnal drainage) that could accommodate
potential enlargement by future generations, continue reservoir and outer works operation, to
the extent possible, during construction, and to rﬁaintain high water quality, re-creating a
deeper pool that would keep water temperatures cooler to limit algal growth in the reservoir;
and _

WHEREAS, An énvironmental impact report as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was prepared for the Project in Planning Department File
No. File No. 2005.0161E; and

WHEREAS, The Project is a capital improvement project approved by the SFPUC as
part of the WSIP; and
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WHEREAS, The Final EIR (FEIR) was certified by the San Francisco Planning
Commission on January 27, 2011 by Motion No. M-18261; and

WHEREAS, The FEIR prepared for the Project is tiered from the WSIP Program
Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) certified by the Planning Cdmmission 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 ori October |
30, 2008 by Resolution No, 08-200; and | |

WHEREAS, On January 27, 2011,the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
(SFPUC), by Resolution No. 11-0015, a copy of which is included in Board of Supervisors File
No. 110187 and which is incorporated herein by this reference: (1) approved the Project; (2)
adopted findings (CEQA Findings), including a statement of overriding considerations, and a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) required by CEQA; and

WHEREAS, The Project files, including the FEIR, PEIR and SFPUC Resolution No. 11-
0015 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

WHEREAS, At the time of Project approval, SFPUC staff anticipates that
implementation of the Project may include, but méy not be limited to, Mitigation Habitat
Actions at five identified sites: (1) South Calaveras, (2) San Antonio, (3) Sage Canyon, (4)
Goat Rock, and (5) Koopmann Road, and/or other sites developed in consultation with certain

state and federal regulatory agencies. These sites were selected and designed using the

conservation principles required by the PEIR and subsequent SFPUC adoption of the PEIR

MMRP, which prescribe a coordinated approach in developing mitigation for biological
resource impacts of individual WSIP facility projects in order to avoid habitat fragmentation,

preserve wildlife movement corridors and allow for plants and wildlife to disperse over large
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contiguous habitat areas. Therefore, it is necessary and appropriate for the SFPUC to
implement compensatory fnitigation habitat improvements at these sites to minimize overall
environmental impacts, and to achieve the overall habitat preservation and creation functions
of the site(s), notwithstanding that mitigation at these sites may be in excess of resource
agency requirements for the Project or other future SFPUC projects. By authorizing
implementation of the full mitigation site(s) in connection with the Project, once approved by
the resource agencies, neither the SFPUC nor this Board make any commitment to approve
any other WSIP project -or mitigation, nor do the SFPUC and this Board make any
determination as to the adequacy of the five compensation sites as mitigation for any other
WSIP project, and both the SFPUC and this Board retain full discretion to consider the
environmental documents for other WSIP projects, including ‘but not limited to mitigation
measures therein, and to approve or disapprove the project and th-e compensatory mitigation
habitat proposed for impacts resulting from those projects; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the inforrﬁation
and findings contained in the FEIR, PEIR and SFPUC Resolution No. 11-0015, and all written
and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public, relevant public
agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the Project; énd

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 considerétion of completed project-related environmental analysis, purétiant 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
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$100 million on Budget and Finance Committee reserve pending review and reserve release
by that Committee, and Project costs are above that threshold. Funding for the Project will be
provided from Calaveras Dém Replacement Project No. CUW37401, together with funding for
the Mitigation Habitat Actions that will be provided, in part, from Project No. CUW3880100,'
referred to as the Habitat Reserve Program in the Supplemental Appropriation Ordinance
0092-10; 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—-making
body for the action taken herein including, but not limited to, approval of the Project and
adopts and incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein the CEQA Findings,
including the statement of overriding considerations, and the MMRP contained in Resolution
No. 11-0015; and be it ;

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board finds that the Project mitigation measures set
forth in the FEIR and fhe MMRP, including but not limited to the Mitigation Habitat Actions,
and adopted by the SFPUC and herein by this Board will be implemented as reflected in and
in accordance with the MMRP; and bé it

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board finds that since the FEIR was finalized, there have
been no sﬁbstantial 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 cbnclusions
set forth in the FEIR; and be it o

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

Resolution to the Controller for the release of the reserved funds.
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING ' MARCH 9,2011

Items 4 and 5 Department: _
Files 11-0188 and 11-0187 Public Utilities Commission (PUC)

Legislative Objective

o File 11-0188: Request to release $330,510,906 reserved by the Budget and Finance Committee to
fund the construction of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project.

e Tile 11-0187: Resolution adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, and directing the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action.

Key Points

e As of April 20, 2010, the Board of Supervisors has approprlated a total of $409,445,000 for the
Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, including (a) $78,934,094 in various appropriations, which are
currently not on reserve, and (b) $330,510,906 in appropriated and reserved funds (Ordinance 311-
08, File 08-1453; Ordinance 92-10, File 10-0337). -

e Ordinances 311-08 and 92-10 placed the entire appropriation of $330,510,906 on two separate but
overlapping reserves, including (a) a Budget and Finance Committee reserve, and (b) a Controller’s
reserve pending the Board of Supervisors approval of the Environmental Impact Reports (EIRS)
prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

o The Calaveras ‘Dam Replacement Project, one of 86 separate capital improvement projects under the
PUC’s Water System Improvement Program (WSIP), will result in the construction of a new
Calaveras Dam in the Sunol Valley in order to increase the seismic reliability and in order to
increase the water storage capacity of the Calaveras Reservoir and Dam.

Fiscal Impacts

e As of February 23, 2011, the PUC has expended $47,836,959 of the previously appropriated and not
reserved funds of $78,934,094, such that the PUC has $31,097,135 in available unreserved funds.

e Of the estimated remaining total expenditures of $361,608,041 ($409,445,000 less $47,836,959);
$41,895,832 will be expended for non-construction costs and (b) $319,712,209 (including a ten
percent contingency) will be expended for construction costs. Actual construction costs will be
known when construction bids are received on April 21, 2011.

e The PUC’s current total estimated cost for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project is $434,143,000,
which is an increase of $24,698,000, or six percent more than the PUC’s previously approved
budget of $409,445,000. The PUC states that the $24,698,000 increase is a result of costs associated
with environmental mitigation, However, because the current projected cost of all 86 WSIP Projects
is $4,442.000,000, which is $143,556,261 or 3.1 percent less than the PUC’s previously estimated
WSIP approved budget of $4,585,556,261, the PUC anticipates utilizing such cost-savings to fund
the $24,698,000 increase in the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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Recommendations

Approve the proposed resolution adopting the findings under CEQA (File 11-0187).

Subject to the approval of the proposed settlement agreement, release a total of $17,698,697 from a
Budget and Finance Committee reserve, including (a) $6,900,000 for construction-related costs,
including $2,000,000 for settlement costs, which are not part of the main construction contract and
must be completed prior to the commencement of cobstruction on August 1, 2011, and (b)
$10,798,697 in estimated additional non-construction costs (the total requested release amount of
$330,510,906 less $319,712,209 (see Table 1 below) in estimated additional construction costs).

Replace the existing Budget and Finance Committee reserve on the remaining $312,812,209
(fequested release from reserve of $330,510,906 less recommended release of $17,698,697) with a
Controller’s reserve, and instruct 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 for the main construction contract, plus a ten percent construction contingency.

Request the Controller to return any remaining unneeded funds for the Calaveras Dam Replacement
Project to a Budget and Finance Committee reserve.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST °
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MANDATE STATEMENT / BACKGROUND

Mandate Statement

Section 3.3 of the City’s Administrative Code provides that the committee of the Board of
Supervisors that has jurisdiction over the budget (i.e., 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 Calaveras Dam Replacement 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 Calaveras Dam Replacement Project is one of 86 separate capital improvement projects
included in the PUC’s Water System Improvement Program (WSIP)!. The Calaveras Dam
Replacement Project, in Sunol Valley, would result in the construction of a new 210 foot high
and 1,210 foot long dam at the Calaveras Reservoir in order to (1) provide increased seismic
reliability for the Calaveras Dam, and (2) restore the water storage capacity of the Calaveras
Reservoir to its original level of 96,850 acre feet of water, or 31,558,708,090 gallons, instead of
the currently restricted amount of 38,740 acre feet of water, or 12,623,483,236 gallons. Due to
seismic safety concerns, the existing Calaveras Reservoir currently operates under a restriction
imposed in 2001 by the California Division of Safety of Dams that limits the storage of water to
38,740 acre feet of water, or 12,623,483,236 gallons, which is only 40 percent of the normal
reservoit capacity of 96,850 acre feet of water, or 31,558,708,090 gallons. According to the most
recent WSIP Quarterly Report published on February 8, 2011, construction of the Calaveras
Dam is anticipated to begin on August 1, 2011 and be completed in four years, or by
approximately July 31, 2015.

As of April 20, 2010, the Board of Supervisors had appropriated $409,445,000 for completion
of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, including (a) $78,934,094 in various appropriations,
which are currently not on reserve, and (b) $330,510,906 in appropriated and reserved funds
(Ordinance 311-08, File 08-1453; Ordinance 92-10, File 10-0337). Ordinances 311-08 and 92-

! Propositions A and E, which were approved by the San Francisco voters on November 4, 2002, authorized the
PUC to issue Water Revenue Bonds to finance the PUC’s $4,585,556,261 Water .System Improvement Program,
which consists of 86 separate projects designed to provide increased water delivery capacity and seismic reliability
throughout the Hetch Hetchy water system. The most recent quarterly report published by the PUC on February 8,
2011 (WSIP Regional Projects Quarterly Report for the 2™ Quarter of FY 2010-201 1) estimates that WSIP will have
a total cost of $4,442,000,000, a reduction of $143,556,261.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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10 placed the entire appropriation of $330,510,906 on two separate but overlapping reserves,
including (a) a Budget and Finance Committee reserve, pending Budget and Finance Committee
review of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, and (b) a Controller’s reserve pending the
Board of Supervisors approval of Environmental Impact Reports (EIRS) prepared pursuant to
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Ordinances 311-08 and 92-10 require the
Budget and Finance Commiittee to review any WSIP project in excess of $100,000,000 prior to
the release of reserved funds from a Budget and Finance Committee reserve. The Budget and
Finance Committee did not list specific criteria for the release of the reserved funds.

DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

The PUC is now requesting the release of the entire $330,510,906 on Budget and Finance
Committee reserve to fund the total estimated remaining project costs for the Calaveras Dam

Replacement Project (File 11-0188).

The PUC is also requesting that the Board of Supervisors (2) adopt findings under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, and (b) direct
the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action, such that -the
Controller will remove the overlapping separate reserve on the $330,510,906, for the Calaveras

Dam Replacement Project (File 11-0187).
Request to Release $330,510,906 from Budget and Finance Committee Reserve
(File 11-0188)

The total project costs of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, as previously estimated by the
PUC, are $409,445,000 (see Policy Considerations section pertaining to the new estimate of
$434,143,000). Approval of this re%uest would result in the release of $330,510,906 of funds
from Water Revenue Bond proceeds” previously appropriated and placed on Budget and Finance
Committee reserve by the Board of Supervisors, pending Budget and Finance Committee review

of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project.

As discussed above, the Board of Supervisors previously appropriated $409,445,000 for the
Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, including (a) $78,934,094 in various appropriations which
are currently not on reserve, and (b) $330,510,906 in appropriated and reserved funds. As shown
in Table 1 below, as of February 23, 2011, out of the previously unreserved appropriation of
$78,934,094, the PUC had expended $47,836,959 for (i) project management, (i) planning, (iii)
environmental review, (iv) design, (v) construction management3, and (vi) costs for construction

2 Water Revenue Bonds are funded with revenues received from the PUC’s water ratepayers.
3 On July 20, 2010, the Board of Supervisors approved a construction management services agreement between the
PUC and Black and Veatch, in a not-to-exceed amount of $38,000,000 for a maximum term of 66 months (File 10-

0855). -

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS® BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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~ contracts® for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, such that an estimated $361,608,041 (see
Table 1 below) in additional Project expenditures have yet to be expended, based on the total
estimated project costs of $409,445,000 ($409,445,000 less previous expenditures of

$47,836,959).

Table 1: Estimated Calaveras Dam Replacement Project Costs

o Approved Expended, as Estifn.ated
Description Budget of February Addltlf)l‘lal
23,2011 Expenditures

Project Management $9,352,000 $5,590,548 $3,761,452
Planning 6,035,000 6,035,000 0
Environmental Review 15,540,000 15,403,294 136,706
Design 20,095,000 18,980,932 1,114,068
Bid and Award 200,000 0 200,000
Construction Management 37,534,000 1,150,394 36,383,606
Close-Out 300,000 0 300,000
Non-Construction Cost Subtotal $89,056,000 $47,160,168 $41,895,832
Construction Cost 320,389,000 676,791 319,712,209
Total Project Costs for Calaveras Dam Replacement $409,445,000 $47,836,959 $361,608,041

Given that the PUC has expended $47,836,959 out of the previously unreserved appropriation of
$78,934,094, $31,097,135 is available for remaining project expenditures. As shown in Table 2
below, the PUC intends to fund the remaining Calaveras Dam Replacement Project costs of
$361,608,041 with (a) $31,097,135 in unexpended and unreserved funds which were previously
appropriated by the Board of Supervisors, and (b) the requested release of $330,510,906 which
was previously appropriated but reserved by the Board of Supervisors.

Table 2: Requested Release of Reserves

Total Appropriated and Unreserved by the Board of Supervisors $ 78,934,094

Previously Expended (See Table 1) 47,836,959
Available Funds $ 31,097,135
Requested Release of Reserved Funds (Subject of File 11-0188) . 330,510,906
Total Estimated Additional Expenditures $ 361,608,041

As shown in Table 1 above, the total estimated remaining non-construction costs are
$41,895,832. In order to fund the $41,895,832 in total estimated non-construction costs, the PUC
anticipates expending (a) $31,097,135 in available unreserved funds, and (b) $10,798,697 of the
requested release of $330,510,906.

* According to Mr. Carlos Jacobo, Budget Director at the PUC, the PUC has expended a total of $676,791 on
construction contracts to fund (1) the installation of a new stream gage on Alameda Creek, as part of the required
project mitigation, and (2) part of the construction of a temporary off-site residence for the watershed keeper whose
residence is located near the Calaveras Dam and will need to be relocated during the construction phase of the
Calaveras Dam Replacement Project (see Table 3).

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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Mr. Carlos Jacobo, Budget Director at the PUC states that the total estimated remaining
construction costs of $319,712,209, as shown in Table 1 above, will fund construction and
construction-related costs. On January 31, 2011, the PUC issued a Request for Bids for
construction of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, with bids due by April 21, 2011.°
Therefore, the actual construction agreement costs will not be known until April 21, 2011. Mr.
Jacobo states that the PUC expects to award a construction agreement in late May 2011 to the
lowest responsive bidder. The Budget and Legislative Analyst notes that approval of the
construction agreement is not subject to- Board of Supervisors approval because the PUC is
authorized to award construction agreements, using the City’s normal competitive bidding
procedures, without subsequent Board of Supervisors approval, in accordance with Section

9.118(b) of the City’s Charter.

Mr. Jacobo advises that of the total estimated remaining construction costs of $319,712,209 (see
Table 1 above), an estimated $6,900,000 in construction-related activities and costs, which will
not be part of the main construction contract award, must be completed prior to the
commencement of construction on August 1, 2011. Table 3 below identifies the $6,900,000 costs
associated with these construction-related activities.

Table 3: Construction-related Costs

Pre-purchase of electrical transformer and switchgear $ 500,000
PG&E Powerline Upgrade to 12kV 2,500,000
Wwildlife exclusion fencing, cattle fencing, and hand clearing of sage scrub in

staging areas and spoils disposal sites : 400,000
Test pits and core borings in disposal sites ‘ 200,000
Temporary watershed keeper’s residence 750,000
Cash payment for settlement agreement to East Bay Regional Park District 2,000,000
Temporary office in Sunol Valley for East Bay Regional Park District 550,000
Total $ 6,900,000 |

Of the $6,900,000 in construction-related costs detailed in Table 3, subject to the approval of the
proposed settlement agreement, the PUC anticipates expending a total of $2,550,000 on the
proposed settlement between the PUC and the East Bay Regional Park District, which is
discussed below, including (i) a settlement amount of $2,000,000 to be paid by the PUC to the
East Bay Regional Park District (EBRPD), and (ii) an amount of $550,000 for the PUC to
construct a temporary office in the Sunol Valley for the EBRPD staff, which must be completed
prior to the commencement of construction. :

In addition, Mr. Jacobo advises that the $2,500,000 Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) powerline
upgrade will be performed by PG&E through a work order issued to PG&E because PG&E
requires that any modifications to PG&E structures be performed by PG&E. Mr. Jacobo states
that subsequent to a competitive bid process, the PUC will award construction agreements to
complete the remaining $2,400,000 ($6,900,000 total less $2,000,000 settlement with EBRPD
less $2,500,000 for the PG&E work). As noted above, Mr. Jacobo advises that the $6,900,000

5 Mr. Jacobo states that the original March 31, 2011 bid deadline was extended to April 21, 2011, to provide bidders
additional time to properly account for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project’s complexities, including additional
requirements imposed by the California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/lOSHA) regarding the
naturally occurring asbestos at the Calaveras project site. :

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS " BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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detailed in Table 3 above must be completed prior to the commencement of construction on
August 1, 2011. .

Adopt CEQA Findings and Remove the Overlapping Controller’s Reserve
(File 11-0187) '

" The Board of Supervisors also approved a separate and overlapping Controller’s reserve on the
Calaveras Dam Replacement 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 proposed resolution (File 11-0187) would adopt the findings in accordance with CEQA for

the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, and then request 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 $330,510,906 previously appropriated and reserved by the Board of
Supervisors.

Mr. Jacobo advises that environmental mitigation is estimated to cost $24,698,000, which will
increase the budget for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project from $409,445,000 to
$434,143,000 (see Policy Considerations section below). '

The Budget and Legislative Analyst notes that, in addition to the proposed resolution (F ile 11-
0187) and the request to release funds on Budget and Finance Committee reserve (File 11-0188),
the agenda for the Budget and Finance Sub-Committee meeting on March 9, 2011 includes a
proposed resolution to be considered in closed session to approve a $2,000,000 (see Table 3
above) settlement agreement between the East Bay Regional Park District (EBRPD) and the
PUC (File 11-0175). The settlement agreement is related to the CEQA approval of the Calaveras
Dam Replacement Project. According to Ms. Noreen Ambrose, General Counsel of the PUC, the
terms of the settlement agreement would resolve issues related to the Calaveras Dam
Replacement Project’s construction activities. On February 15, 2011, the EBRPD filed an appeal
of the EIR, preserving its right to object to the approval of the Calaveras Dam Replacement
Project, pending Board of Supervisors approval of the proposed settlement agreement. Ms.
Ambrose advises that if the Board of Supervisors approves the proposed settlement agreement,
EBRPD will withdraw its appeal of the EIR and not challenge the certification of the EIR. Ms.
Ambrose advises that if the Board of Supervisors does not approve the proposed settlement
agreement, EBRPD will pursue CEQA litigation against the City challenging approval of the
EIR for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, which may lead to delays in the construction
for the project, thereby resulting in substantial increases in costs. However, because
consideration of such a settlement agreement is scheduled to occur in closed session, the terms of
such a settlement agreement are not included in this Budget and Legislative Analyst report.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

The Calaveras Dam Replacement Project is currently estimated to cost
$434,143,000, or $24,698,000 more than the PUC’s previously approved budget
of $409,445,000. .

The PUC’s approved budget for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project is $409,445,000.
However, Mr. Jacobo advises that the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project is currently
projected to cost $434,143,000, which is $24,698,000 or six percent more than the PUC’s
previously approved budget. According to Mr. Jacobo, this $24,698,000 projected cost increase
is due to anticipated increased environmental mitigation requirements, including (a),on-site
environmental restoration of habitat and ’riparian corridors for special status species, (b)
construction of a natural barrier fish passage, (c) archeological discoveries and relocations in the
area around the Calaveras Dam, and (d) the construction of a fish ladder and fish screens at the
Alameda Creek Diversion Dam (ACDD) to provide a means for steelhead trout (an endangered
species) to pass around the ACDD and to prevent the entrapment of steelhead in the diversion
tunnel, as detailed in Table 4 below provided by the PUC.

Table 4: Estimated Costs of Previously Unbudgeted Environmental Mitigation Costs

Specialty on-site environmental restoration $ 1,000,000
Construction of a natural barrier fish passage ‘ 1,000,000
| Archaeological discoveries/relocations 698,000
Alameda Creek Diversion Dam fish ladder and fish screens 22,000,000
Total $ 24,698,000

Although the current projected cost for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project has increased
by $24,698,000 over the PUC’s previously approved budget, the current® overall WSIP
forecasted cost is $4,442,000,000, which is $143,556,261 or 3.1 percent less than the PUC’s
previously estimated overall WSIP approved budget of $4,585,556,261. The reduced costs are
based on PUC’s projected reduced costs in various other WSIP projects. The PUC is scheduled
to provide an update on WSIP in a hearing before the Budget and Finance Sub-Committee on
March 9, 2011 (File 09-0417).

According to Mr. Jacobo, the PUC does not anticipate requiring a supplemental appropriation
for the increased costs of $24,698,000 for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project. However,
the Budget and Legislative Analyst notes that WSIP project funds are appropriated to the PUC
by region, such that the reallocation of funds to the Sunol Valley Region (which includes the
Calaveras Dam Replacement Project) from any other region would require approval by the
Controller who is required to report to the Board of Supervisors, on a quarterly basis, as to any
transfers of appropriations between PUC projects, if such transfers increase total project
appropriations by more than ten percent (Ordinance 196-05, File 05-1045).

S The current overall WSIP costs are based on the PUC’s WSIP Quartérly Report, published on February 8, 2011.
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The Budget and Legislative Analyst notes that the current projected costs for WSIP projects in
the Sunol Valley Region total $1,053,631,000, which is $24,958,000 or 2.4 percent more than
the approved budget of $1,028,673,000. However, Mr. Jacobo notes that the costs for other
WSIP projects in the Sunol Valley Region may decrease as (a) project designs are refined, and
(b) construction bids continue to trend below estimated costs.

~ The actual construction costs will not be known until after the PUC receives
construction bids, which are currently due on April 21, 2011

The Budget and Legislative Analyst notes that the Board of Supervisors could continue the
requested release of reserved funds of $312,812,209 until after the PUC receives the
construction bids for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, which are currently due on April
21, 2011. If the subject request is continued until late May 2011, the actual amount to be
released would then be equal to the actual award amount of the construction contract (plus a
contingency), plus (a) $6,900,000 (see Table 3 above) in construction-related costs and (b) the
remaining non-construction costs of $10,798,697 (the total requested release amount of
$330,510,906 less $319,712,209 (see Table 1 above) in estimated additional needed
construction costs), rather than the released amount being based on an estimate of the costs as
currently provided by the PUC.

However, according to Mr. Jacobo, continuing the subject request could result in delays to the
Calaveras Dam Replacement Project due to constriction-related activities totaling $6,900,000
that must be completed prior to the commencement of construction on August 1, 2011, as
detailed in Table 3 above. Further, Mr. Jacobo notes that the Budget and Finance Committee
will be considering the City’s annual budget in late May and June and may not be available to
release the required PUC funds. Mr. Jacobo advises that the PUC wants to award a construction
contract for the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project in May 2011, in order to maintain the
project’s schedule.

As such, the Budget and Legislative Analyst instead recommends that the Budget and Finance
Committee, subject to the approval of the proposed settlement agreement, (1) release a total of
$17,698,697 from the Budget and Finance Committee reserve, including (a) $6,900,000 (see
Table 3 above) for construction-related costs which are not part of the main construction contract
and must be completed prior to the commencement of construction on August 1, 2011, and (b)
the remaining $10,798,697 for non-construction costs (the total requested release amount of
$330,510,906 less $319,712,209 (see Table 1 above) in estimated additional construction costs),
(2) replace the Budget and Finance Committee reserve on the remaining $312,812,209 (total
requested release of $330,510,906 less $17,698,697 recommended release) with a Controller’s
reserve, and (3) instruct 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 for the main construction contract, plus a ten percent construction
contingency’.

7 According to Mr. Jacobo, a ten percent construction contingency is the standard construction contingency included
in all WSIP project construction budgets, and that the above-noted $319,712,209 (see Table 1 above) in estimated
construction costs already includes a ten percent contingency. '

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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The Budget and Legislative Analyst further recommends that the Controller return any remaining
funds to a Budget and Finance Committee reserve.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1.Appr ove the proposed resolution adopting the findings under CEQA (File 11-0187).

2.Subjec t to the approval of the proposed settlement agreement, release a total of $17,698,697
from a Budget and Finance Committee reserve, including (a) $6,900,000 for construction-
related costs, including $2,000,000 for settlement costs, which are not part of the main
construction contract and must be completed prior to the commencement of construction on
August 1, 2011, and (b) $10,798,697 in estimated additional non-construction costs (the total
requested release amount of $330,510,906 less $319,712,209 (see Table 1 above) in
estimated additional construction costs).

3.Repla ce the existing Budget and Finance Committee reserve on the remaining $312,812,209
(requested release of $330,510,906 less recommended release of $17,698,697) with a
Controller’s reserve, and instruct 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 for the main construction contract, plus a ten percent
construction contingency.

4 Reque st the Controller to return any remaining unneeded funds for the Calaveras Dam
Replacement Project to a Budget and Finance Committee reserve.
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Planning Commission
Motion No. 18261

HEARING DATE: January 27, 2011

Hearing Date: January 27, 2011

Case No.: 2005.0161E

Project: Calaveras Dam replacement Project

Project Location: Unincorporated Areas of Alameda and Santa Clara
Counties

Project Sponsor:  San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
1145 Market Street, 5% Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Staff Contact: Chris Kern — (415) 575-9037
chris.kern@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED CALAVERAS DAM REPLACEMENT PROJECT.

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”)
hereby CERTIFIES the Final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No.
2005.0161F, Calaveras Dam Replacement Project and Project Variant (hereinafter,
“Project”), located in unincorporated areas of Alameda and Santa Clara Counties, based
upon the following findings:

1. The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department
(hereinafter “Department”) fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., hereinafter
“CEQA”), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 et
seq., (hereinafter “CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco
Administrative Code (hereinafter “Chapter 31”).

A. The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter
“EIR”) was required and in accordance with 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the
Department prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR and conducted a
scoping meeting (see Draft EIR, Appendix A). The NOP was circulated to local,
state, and federal agencies and to other interested parties on October 26, 2005,
initiating a public comment period that extended through November 30, 2005.
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15083, the Department held two public
scoping meetings, one in Fremont on November 14, 2005 and one in San
Francisco on November 15, 2005. The purpose of the meeting was to present the
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proposed Project to the public and receive public input regarding the proposed
scope of the EIR analysis. A scoping report was prepared to summarize the

- public scoping process and the comments received in response to the NOP, and
the report is included in Appendix A of the Draft EIR.

B. On October 6, 2009, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (hereinafter “DEIR”) and provided public notice in a newspaper of
general circulation of the availability of the DEIR for public review and comment
and of the date and time of the Planning Commission public hearing on the
DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department’s list of persons requesting such
notice and other interested parties. '

C. Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearings
were posted near the project site by Department staff on October 6, 2005. The
Notice of Availability was also made available at public libraries in San Francisco
and Fremont.

D. On October 6, 2009, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a
list of persons requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to
adjacent property owners, and to government agencies, the latter both directly
and through the State Clearinghouse. The DEIR was posted on the Department’s
website.

E. Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State
Clearinghouse on October 6, 2009.

2. Three duly-advertised public hearings on the DEIR to accept written or oral
comments were held; one hearing was held in Fremont on November 10, 2009, a
second hearing was held in San Francisco on November 12, 2009, and a third hearing
was held in Sunol on December 14, 2009. The Planning Commission acknowledges
and endorses the supplemental public hearings that the Environmental Review
Officer's delegate conducted in Fremont and Sunol in order to allow potentially
affected members of the public to present oral commients at a convenient location.
The public hearing transcripts are in the Project record. The period for acceptance of
written comments ended on December 21, 2009.

3. The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received
at the public hearings and in writing during the 77-day public review period for the
DEIR, prepared revisions to the text of the DEIR in response to comments received
or based on additional information that became available during the public review
period, and corrected errors in the DEIR. This material was presented in a Draft
Comments and Responses document (hereinafter “C&R”), published on January 5,
2011, distributed to the Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR,
and made available to others upon request at the Department and on the
Department’s website.
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A Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been prepared by the Department,
consisting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report, any consultations and
comments received during the review process, any additional information that
became available, and the C&R document all as required by law.

The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, the Project Sponsor, has indicated
that the presently preferred project is the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project
Variant, which is described and analyzed in the C&R document.

This FEIR tiers from the Water System Improvement Program (hereinafter “WSIP”)
Program Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “PEIR”) and incorporates by
reference the relevant analysis of the PEIR with respect to the WSIP’s impacts and
mitigation measures as applicable to this Project. The Commission certified the PEIR
on October 30, 2008 and the SFPUC approved the WSIP on the same day. The State
Clearinghouse number for the PEIR is 2005092026.

Project files on the FEIR have been made available for review by the Commission
and the public. These files, as well as files for the PEIR, are available for public
review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, and are part of the record before
the Commission. Linda Avery is the custodian of the records. Copies of the PEIR,
DEIR, and associated reference materials, as well as the C&R document are also
available for review at public libraries in San Francisco, Alameda and Santa Clara
Counties as well as on the Department’s website.

The Commission, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, hereby does find that the
Project described in the EIR, will have project-specific significant effects on the
environment that could not be mitigated to a less than significant level with
implementation of mitigation measures:

- Significant and unavoidable visual impacts during project construction due to
visibility of construction activities from the Sunol Regional Wilderness.

- Significant and unavoidable long term visual impacts due to site disturbance
from the excavation of Observation Hill and Hill 1000, the benching of the slopes of
Observation Hill and Hill 1000 after excavation, long periods without oak woodland
where restoration is possible and the inability to restore oak woodlands to benched
areas would extend beyond the construction phase and would be considered a long-
term visual impact of the project.

- . Significant and unavoidable impacts related to traffic hazards during construction
if Alameda County does not permit the temporary closure of the portion of Calaveras
Road from Geary Road to the dam site.

- Significant and unavoidable air quality impacts during project construction
because even with implementation of existing and feasible mitigation strategies, the
project’s worst-case construction-related emissions of ROG and NOx cannot be
reduced below the adopted 2010 BAAQMD thresholds of significance. At this time, no
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feasible mitigation exists that would reduce emissions of ROG and NOx below the
adopted BAAQMD thresholds. Therefore, construction-related emissions of ROG and
NOx would have potentially significant and unavoidable impacts on air quality.

- Significant and unavoidable noise impacts would result from construction-
equipment backup beepers during the nighttime hours could be noticeable at
~ residential receptors located near Borrow Area E, and could result in sleep interference
effects, which would be a potentially significant impact. Even with mitigation, back-up
beepers could exceed ordinance limits and the 50-dBA sleep interference criterion
during the nighttime hours on a regular basis for a substantial portion of the 4-year
construction period, which would be a significant and unavoidable impact. Mitigated
construction noise from other sources could, at times, still be noticeable to some of the
closest noise-sensitive receptors during the nighttime hours because ambient noise
levels are lower in some areas around Borrow Area E than noise ordinance limits and
the 50-dBA sleep interference criterion. Mitigation would reduce construction noise to
ordinance limits and below the sleep interference criterion, but would not reduce noise
to ambient noise levels. In addition, the closest residential receptors could still be
subject to noise disturbances, from peak noise events such as back-up beepers.
Therefore, this impact is potentially significant and unavoidable.

- Significant and unavoidable cumulative air quality impacts would result from
construction-related emissions of ROG and NOx when evaluated under the June
2010 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines,

In addition, because the project is a component of the WSIP, the project would
contribute to the following significant and unavoidable effects on the environment
identified in the WSIP PEIR:

- The Program would indirectly contribute to potentially significant and
unavoidable impacts caused by growth in the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission service area, as identified in the planning documents and
associated environmental documents for the affected jurisdictions.

In addition, based on the best available information at the time, the WSIP PEIR made
a conservative determination that the proposed water supply and system operations
would result in a potentially significant and unavoidable impacts in the Peninsula
watershed on fishery resources in the Crystal Spring Reservoir on stream flow in
Alameda Creek between the diversion dam and the confluence with Calaveras Creek
and in San Mateo County. The project specific analysis in the Project FEIRs for the
Calaveras Dam Replacement Project and the Lower Crystal Springs Dam
Improvements Project included updated and site-specific information that was
developed following certification of the PEIR, and conclude these impacts to be less
than significant.

9. OnJanuary 27, 2011, the Commission reviewed and considered the FEIR and hereby
does find that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR
was prepared, publicized, and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the
CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code.
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10. The Planning Commission hereby does find that the Final Environmental Impact
Report concerning File No. 2005.0161E, Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, 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 DEIR, and hereby does CERTIFY THE
COMPLETION of said Final Environmental Impact Report in compliance with
CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission

at its regular meeting of January 27, 2011.
KB% -

Jonas Ionin
Acting Commission Secretary

AYES: ~ Antonini, Borden, Fong, Miguel, Moore, Olague, Sugaya
NOES: None
ABSENT: None

ACTION: January 27, 2011: Certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report for
the proposed Calaveras Dam Replacement Project ’
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Approve Project: Regular Calfmdar
Program Dnrector- Julie Labonte

ect No. CUW37401, A irove Pro‘ectj Calaveras_ Dam Re lacem‘ent

Pru
-,Sum"m;'ary' of Appmve Water Enterpnse Water System Improvcment Program. |
Proposed (WSIP) Project No. CUW37401, Calaveras Dam Replacement Project |

Commission Action: - | Variant (CDRP Variant or the Project); adopt the required California |
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Findings, mcludmg a Statement
| of Overtiding Considerations, and the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) and authorize the General Manager to |-
implement the Project, in compliance with the Charter and applicable
Jaw; and subject to: Board of Supervisers apprnval where wquued
mcludmg the following: :

a. Obtain fiom Alameda County, California Department of |
Transportation (Calirans), City of Milpitas, and Santa Clara County, |
as necessary; cncroachment permits, consents, or other penmts for '
tempmary COnstructmn acthlties

b. Exexclsc any Cﬁy or San I‘rancmco Public Uﬁh’ues Comnnsswn
‘ (SFPUC or Commission) nght under any deed, easement; lease,
‘permit, or license as necessary, and negotiate and execute with owners
| or occupiers of property inferests or uullty facilities or improvements
on, along, over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the SFPUC's
| watershed. lands. or rights-of-way, any new or amended easements,
leases, permits, licenses, encroachment-removals: or other project
related agreements; if necessary for the Project.

0. Obtain permits or approvais by state. and federal tegulatory
| agencies, mcludmg but not limited to: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
" | State Historic Preservation Officer, U.S, Fish & Wildlife Service,

 National Marine Fisheties Service, California Department of Fish and

APPROVAL;

DEFARTMENT

Tc:dd i, Ryds trom

__ FINANGE

© BUREAU

COMMISSION : foush I SENERAL
SECRETARY Mike Housh v Fd }jﬁilrrlng},éw




iject Nas CUW37401 Cilaveras Dam F{&ptetcement Project -’
Commission Meeting Date: J:muary 27, 2011 . .

'Cxame San Francisco Regmnal "Wa&ter Quahty Contlal Baard, an’

Area Air Quality Management District, California Departiment of

| Water Resources - Division of Safety of Dams, California Depattment

of Transportation, California Department of Industrial Relations -
Division- of Oceupational - Safety and Health, and California
Emergency Management Agency.

- d. Negotiate and execute real éstate agreements, financial assurance
instrumerits, and conservation easemments related to acquisition and
implementation of habitat mitigation sites, if necessary for the Project.

8. ﬁagﬂﬁat’e- and execute any construction agreements or Memoranda |
of Agreement (MOA) with Alameda and Santa Clara Counties related
to traffic control, use of county roadways, public safety and general
coordination of Project conistruction activities.

f. Negotiate and execute an agreemcnt with Paciﬁc Gdh and Electric

| Company to perform necessaty upgrades toan existing eléctrical

distribution: line in order fo provide temporary power during
construction to the project site, and obtain consent from, or
agreements with, other entities using that distribution hnt:, if
necessary, at a cost not. to exceed $2 5 nnllwn

g. Negotiate and execute an, agreement(s) wﬂh East Bay Regional

.| Park District (EBRPD) fo address coordination of the parties’

respective operations, and address issues related to construction of the

| Calaveras Dam Replacement iject subject to any required appr: oval

by the Board of Supervisors.

'ﬁéﬁwith'st&ﬁding the authority granted fo the Generail.Manager by this |

Resolution, the General Manager is not authorized to dispose of any |
real property, in any manner, mcludmg by sale, trade of transfer,
without approvai by the SF. PUC pursuant to Charter Section §B124.

Implementation: actions will mcl'ude‘--adw:rtlsmg_ for construction: bids

| for the project and for compensatory mitigation habitat. However, the
' Commission will confirm award of the. construction <:ontract(s) at'a |
| fiture datei

Background:

Calaveras Dam and Reservoir are important components of the

SFPUC regional water system. Completed in 1925, Calaveras Dam

- allows for storage of approximately 96,850 acre-feet (AF) (31 billioit

gallons) of local watershed runioff in the Alameda Creek watershed.
At this level of storage, Calaveras Reservoir is the largest of the
SFPUC’s local reservoirs, In 2001, the SFPUC lowered water levels
in the reseivoir in response to safety concerns about the seismic
stability of the dam and a mandate from the California Department of
Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams (DSOD). The elevation |
of the lowered water level corr=sponds to about 38,100 AF of storage.

1 In accordance with DSOD divection, the SFPUC is proposing to
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rebuild the dam in order 1o eliminate the seismic safety concerns
assdc‘iated with the original dam,

The overall purpose of the pmposed project is to replace the emstmg

dam with a new dam to accommodate a public water supply reservoir
of the same size as the original plans (96,850 AF) and mieet current

| seismic safety design requirements, When the proposed replacement
dam is completed DSOD restrictions would be lifted and the original
reservoir pool would be restored,

Completion of the proposed pmject would help the SFPUC achieve
| the WSIP Level of Service goals and objectives adopted by the
SFPUC in Resolutien No. 08-200, Raplacing Calaveras Dam and re-
establishing the reservoir pool to its pre-DSOD restricted level would
| restore the Facility’s role within the SFPUC regional water system
with respect to delivery reliability and water supply during planned
and unplanued interruptions of the SFPUC’s regional water system
and during periods of drought, as weil as enhanee seismic safety, -
reliability, and water quahty

The objectives for the 'I’rqj ect ate as follows:

- Primary Objectives
 Re-establish water delivery reliability;

- »  Restore 'water supply and the capacity of the reservoir to its

- pre-2001 restriction level of 96,850 AF using water from the

Alameda. Creek watershed, thereby restoring 7 million gallons

per day (mgd) of water supply during the 8.5-year design
deought (the SFPUC’s drought, planning scenario);

¢ Improve seismic reliability through construction of &
replacement dam desrgned to safely retain 96,850 AF of water
and withstand the maximum credible earthquake (7.25 moment
magnitude) on the Calaveras fault; and

» Construct a new dam with a robust design (wide centrally-
located elay core, wide filters, and internal drainage) that could
accommodate potential enlargement by future generations,

Secondary Objeatzves

s Continue reservoir and outlet works operation, to the extent :
possxble during construction; and

e Maintain high water quahty, re-creating a deeper pocl that
would keep water temperatures cooler to limit algal growth in
the reservoir.

In ordet to address seismic gafety concerns and support WSIP goals
| and objectives, the Project involves construction of a replacement dam
_at a location downstream and adjacent to the existing dam. The
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' Prq] eet, 1efen-ed to as the “CDRP Variant” in the CDRP Fmal
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Comments and Responses
document, includes additional design refinements and fisheries
enhancemernts that were incorporated subsequent to the pubhcatmn of
the Draft EIR. The CDRP Variant includes the foﬁemng key pm_] gct
‘components:

1. Construct a new earth and rockfill dam with a robust design
that could accommodate potential enlargement by future
genemtlons, and modify the sxxstmg dam to accommodate the
construction and operation of the new replacement dams;,

Remove the existing spillway and construct an ungated
spillway with a: concrete—hned channel and a new stilling
© basin;

- 3. Remove the existing intake tower, plug the shaft, and construct
a new intake tower and shaft connecting fo an existing drain
arid three water inlet adits;

4, Extend the outlet pipe connecting to a relocated, fixed cone
valve, and install new low-flow discharge valves to facilitate
instream flow releases;

x 5. Install instrumentation such as piezometers, inclinometers,
settlement monuments, seepage weirs, and accelerometers to
measure strong ground motions during earthquakes;

6. Stabilize the right abutment landslide;
7. Upgrade the electrical distribution line to the site; and

8. Construct facilities and operate for fishery enhancement,
including the installation of screens at the Alameda Creek
Diversion Tunnel and Calaveras Dam Adits 1 and 2; the
construction of 4 fish ladder around Alameda Creek Diversion
Dam (ACDD) and a flow bypass tunnel through ACDD; and
the provision of instream flow releases from Calaveras Dam:
and ACDD and adaptive managemeni for Central California
Coast Steelhead. - :

To comply with. annclpated permit requirements of the National
| Marine Fisheries Service and the California Department of Fish and
| Game, the SFPUC has developed a minimum water release schedule
for flow releases from Calaveras Dam and bypass of flow from |
| ACDD (noted above) to Calaveras Creek and Alameda Creek,
 respectively, to enhance habitat for native hsh as part of the 1ong term

operation of the Project.

As a result of the Project proposed fishery flows, and in ¢ombination
with SFPUC proposed fishery flows at San Mateo Creek, the SFPUC |
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| may not bs able to meet the adopted WSIP water supply reliability |

objectives between 2013 -and 2018 without a reduction in demand, |

‘demand ipanagement, increased rationing and/or use of 4

supplemental watér supply. These options are discussed in the
SFPUC memorandum dated August 10, 2010; and included in the files
for this Project. The effects of this possibie change in water supply

are also discussed in the Cumments and Responses document, Chapter

9 - Project V'mant

| Resnlt of Inactibn-:

The:SFPUC would not be able ;m prodeed"Wi{h plans to imijmiemént the

Project, and in this. scenario DSOD has indicated it would need to

;dentlfy a further reduced maximum allowable resource level and
require SFPUC to modify the existing dam .in order to. build a. new
spillway at the new permanent maximum safe storage elevation. This
would restrict the SFPUC’s ability to teet WSIP goals and objectives
including delivery reliability, water supply rehabﬂlty, zmd the seismiic
lEllabﬂltY of the reglonal water system.

Deseription of -
Project Action:

1. In order to move forward with the iject, the Commnssmn must
review and consider the certified Final EIR (consisting of the Draft
EIR and Comments and Responses document), and adopt the Project
CEQA  Findings, including the _Statement of Overriding

‘Congiderations, and the MMRP. The Fmal EIR was provided to each |

member of the Commission. The Final EIR was prepared by the
San Pran01sco Planning Department

| The Final EIR identified and analyzed Project-specific significant
| impacts and found potentially significant impacts within the resource.

areas of recreation; vegetation and wildlife; fisheries and aquatic
habitat; water quality; geology, soils, and seismicity; hazardous |
materials; . cultural resources; {ransportation; visual resources;
transpottation and circulation; air quality; noise; energy resources; and
cunmulative impacts. Potentially significant impacts will be reduced to
a.less than significant level by implementing the mitigation measures
iti the Final EIR and the MMRP during the design, construction, and |
post-construction phases, except for those potentially significant and

unavoidable impacts caused by the Project and identitied in the Final

BIR. These potentially significant and unavoidable impacts include:

s The temporary impact of construction activities on scenic’
vistas, scenic resources, and visual .character when viewed
from the Sunol Wilderness;

o The long term immpact of site disturbance on seetic ‘vistas,
seenic resources, and visual character when viewed from the |
Sunol Wilderness;

o The increased potential for traffic safety hazards for vehicles
and bicyclists on public roadways during construction;

» The project-specific and eumulative air quality impacts from

construction emissions of eriteria pollutants; and.
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e The disturbance from temporary consiruction-related noise
increases ’

In addltwn, the Project is 4 component of the WSIP and will
potentially contribute to a significant and unavoidable water supply
' cumulative impact of indirect growth mducement in the SFPUC |
service area. :

The CEQA Findings = contain a Statement of Overriding
Considerations justifying Project approval notwithstanding the
potential for significant and unavoidable impacts, as authorized by
CEQA. The CEQA Findings and MMRP are-attached ag Attachments
A and B, respectively, to the Commission Resolution for this agenda
1tc:m

2. Upon approval of’ the ijact, SFPUC staff will proceed to
implement the Project, incliding advertising for construction bids and |
| obtaining necessary agreements and permits.  Staff will seek
Commission approval to award construetion - contract(s) at a Tuture
date,

3. The Project will involve work in Alameda and Santa Clara |
Counties, The Project may require that the SFPUC seek permits,
consents and/or other agreements from Caltrans, City of Milpitas, and
Alameda and Santa Clara Counties for various necessary
encroachment permits or other permits for temporary construction
activities in or arcund local roadways, including permission to
temporarily close Calaveras Road during construction. These permits | -
‘| shall be consistent with SFPUC existing fee or easement interests,
- | where applicable. In addition, the Project may require that SFPUC
“negotiate MOAs with Alameda and Santa Clara Counties and City of
Milpitas addressing eonstruction coordination and reimbursement |
agreements: To the extent that the terms and conditions of the |
tequired permits or instruments will require SFPUC to mdemmfy '
other parties,. those 1ndemmty obhgatmns ate subject to review and
| approval by the San Francisco Risk Manager. The Commission |
Resolutiofi will authorize the General Manager to agtee to such other |
terms and conditions (eg maintenance, repair, and relocation of
improvements) that are in the public interest, are consistent with the |
1 SFPUC's existing. nghts, énd in the judgment of the General Manager, |-
in consultation with the City Atforney, are reasonable and appropriate.
for the scope and duration of the requested use. '

4. For portions of the City-owned SFPUC watershed lands in the
vicinity of where the Project work will oceur, the SFPUC has issued
gasements, leases, permits, or licenses to certain parties to use |
watershed lands for various purposes, and in some. instances other
parties hold property rights or interests on lands along, over, under,
adjacent to or in the vicinity of the watershed lands that may be

affected by the i’ru;ect The Resolutmn authonzr:s the Generai
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| Manager, or his designee, to (i) exercise any City or- SFPUC right
under any deed, easement, lease, permit, or license as necessary or
| advisable in connection with the Project, and (i) negotiate and
exeoute with owners or occupiers of property interests or utlhty
' facilities or improvements, on, along, over, under, adjaeenf to, or in
the vicinity of the SFPUC's watershed lands, , new or amended
sasements, leases, permits, licenses, encroachment removal, or other
project related agreements (each, a Use Instrument) with respect to
uses. and structures, fences, and other above-ground or subterranean
improvements ‘or interests. The General Manager's authority so |
granted will include the authority, if necessary for the Project, to enter |
mto, amend or exerclss rlghts under exmm{, or new U:,e Instmments ‘
:1djdcent to, -or in the v1cm1ty of the SFPUC nght—ot-way, mcludmg -
Use Instruments required to accommodate project construction
agtivities or schedule, or to implement Project mltxgauon measures. |
Any such new or amended Use Instrument will be.in a form that the
General Manager detérmines 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 the Charter and all
applicable laws, and approved as to form by the City Attorney.

5. lmplementation of the Project will involve consultation with, or
| tequired approvals by, state and federal regulatory agencies, including
but not limited to the following: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, [/.S.
 Fish & Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries Service, California
Department of Ttansportation, State Historie Preservation Officef;
California Departmient of Fish and Game, San Francisco Regional
Water Quality Coritrol Board, California Department of Water
 Resources - Division of Satety of Dams, Bay Area Air Quality |
 Management District, California Department of Transportation,
California Department of Industrial Relations - Division of
Occupational Safety’ and Health, and California Emergency
Management Agency {collectively Regulatory Agencies), The
Resolution authorizes the General Manager to apply for, and if |
necessary, seek Board of Supervisors' approval, and, if approved,
| accept and execute required approvals by these Regulatory Agencies.
1 'To the extent that the terms and conditions of the required approvals
will require SFPUC to indemnify other parties, those indemnity |
' obligations are subject io review and approval by the San Francisco
' Risk Manager. ‘The Resolution authorizes the General Manager to
agree to such terms and conditions that are within the lawful authority |
of the agency to impose, in the public interest, and, in the judgment of
the General Manager, in consultation with the City Attorney, are
tedsonable and appropnate for the scope and duration of the required
approval, 48 fiecessary for the Project. In order to obtdin permits
required to construct the Project; the SFPUC will be required to enter
into Agreements with certain Regulatory Agencies to provide
financial assurances: for: (1) design and lmplcmentatmn of the |

‘| compensatory mitigation habitat identified in the permits; (2)




Prajdact No: CUW37401, Calaveras Dam Replacement Project.
Commission Meeting Date- January 27, 2011

" momtorma and management dunng the perfcrmance permd (3) repait
|'and replacement of such habitats if necessary during the performantsé -
- | period; and (4) management and momtormg of the compensatory
‘ mitigation habitat projects in perpetuity in accordance with individual |
' project mitigation and monitoring plans and long term managerent
plans. )

‘| 6. Implenentation of the compensatory mitigation habitat measures |
 will involve sites developed in consultation with certain state and
federal regulatory agencies, Those: sites are identified in Attachment A
to the Commission’s resolution. Potential compensatory mitigation | -
habitat sites are proposed to include locations on SFPUC property but
potentially could include locations not currently owned ot controlled |
by the SFPUC. The Resolution authorizes the General Manager, or his
' designee, to take the ﬁ:llowmg actions -to implement compensatory
- mitigation habitat (colléctively, Mitigation Habitat Actions), subject to |
Commission and Board of Supervisors' approvals, if necessary: |
(i) exercise any City of SFPUC right under any deed, casement, lease,
 permit, or license as necessary or advisable to implement Project
mitigation; (ii) negotiate and execute new or amended real property
agreements for mitigation sites such a8 purchase agreements,
easements, legses, permits, licenses, or other agreements as are
necessary or advisable to implement Project mitigation, (iii) negotiate
- and ‘execute financial assurance instruments with regulatory agencies
for implementation of compensatory mitigation habitat, (iv) negotiate |
and execute conservation easements for implementation of
compensatory mitigation habitat, and (v) seek Board of Supervisors'
approval of Mitigation Habitat Actions, if required. The General
 Manager is authorized to agree to such terms and conditions for
Mitigation Habitat Actions that are within the lawful ‘authority of the
"agericy to impose, in the public interest, and, in the judgment of the
General Manager, in consultation with the City Attomney, and are
reasonable and appropriate for the scope and: duration of the required
mitigation or rcoulatoxy pamut approval, as necessary for the: Project.

7. At thé time of Project ‘apti‘t’ovai' SFPUC staff ant;clpates‘ that
implementation of the Project is likely to include, but may not be
limited to, Mitigation Habitat Actions at the five sites identified in the |
Final EIR and identified in Attachiment A to the Commission's
Resolution: (1) South: Calaveras, (7) San Antonio, (3) Sage Canyon,
{4) Goat Rock, and (5) Koopmann Road. These sites were selected
and designed using the conservation principles required by the WSIP
Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) and subsequent
SFPUC adoption of the MMRP for the WSIP, ‘which prescribes a
coordinated approach in developing mitigation for biological resource
| impacts of individual WSIP facility projects in order to avoid habitat | o
fragmenitation, preserve wildlife movement corridors and allow for
plants. and wﬂdhfe to disperse over large contiguous habitat areas.
Therefore it is necessary and appropriate for the SFPUC to implement
compensatory mltggtmn hab:ltat 1mprovements at these mtes {0




. Project No: CUW37401, Calaveras Dam Replacament Project ; ] .
Commission Meeting Date: January 27, 2011 . . )

minimize overall env1r0nmenta[ 1mpacts, and to achieve the overall

habitat preservation and creation functions of the site(s),

notwithstanding that mitigation at these sites may be in excess of

resource agency requirements for the Project or other future SFPUC |
projects, By authorizing implementation of the full mitigation site(s) |

in connection with the Project, once dpproved by the resource | .

at,encms, the: SFPUC is not making any cotnmitment to approve any
other WSIP project or mitigation, nor is it makmg any determination
as to the adequacy of the compensation sites as mitigation for any
other WSIP project, and the Commission retains its full discretion to

consider the environmental documents for other WSIP projects, |
inchiding but not limited to mitigation measures: therein, #nd to
approve or disapprove the project and the compensatory mitigation |
habitat 'pmposedj for impacts resulting from those prejects. '

8. In addition to authorizing the General Manager to take ‘\/htlgauon
Habitat Aetions described above in order to identify and implement
compensatory ‘mitigation habitat, the Resolution specifically
authorizes the following with regard to the five mitigation sites: (i) |

request the Board of Supervisors to adopt the Project's CEQA

Findings, MMRP, and Statement of Overriding Considerations in |
conneetion with funds for the five mitigation sites, (ii) authorize the |

| General Manager to implément mitigation of the habitat mitigation

sites in full; as pnecessary or advisable to implement the Project, and
(iii) advertise construction contracts for the mitigation sites subject to
Cgmmission teview and approval pricr to award at a future date,

#

‘9. Thé Resolation authorizes the Gerieral Manager to negotiate and

execute an agreement with Pacific Gas and Electric Lompany to
perform necessary upgrades fo an existing electrical distribution line
in-order fo provide appropriate construction power to the project site,
and obtain consent from, or agreements with, other entities using that
distribution line, if necessary, at a cost not to exceed $2.5 million. |
These upgrades are necessary to provide construction power for
c¢ontracter’s stationary equipment and facilities, including but not
limited to concrete batch plant, portable water treatment facilities,
construction trailers, lighting, and other miscellaneous facilities.

10. The Resolution authorizes the General Manager to negotiate and.
execute an agreement(s) with EBRPD to address coordination of the
parties’ respective operations, and -address issues related to.
construction of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project; subject to

any required approval hy the:Bqard of Supervisors.

Environmental

The San Francisco Planning Commission certified a Final EIR for

Review: . | Project Na. CUW35401, on January 27, 201 1
Recommendation:.

SFPUC staff recommends that the Comm1ss1on adopt the attached |
resolution. ,
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3. Attachment B: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTION NO,

WHEREAS, San. Fiancisco Public Ut:lmes Commission (SFPUC) staff has developed a
project description inder the Water Systeiri Improvement Program (WSIP) for the improvements

to the regional water supply system, otherwise: known as Project No. CUW37401 Calaveras
Dam Replacement Project (CDRP); and

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff have developed additional demgn refinements and fisheries

enhancements subsequent to the publication of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) that

are described as the CDRP Variant in the Comments and Respcnses document, included in the_

Fmal EIR; and

WHEREAS By this resolution, the SFPUC intends to apptove l:he CDRP Variant and,.

therefore, the CDRP Variant is referred fo herein as the Project; and
WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to:
». Re-cstablish water delivery reliability;
» Restore water supply and the capacity of the reservm:f to its pre-2001
restriction level of 96,850 AF using water from the Alameda Creek watershed,

thereby restoring 7 million: gallons per day (mgd) of water supply during the
g 5-year design drought (the SPPUC’S drought planning scetiario);

® _}’mprove seistic rehablllty through constiuction of a replacement dam

designed to safely retain 96,850 AF of water and withstand the maximum
credible earthquake (7.25 moment magnitude) on the Calaveras fault; and

« Construct a new dam with a robust &esign (wide centrally-located clay. core,

wide filters, and internal drainage) that could accommodate potential

enlargcment by future generations.

» Continue reservoir and outlet works operation, to the extent possible, during -

constmctton and .

. Mamtam high water quality, re-creating a deeper pool that would keep water
temperatures cooler to limit algal growth in the :eservolr

WHEREAS On: Jdnuary 27, 2011, the Planning Commlssmn reviewed and considered
the Final EIR on the Project in Planning Department File No. 2005.0161F, consisting of the

Draft EIR and the Comments and Responses document, and found that the contents of said repott.

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 Franmscq is ﬂdequate, aceurate, and objective, and that the Gomments and Responses

document contains no significant revisions to the Draft EIR pursuant to CEQA, and certified the
completion of said Final EIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Gmde]mes in its Motion
No.. ... .- ; and

WHEREAS Thig Cmmmssmn has reviewed and considered the information contained in

the Fmal EIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public, -

" relevant public agencies, SFPUC, and other experts and the administrative i;tles for the Projeet
and the Final EIR; and :

WHEREAS; The ”Pm_]bct zmd Final EIR files have been made available for review by the

'SF'PUC and the public in File No. 2005.0161E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor,

San Franeisco, California; and those files are part of the record before this Commission; and

WHEREAS; SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as required by CEQA. (CEQA
Findings), in Attachment A to this Resolution and a proposed Mitigation, Monitoring and
- Reporting Program: (MMRP) in Attachment B to this Resolution, which material was made
- available to the public and the Comimission for the Cominission’s review, conmderatmn and
action; and .

- WHEREAS, The Project is a capltal Jmpmvement pmJect approved by this Commission

- g part of the WSIP and

WHEREAS A Final Programmatic EIR (PEIR) was prepared for the WSIP and esmf' ed
by the P]anumg Corimission on October 30, 2008 by Motion No. 17734; and

WHEREAS Thereafter, the SFPUC approved the WSIP and adopted fi ndmgs an-:l a
MMRP as reqmred by CEQA on October 30, 2008 by Resolution No. 08-200; and

WHEREAS The Final EIR prepared for the Project is tiered fmm the WSIP PEIR, as

authorized by and in accardance with CEQA; and

WHEREAS; The WSIP PEIR has been made avallable for review by the SFPUC and the

publie, and is part: uf the record betore this. C‘ommisswn, and

WHEREAS, The Project includes work located in Alameda County and Santa (‘Iara |

County, and SFPUC staff may seek to enter into encroachment permifs, consents, or other
property agreements for Project construction, including Memorarida. of Agreement(s) (MOAS)
and reimbursement agreements related to construction coordination, and the possible temporary
closure of Calaveras Road: and

“ WHEREAS The Project may require the SFPUC General Minager to obtain various
fiecessary permits, consents, and encroachment permits from Alameda County, California
Départment of Transportation (Caltrans), City of Milpitas, and Santa Clara. County, and those
permits shall be consistent with SFPUC exmtmg fee or easement interests, Where applmable, and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC Has issued sasements; lesses, pérmits, or licenses tu certain
parties to use for various purposes portions of City-owned Watetshed lands in the vicinity of
where the Project work will occur, and in some instances other parties hold property ncrhts or

e B




interests on. lands on, along, over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the SFPUC’s watershed
lands, and it may be necessary for the General Manager, or his designes, to (a) exercise rights
undér: any such deed, easement, lease, permit, or license or (b negotiate and execute new or

' amended easements; leases, permits, licenses, or encroachment remaoval or other project related
agreements or consents (each, a Use Instrument) with owners or ocoupicrs of property interests
or utility facilities or improvements o, along, over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of, City
propeity with respect to. uses and structures,, ferices, and other above-ground or subterranean
improvements or interests, or to implement. Project mitigation measures or accommodate Project
construction activities and schedule; and.

, ‘WHEREAS, The Project requires an agreement with Pacific Gas and Electric Company
to perform necessary upgrades to an existing electrical distribution line. in order to provide
appropriate construction power to the project site for the contractor’s stationary equipment and
facilities, including but not limited to concrete batch plant, portable water treatment facilities,
construction trailers, lighting, and other miscellaneous Facilities, which may require consent
* from, or agreements with, other entities using that distribution line; and |

, WHEREAS, The SFPUC staff and East Bay Regidnal Patk District (EBRPD) staff have
met to coordinate with respect to WSIP activities in the Sunol Regjon, including the Project, and

“fiave identified various issues related to the Project construction activities and other matters of

mutual interest, that would be addressed in agreements between the SFPUC and EBRPD; and

( WHEREAS, Implementation of the Project will involve consultation with, or obtaining
tequited approvals by, state and federal regulatory agencies, including but not limited to the
following: U.S. Amiy Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine
Fisheries Service, California Department of Transportation, State Historic Preservation Officer,
California Department of Fish and Game, California Department of Water Resources - Division
of Safety of Dams, San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Ait
Quality’ Management District, California Department of Industrial Relations - Division of
Occupational Safety and Health and California Emérgency Matagement Agency; and '

'WHEREAS, Implementation of compensatory mitigation habitat measures will involve
- sites developed in consultation with: state and federal regulatory agencies; proposed to include

sites on SFPUC property but potentially including locations not currently owned or controlled by
" the SFPUC, and it may be necessary or advisable for the General Manager, or his designes, to
take the following actions to implement Compensatory mitigation habitat (collectively,
Mitigation Habitat Actions): (a) exercise any City or SFPUC right under any deed, caserent,
lease, permit, ot license as necessary or advisable to implement compensatory mitigation habitat;
(b). negotiate and execute new or amended real property agreements for compensatory mitigation
habitat sites such as purchase agreements, easements, leases, pertnits, licenses, or other
dgreements 4§ are necessary or advisable to implement Project mitigation; (c) negotiate and
execute financial assurance instruments with regulatory agencies for- (1) design and
~ implementation of the compensatory mitigation habitat, (2) monitoring and management during
the performance period, (3) repair and replacement of such habitats if necessary during the
performance period, and (4) management and monitoring the habitat mitigation projects. in
petpetuity in. accordance with individual project mitigation and monitoring plans and long term




management plans on an interim and long term basts, if necessary; (d) negotiate and prepare

‘conservation easements for implementation of compensatory mitigation habitat, if necessary; and
() seek Board of Supervisors appmval of Mitigation Habitat- Actions, if necessary; and

WHER]:AS [mplementation of the Project may mclude Mitigation Hahitat Actions at the
following sites: South Calaveras, San Antonio, Sage Canyon, Goat Rock, and Koopmann Road
(collectwely, Habitat Compensation S1tes) identlﬁed in Attachment A to this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, If the SFPUC Lomrmssmn approves the Project and resource agencies issue |

final permits for the Project, including full implementation of the compensatory mitigation at the

Habitat Compensation Sites, it would be necessary and’ appropriate for the SFPUC to 1mpiemsnt:

all habitat 1mprovements planned for the full site(s) as. part of the Project in order to maximize
habitat area ereation, minimize overall environmental impacts, and achieve the overall habitat
preservation and creation functions of the site(s), notwithstanding that mitigation at these: sites
may be in ekcess- df’reguiatcry agency requirements for the Proj ect- and“

WHEREAS, The Habitat Compensation Sifes address the conservation prmcnples
required by the WSIP PEIR and SFPUC approval of the WSIP, which prescribe a coordinated

appmach in developing mitigation for biological resource: impacts of individual WSIP facility
projects in order to avoid habitat ttagmentation, preserve wildlife movement corridors, and allow
for plants and wildlife to disperse over large contiguous habitat areas; and therefore; full

implementation of each individual site is required; and

WHEREAS, By authorizing full implementation of the habitat improvements in
connection with the Project, if approved by the regulatory agencies, the SFPUC is not making
- any commitment o approve any other WSIP project or mitigation, nor is it making any

determination as to the adeqguacy of the Habitat Compensation Sites as mitigation for any other
WSIP project, and the Commission retains its full discretion to. consider the environmental

documents for other WSIP projects, including but not limited to mitigation measures, and to-

approve or disapprove the project and the habltat mitigation pmpcbed fof 1mpacts resultmg from
those projects; and

WHEREAS, Implementation of habitat mitigation sites may require the G‘eneral Manager
to negotiate and execute instruments for financial assuranees conceming compensatory
mitigation habitat with regulatory agencies; and

WHEREAS, As a result of the Project implementing minimum telease schedules for the.

proposed fishery flows, in. combination with proposed fishery flows in San Mateo Creek, the

- SPFPUC may not be able to meet the adopted WSIP water supply objectives between 2013 and

2018% without a reduction in demand, demand management, increased rationing and/or a
supplemental water supply. The minimum release schedule and water supply issues are

discussed in the SFPUC memorandum dated August 10, 2010, and included in the files for this

Project. The effects of this possible change in water supply are also discussed in the Comments
and Responses ducument Chapter 9-- Project Variant; zmd :

WHEREAS, the Commission by Resglution 10~0175_ in October 2010 directed staff to
continue monitoring water supply and demand to determine whether the Commission should

o




consider additional water supply strategies to. meet demand up to 2018; pmwde to the
Commission for its consideration the Interim Supply Allocation in accordance with the Water
_Supp]y Agreenient Between the City and County of San Francisco and Wholesale Customiers;
and provide information by March 31, 2011 on how the SFPUC has the capability to attain its
water supply levels of service and contractual obligations; now,. therefore; be it

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

FURTHER RESOLVED That this Commission hereby approves the Project also. knewn
as Project No. CUW37401, Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, and authorizes SFPUC staff to
proceed with actions necessary to implement the Project comsistent with this. Resolution,
including advertising for construction bids, provided, however, that staff will return to seek.
Commlssmn approval foi aWard of construction contract(s), and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED That this Commission specifically authorlzes implementation
of minimum water release schedules for fisheries releases, as expected to be required as part of
the regulatory approvals for this Project and as analyzed in the Final EIR, provided that this
aulhoﬂzatmn shall not lumt the Genetal Managers authonty under thxs rssolutmn to nf:gotlate '

m*dcr to Implument this Project and be it

- FURTHER RESOLVED, That: this Commission directs staff to _canﬁnue monitoring
water supply and demand to determine whether the Commission should consider additional
water supply strategies to meet demand up to 2018; and be it

A FURTHER RESOLVED, T hat this Commission does not authorize the General Manager
to deviate from water supply levels of service adopted as part of the Phased WSIP, and SFPUC
staff shall confer with the Commission if conditions necessitate cons1deratmn of additional water
supply rehablhty strategges prior to 2018; and be it

FUR’ FHER RESOLVED, The General Manager will confér with the Commission durmg
the negotiation process on real estate agteements and financial assurances; as necessary, and.
report to the Commission on all agreements submiited to the Board of Supervisors for approval.
Notwﬁhstanding the autherity 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, Wlthout approval by the SFPUC
pursuant to Charter Section 8B124; and be it

_ TE'URTHER RESOLVED, That this Coﬁmissien authorizes the -'General Manager, ot his
designee, to. apply for and execute various necessary permits, encroachment permits, or other
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agréements with Alameda County, Cﬂtrans, City of Milpitas, and Santa Clara County, which
-shall be ¢onsistenit with SFPUC's existing fee or éasement interests, where applicable, To the
extent that the terms and conditions of the permits or agreements. will require SFPUC to
indemnify the respective jurisdictions, those indernnity obligations are subject to review and
approval by the San Francisco Risk Manager. The Gerietal Manager is authorized to agree 10
such terms and conditions, mcludmg but not limited to those relahng to maintenance, repair, and .
telocation of improvements, that 4re in the public interest, and in the judgment of the Gengral
Manager, in consultation with the City Attomey, 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 authonzes the General Manager, or his
designee, to exercise any right as riecessary under any deed or Use Instrument and negotiate and
execute new or amended Use Instruments, if necessary for the Project and subject to any
apphcable approvals, with owners ot occupiers of property interests or wtility facilities or
improvements on, along, over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the SFPUC’s watershed
lands, it 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-telated mitigation measures, and to otherwise effectuate the purposes and intent of this
Resolution, in compliance with the Charter and all apphcable 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 ds necessary to negotiate and execute new or amended MOAs, or
. financial reimbursement arrangements, if necessary for the iject and subject to any applicable
ﬂppmvals in a form that the General Manager determings is in the public interest and is
acceptable, necessary, and advisable to accommodate Project comstruction activities: and
schedule, cairy out Project-related mitigation measures, and to otherwise effectuate the purposes
and intent of this Resolution, in compliance with the Charter and all applicable laws; and in such
form approved by the Ciity-Attomey-; and be it ,

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Cominission authonzes the General Manager, or his
designes, 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 inay be necessary to implement terms and conditions or otherwise comply with .
the requirements imposed by state and federal regulatory agencies, including but not limited to:
Us. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Matine Fisheries
S‘emce, California Department of Transportation, State Historic Preservation Officer, California
Department of Fish and Game, California Department of Water Resources - Division of Safety
of Dams, San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality
Management District, California. Department of Industrial Relations - Division of Qccupational
Safety and Health, and California Emergency Management Agency, 1ncludmg terms and

'condnmns 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 permlt or upprﬁval a8
necessary for the Project; and be it




' FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager; or his
designee, to carry out Mitigation Habitat Actions that the General Manager determines are in the
public interest and are acceptable, necessary, and advisable to accommodate Project construction
activities and schedule, catry out Project-related compensatory mitigation habijtat measures,
" including full implementation of the individual Habitat Compensation Sites if any such sites are
selected and approved for Project mitigation in consultation with regulatory agencies, and to
otherwise effectuate the purposes and intent of this Resolution, in compliance with the Charter
and all applicable laws, and in such form approved by the City Aftorney; and be it - )

 FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager t6 work
with the Director of Real Estate to accept and execute the real property agreements authorized
herein, subject to obtaining Board approval, if required; and be it '

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager to
negotiate and execute an agreement with Pacific Gas and Electric Company to perform necessary
upgrades to an existing electrical distribution line in order to provide temporary power during
construction to the project site, and to obfain consent [rom, or execute agreements with, other
entities using that distribution line, if necessary, at a cost riot to exceed $2.5 million; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission. authorizes the General Manager to
negotiate and sxecute agresments with EBRPD to address coordination of the parties’ respective
operations, and address issues related to construction of the CDRP, subject to approval of the
Board of Supervisors, if required, 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 enter into any subsequent additions, amendments, or other modifications to the
permits, licenses, encroachment removal agreements, leases, easements, and other Use -
Instruments; agreements, finiancial assurances, transmission agreements, or amendments thereto,
‘as described. herein, that the General Manager in consultation with the City Aitorney,
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, whete required, such
determination to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and delwery of ; a,ny such additions,
damendments, or other modifications. :

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adapted by the Puiblic Utilities .
Commission at fts meetmg of ____ . January 27, 2011 o

) "Secr'etary, Public Utilities Commission




PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco.

- RESOLUTION NO. 11;9.015‘

W’IIEREAS San Francisco Public Utilities Cemmxssxou (SFPUC) staff has developed a
project description under the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for the improyvements
to the regional water supply system, otherwise known as Project No. CUW37401, Calaveras
Dam Replacement iject (CDKP), and

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff have develaped add;txonal design refi nements and fisheries
enhancements subaequent to the publication of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) that
are described as the CDRP Variant in the Comments and Responses document; included in the
Final EIR; and :

WHEREAS, By this resolution, the SI’PUC intends to approve the CDRP Variant and
therefore, the CDRP Variant is referred to herein as the Project; and

WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to:
» Re-establish water delivery reliability;

» Restore water supply and the capseity of the reservoir to- its pre-2001
restriction level of 96,850 AF using water from the Alarheda Creek watershed,
thereby restoring 7 million gallons per day (mgd) of water: supply during the
8. S-year design drought (the SFPUC’s drought planning scenarm), '

. Improve seismic reliability through construction of a replacement dam
designed to safely retain 96,850 AF of water and withstand the maximum
credible earthquake (7.25 morent magmtude) oh the Calaveras fault; and

s Construct a néw dam with a robust desisn (wzcle centrally-located cl.;ly core,
-wide filters, and internal drainags) that could accannno&atﬂ potential
en]argement by future generations.

s Continue reservmr and outlet works nperauon, to the extent posstble, during -
construction; and

» Maintain high water quality, _re-f.reatmg a deeper pool that would keep water
temperatmes cooler to limit a]gal growth in the reservoir, '

WHEREAS On Ifanuary 27, 2011, the Planning Commission reviewed and conmdered
ihc FmaE EIR. on thu Project in Planmng Department I“lie No 2005 OiélE conmstmg of ﬂtw:

and. the procedures through Wthh the Final EIR was prepared pubhmzed and revmwed
- 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 E}R reflects the independent Judgment and analysis of the Cxty and Cmunty of




San Francisco, is adequate, accurate, and objective, and that the Comments and Responses
documient containg no mgmiicnm revisions to the Draft EIR pursuant to CEQA, and certified the
completion of said Final EIR in comphanca with LE:QA and the CLQA Guidelines in its. Mmmn. :
No. M-18261; and '

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and conssdered the information contained in
the Final EIR, all written. and oral information provided by the Planning Department the public,
relevant public agencies, SFPUC, and other experts and the admxmsimtwe files for the Prcusct'
and the Final EIR; and

WHEREAS, The iject and Final BIR files have been made available for review by the
SFPUC and the . publm in File No. 2005.0161E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor,
San Franéisco, Eahforma, and those files are part of the record: before this Cmnmibbwn and

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as reqmrefi by CEQA (CEQA
‘I‘ mdmgs), m Aﬂachm&nl A o thts Resolutmn and 2 pmgused \flmgaucm, Momtormg anci .

avaﬂable to the pubhc and the Cmnmxssxon f’or the Lamm;sswn 8 rev:ew canszderatwn, ancl
action; and :

WHEREAS, The Project is a capital 1mpmvement project appxoved by this Caﬂmrnssmn
as part of the WSIP; and

WHEREAS A Final Programmatic EIR (PEIK) was prepated for the WSIP and ccmﬁed -
by the Planning Commission on October 30, 2008 by Mctwn No. 17734; and

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

WHBREAS The Fmal EIR preparcd for the Project is taemd from the WSIP PEIR, as,
auﬂmnfed by and in accordaticeé with CEQA; and _

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

WHEREAS, The Project includes work located in Alameda County and Santa Clara
County, and SFPUC staff may seck to enter into encroachment permits, conseiits, or other
property agreements for Project construction, including Memeoranda of Agreement(s) (MGAS)
and reimbursement agréements related to construction coordination, and the possible temporary
closure of Calaveras Road; and :

WHEREAS, The Project may require the SFPUC General Managu to obtain various
necéssary pérmits, consents, and encroachment permits from - Alameda County, Califoriia
Department .of ’I‘rampnrtatmn (Caltrans) City of Milpitas, and Santa Clara County, and those
permits shall be consistent with SFPUC existing fee or easement mterests where applicable; and

WHERE ;S Thc SFPUC has issued’ easements, Eedscs, permxts, or licenses to certain
parties to use for various purposes pomons of City-owned watershed lands in the vieinity of
wheie the Project wmic will owur, and in some instances other parues lold property rights or




interests on lands on, along, over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the SE'PUC"E watershed
lands, and it may be recessary for the General Mariager, or his designee, to (a) exercise mghts
-under any such deed, éasement, lease, permit, or license or (b) negotiate and execute new or
. amended edsemeérits, leases, permits, hcensas or encmaclunenf removal or ather project refated
agreements or consents (each, a Use Iﬂstnunent) with owners or nccup;ers 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, or to implement Project mmaatmu MEASITES OF wewmmadata Project
constructmn getivities and schedule; Emd : :

- WHEREAS, I‘hc PIGJEE:t reqmms an ageement with Pac;ﬁc Gas and Electnc Company
to perfgrm necessary upgrades to an e*ustmg electrical distribution line in order to provide
appropriate construction power to the pmjeat site for the contractor’s stationary equipment and
facilities, including but not limited to concrete batch plant, portable water treatment facilities,
construction trailers, lighting, and other miscellaneous faclhnes, which may require consent
from, or agreements with, other entities using that distribution line; and

WHEREAS The. SFPUC staff and Bast Bay Regional Park District (EBRPB} staff have.
‘met to coordinate with respect to WSIP activities in the Sunol Region, including the Project, and
have identified various issues related to the Project construction activities and other matters of
mutual interest, that would be addressed in agreements between the SFPUC and EBRPD; and

- WHEREAS, Implementahan of the Project will involve consultation’ wnth, or obtaining
required approvals by, state and federal regulatory agencies, including but not limited to the
following: U.S. Army Corps of Engincers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine
Fisheries Qemcc, California- Department of Transportahnn, State Historic Preservation Officer,
California Department of Fish and Game, California Department of Water Resources - Division
of Safety of Dams, San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air
. Quality Management District, California Eepanment of Industrial Relations - Division of
Occupatienal Safety and Health and California E mergency Management Agenay, and

. WHEREAS Implementation of compensatory mitigation habitat measures will involve
sites developed in consultation with state and federal regulatory agencies, proposed to include
sites on SFPUC pmperty but pmentmﬁy including locations not currently owned or controlled by
the SFPUC, and it may be necessary or advisable for the General Manager, or his designee, to
take the telfcwmg actions to implement campensatory mifigation habitat (collectively,
Mitigation Habitat Actions): (a) exercise any City or SFPUC right under any deed, easement,
lease, permit, or license as necessary or advisable to implement compensatory mxtigatmn habitat;
(b) negotiate and execute new or amended real property agreements for compensatory mitigation
habitat sites such as purchase agreements, easements, leases, permits, licenses, or other
-agreements as are necessary or advisable fo implement Project mitigation; (c) negotiate and -
execute fimancial asstirance instruments with regulatory agencies for (1) design and
implementation of the compensatmy mitigation habitat, {2) monitoring and management durmg '
the performance period, (3) repair and replacement of such habitats if necesqary during the
perfc;nnanue period, and (4) management and monitoring the habitat mitigation projects in
perpetuity in ancordam:e with mdmduat project mitigation and monitoring plans and fong term




management plans on an interim and long term basis, if necessary;. (d) negotiate and prepare
conservation easements for implementation of compensatory mitigation habitat, if't necessary, and
(e) seek Board of Supetvisors’ approval of Mitigation Habitat Actions, if necessary; and

WHEREAS, Implementation of the Project may include Miti gaﬂan Habitat A(:tmns at the:
foli:)wmg sites: South Calaveras, San Antonio, Sage Canyon, Goat Rock, and Koopmann Road
(collectively, Habxtat Compensaﬁon Slbe), identified in Attachment A to this Resoluhnn and

WHEREAS, If the SFPUC Commission approves the Project and resource agﬁnmes issue
final permits for the Projeet, including full implementation of the compensatory mitigation at the
Habitat Cempensm;mn Sites, it would be necessary and appropriate for the SFPUC to 1mpEement
all habitat :mpmvcmcnts planned for the full site(s) as part of the Project in order to maximize
habitat area. creation, minimize overall environmental impacts, and achieve the overall habitat
preservation and creation functions of the site(s), notwithstanding that mitigation at these sites

“may be in excess of regulatory agency reqmramenta i:m- the Project; and -

WHEREAS, The Habitat Compensatmn Sites address the conservation pmlcxples
required by the WSIP PEIR and SFPUC approval of the WSIP, which prescribe a coordinated.
appmach in developing mitigation for biological resource 1mpacts of individual WSIP facility
projects in order to avoid habitat fragmentation, preserve wildlife movement corridors, and allow
for plants and wildlife to disperse over large contiguous hab:tat areas; and therefore, full
implementation of em:h mdzvldnal site is required; and '

WHEREAS, By aathorizmg full 1mplemﬁntatmn of the habitat unpmvements in
connection with the Project, if approved by the regulatory agencies, the SFPUC is not makmg-
any commitment to approve any other WSIP project or mitigation, nor is it making any
determination as to the adequacy of the Habitat Compensation Sites as mitigation forany other
WSIP project, aud the Commission retains its full discretion to consider the environmental
" documents for ether WSIP projects, lnuludmg but not limited to mitigation measiires, and to

approve or disapprove the project and the habitat mztxg,atmn proposed for impacts resultmg from
those projects; and ‘

WHEREAS, Implementatxon of hahitat rmﬁgatmn sites may require the General Manager
to negotiate and execute instruments for financial assurances cancammg c:ompensamry
, mxttganon hahltat with regu}atary agencies; and

WHEREAS, As a result of the Pm]eet implementing minimum release schedules for the
proposed fishery flows, in combination with propesed fishery flows in San Mateo Creek, the
- SFPUC may not be able to meet the adopted WSIP water supply objectives between 2013 and

2018 without a reduction in deémand; demand ‘management, increased mtmnmg anid/or a
supplemental water supply. The minimum release schedule: and water supply issues: are’
discussed in the SFPUC memorandurn dated August 10, 2010, and included in the files for this
Project. The effects of this possible change in water supply aré also dmcussed in.the Comments
_and Responses document, Chapter9 - Project Variant; and

_ WHEREAS, the Commisston by Resolution 10-0175 in October 2010 directed staff to
continue monitoring water supply and demand to determine whether the Commission should




consider additional water supply strategies to meet demand up to. 2018; provide to the
Commission for its consideration the Titeriin Supply Allocation in accordance with the Water
Supply Agreement Between the City and County of San Francisco and Wholesale Customers;
and provide information by Mareh 31, 2011 on how the SFPUC has the capability to attain its
* water. stpply levels of service and contractual obligations; 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 detions taken herein, and
hereby adopts the CEQA Findings, including the Statement of Qverriding 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 Attackiment B and
incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto, and authorizes a request
to the Board of Supervxsors 1o adopt the same CEQA E’mdmgs, Statement of chmdmg
Consxderatmns and MMRP; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Ccmmxssmn hereby approves the Project, also kinown
as Project No. CUW37401, Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, and authorizes SFPUC staff to
proceed with dctions nécessary to unplement the Project consistent with this Resolution,
including advertising for construction bids, provided, however, that staff will return fo seek
Commission appmval for award of construction contract(s); and be it

F URTHER RESOLVED That this Commission specifically authorizes implementation
of minimum water release schedules for fisheries releases, as expected fo. be. required as part of
the rsgulatory approvals for this Project and as analyzed in the Final EIR, provided that this
authorization shall not limit the General Manager's authority under this resolution to negcotlate,
-~ accept, and execute permits or required approvals by state and federal regulatory agenmcs in
order to implement this Project; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission dirésts staff to continue monitoring
water supply and demand to determine whether the Commission should consider addmonal
water supply strategies tG meet demand up to 2018; and be it

FURTHER RFSOLVED That this Comm:ssmn does not authonze the Gc—:neral Manager
to deviate from water supply levels of service adopted as part of the Phased WSIP, and SFPUC
staff shall confer with the Commission if conditions necessitate conmderatmn of additional water
supgly rehabzhty sh*atcgms prior to 2018; and be it:

F URTHER RESOLVED, The General Manager will confer with the Conmumiission durmg
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.
Nﬂththstandmg the authority granted to the General Manager by this Resolytion, 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

purstant to Charter Section 8B124; and be it

FURTIIER RESOLVED, That this Cnmnnssmn authanzes the General Manager, or Eﬂs
designee, to apply for and execute various necessary’ permits, encroachment permits, or other




agreements with Alameda (;ounty? Calirans, City of Milprtas and Santa Clara County, which
shall be consistent with SFPUC's existing fee or easement interests, where apphcabic To the
extent that the ternis and conditions of the permits or agreements will tequire: SFPUC to
indemnify the respective jurisdietions, those indemnity obligations are subject to-review and.
approval by the San Francisco Risk Manager. The General Manager is authorized 1o agree o
such terms and conditions, mcfudmg but not limited to those relatmg te maintenance, repair; and
relocation of improvements, that are in the public intérest, and in the Judgmant of the General
'Manacer in c:onsultanon Wlﬂl the Cxty Atmmey, are reasomable and appmpnate for the scope.

FURTHER RE ESOLVED, That this Commission authnrlzes the General Manager; ot his
designee, to exercise any right as necessary under any deed or Use Instrument and negotiate and
execiute néw or amended Use Instruments, if necessary for the Project and subject to any
applicable approvals, with owners or occupiers of pmpﬂrty interests or utility facilities or
' 1mpmvemems on, along, over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the SI‘PUC’S watershed

lands, in a form that the General Manager deternnnes is in the public interest and is- acceptable,
' necessary, and advisable to accommodate Project construction activities and schedule, carry out

Progect—related mitigation measures, and to otherwise effectuate the purposes and intent of this
~ Resolution, in compliarice with the Charter and all applicable laws, and in such form approved
by the City Attorney; and be it

I*UR.IHBR RESOLVBD That this Commission authorizes the- General Manager, or lis
désignee, to exercise any right as necessary to negotiate and execute new or amended MOAS, or
_ financial reimbursement arrangements, if necessary for the Progect and sibject to any appizcable

approvals, in a form that the General Manager determines is in the public interest and is
acceptable, necessary, and advisable to accommodate Project construction aétivities and
schiedule; carry out Project-related mitigation measures, and to otherwise effectuate the purposes
and intent of this Resolation, in compliance with the Charter and all apphcablf: laws, and in such
form approved by the City Attorney; and be it .

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the Gérieral Manager, or his
- designee, to consult with, or apply for, and, if necessary, seek Board of Supenmms’ approval,
and if appraved, 1o accept and execute permits or required approvals, and to execute such other
agreements as may be necessary to implement terms and conditions or otherwise comply with
th:. requzraments nnpnacﬁi by slatf. and federal reg,uiatory agenmes, mcludmg but ;mt lizmtf,d tcr,
.Sermce, Cahfﬂmla Deparmlent of T ransportatmn, State Hlstorw Prescrvatmn Oﬁit:er, Cahfmmz&
v Dapamnem of Fish and Game, California Department of Water Resources - Division. of Safety
of Dams, San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality
Management District, California Department of Industrial Relations ~ Division of Oecupatmnai
Safety and Health, and California Emergenicy Management Agency, mc,ludmg terms dnd
conditions that 4ré 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 Aftomey, are
reasonable and appropriate for the scope and duration of the requested permit or approval, as
necessary for the Project; and be it




deszgnec, tﬁ carry mlt Mmgatmn Habxtat Acncns that the Genﬂr'il Manager datermmes a:re in the ‘
public interest and are acceptable, necessary, and advisable to accommodate Project construction
activities and schedule; carry out Project-related compensatory mitigation habitat meastires,
including full impleméntation of the individual Habitat Compensation Sites if any such sites are
selected and approved. for Project mitigation in consultation with regulatory agencies, and to
otherwise effectuate the purposes and intent of this Resolution, in compliance with the Charter
and all applicable laws, and in such form approved by the City Attorney; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this C‘omtmsswn authamzes the General Manager to work
with the Director of Real Estate to-accept and execute the real property. agreements authotized
herein, subject to obtaining Board approval, if required; and be it

¥ URTHER RESOLVED, That this Conummon authorizes the General Manager to
negotiate and execute an agreement with Pacific Gas and Electric Company to perform necessary
upgrades to an existing electrical distribution line in order to provide tempotary power during
construction to the project: site, and to obtain consent from, of execute agreements with, other
entities using that distribution line, if necessary, at a costnot to exceed $2.5 million; and be it

~ FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager to
negotiate and execute agreements with EBRPD to address coordination of the parties’ respective
operations; and address issues related to construction of the CDRE, subject ta approval of the
Board of Supervisors, if required, and in stich form ‘appraved by the Cxty Attorney: and be it




I‘URTHER RJ:SDLX’ED That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or Ins.
desigriee, fo enter into any subsequent additions, amendments, or other modifieations te the
perinits, lxcenses, encroachnient removal agreemants leases, r—:asaments, and other Use
Instruments; agreements, financial assurances, transmission agreements, or amendments thereto,
as described hereug that the General Manager, in consultation with the City- Attomcy,
‘determines are in the best interests of the SFPUC and the Clty, do not materially decrease the
benefits to the SFPUC or the Cﬂy, and do not materially increase the obligations or liabilities of
the SFPUC or the City, subject to Board of Supervisors! approval, where reqm.red such
determination to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery of any such ad&mons,
amendments, or other, mt)dlﬁcatmns\ -

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Public Utilities
Commission at its meeting of ____ January 27, 2011

Secretary, Public Utilities Commission
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S y .. _ | '*Complet.e copy of doe'ument located
 ATTAC NT A in-File No. 100187 :
CALAVERAS DAM REPLACEMENT PROJECT

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

SAN FRAN CISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION-
In determining to approve the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project ("CDRP" or "Project") described in
Section I, Project Description below, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("SFPUC" or
"Commission”) 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 Califoinia 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
compris€ Attachment A to SFPUC Resolution No. 11-0015 ("SFPUC Approval Resolution"), dated
January 27, 2011. The SFPUC adopts these findings as part of the SFPUC Approval Resolution and has
incorporated these findings therein by reference :

This doeumen.t is organized as follows:

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

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

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

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

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

of the alternatives analyzed; and

Section VI presents a statement of overr1d1ng considerations settlng forth specific reasons in support of
~the Comrmsswn s actions and its reJectlon of the alternatives not mcorporated into the Project.

The M1t1gat10n Momtorlng and Reportmg Pro gram ("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 measuie listed in the Final Environmental Impact Report for -

1.
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