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FILE NO. 140508 - RESOL /ION NO.

[General Obligation Bonds - Transportation and Road improvement]

‘Resolution determining and declaring that the public interest and necessity demand

the construction, acquisition, improvement, and retrofitting of transportation and
transit related improvements, and other critical infrastructure and facilities for
transportation system improvements and safety and related costs necessary or
convenient for the foregoing purposes; authorizing landldrds to pass-threugh 50% of
the resulting property tax increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code,
Chapter 37; providing for the Ievy and collection of taxes to pay both principal and
interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of Administrative Code, Sections
5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and requirements for the election; finding that a
portion of the proposed bond is not a projecvt under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and adopting findings- under CEQA, CEQA Guidelines, and San
Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 31, for the remaining portion of the bond; and
finding that the proposed bond is in conformity with the eight priority policies of
Planning Code, Section 101.1(b), and with the General Plan consistency requiremeht of

Charter Section 4.105, and Administrative Code, Section 2A.53.

WHEREAS, The Mayor's Transportation Task Force (the “Task Force”) has determined
that the City’s street and transportation infrastructure (the “Street and Transportation System”)
is inadequate to meet current demands of City residents and that the Street and
Transportation System is in need of significant investment; and

WHEREAS, The-Task Force estimated that the required improvements to the Street

and Transportation System is approximately $10.1 billion over the next 15 years; and
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WHEREAS, Continued under-investment in the Street and Transportation System
increases the risk of loss and injury to City residents, impacts the economic vitality of the City,
reduces the City's ability to support growth and reduces the quality of life; and

WHEREAS, With adequate funding the City can make significant investments in the
City’'s Street and Transportation System, including but not limited to improved street safety for
all users of City streets, a more reliable and faster Muni, and better pedestrian, bike, and
disabled access (collectively, the "Street and Transportation Project"); and

WHEREAS, The Transportation and Road Improvement General Obligation Bond (the
"Bond") will provide a portion of the funding for eligible investments within the Street and
Transportation Project; and

WHEREAS, The Board recognizes the need to safeguard and enhance the City's
Street and Transportation System by making significant investments therein; now, therefore,
be it. B 7

RESOLVED, By the Board:

Section 1. The Board determines and declares that the public interest and necessity
demand the acquisition, construction and improvement of street, transportation and related
infrastructure, and the payment of related costs hecessary or convenient for the foregoing
purposes.

Section 2. The estimated cost of $500,000,000 of the Bond is and will be too great to
be paid out of the ordinary annual income ahd revenue of the City, will require an expenditure
greater than the amount allowed by the annual tax levy, and will require the incurrence of
bonded indebtedness in an amount not to exceed $500,000,000.

Section 3. The Board, having reviewed the proposed legislation, makes the following
findings in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), California

Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., the CEQA Guidelines, 15 Cal. Administrative

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Tang, Chiu, Wiener, Avalos, Kim, Breed, Farrell, Mar, Yee, Cohen and Campos Page 2
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS




O © 00 N O o b O DN

N N N N N N - —_ -_ — — — - - - —_
(¢ B w N - o © [ee] ~ o ()] BN w N -

Code Sections 15000 et seq., ("CEQA Guidelines"), and San Francisco Administrative Code
Chapter 31 ("Chapter’31"): |
(a) SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project.
() A portion of the bond proposal relates to funds for SFMTA’s Transit

Effectiveness Project (“TEP”). On March 27, 2014, the San Francisco Planning Commission

by Motion No. 19105 certified the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Transit
Effectiveness Project.(“TEP FEIR”), and on March 28, the SFMTA Board of Directors by
Resolution No. 14-041 approved the TEP as described in Resolution No. 14-041, and adopted
findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (‘CEQA”), the CEQA Guidelines, and
Chapter 31 of the Administrative Code ("CEQA Findings”), including findings rejecting
alternatives, adopting a mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and adopting a
statement of overriding considerations. Planning Commission Motion No. 19105 and SFTMA

Board Resolution No. 14-041 are on.file with the Clerk of the Board in File -No.

\UoSo € and incorporated in this resolution by reference.
(i) On | , the Board of Supervisors affirmed the certification
of the TEP FEIR by Motion No. . The Board has reviewed and considered the

CEQA Findings adopted by the SFMTA Board, indluding the statement of overriding
considerations and the miti‘gation mohitoring and reporting program, and hereby adopts the
CEQA Findings as its own. The Board additionally finds that the portion of the bond proposal
that relates to funds for the TEP as reﬂeéted in the ordinance placing the bond on the ballot is
consistent with the project as described in the TEP FEIR.

(i) »Additionally,‘ the Board finds that the portion of the bond proposal that
relates to funds for the TEP as reflected in the ordinance placing the bond on the ballot: (1)
does not require major revisions in the TEP FEIR due to the involvement of new significant

environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
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significant effects; (2) no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the
circumstances under which the project analyzed in the TEP FEIR will be undertaken that
would require major revisions to the TEP FEIR due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects, or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identified in the TEP
FEIR; and (3) no new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the TEP
FEIR has become available that would indicate: (i) the TEP will have significant effects not
discussed in the TEP FEIR; (i) significant environmental effects will be substantially more
severe; (iii) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible that would reduce one or
more significant effects héve become‘fea}sible; or (iv) mitigation measures or alternatives that
are considerably different from those in the TEP FEIR will substantially reduce one or more
significant effects on the environment.

(b) For the reasons set forth in the letter from the Environmental Review Officer of the
Planning Department, dated mﬂq 28,201\ , a copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the
Board in File No. {46508 and incorporated in this resolution by reference, the Board finds
that the portion of the bond proposal that relates to funds for transportation and road
improvements other than funds for implementation of improvements within the scope of the
TEP is not subject to CEQA because as the estainShment of a government financing
mechanism that does not involve any commitment to specific projects to be constructed with
bond funds, it is‘ not a project as defined by CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The use of
bond procée‘ds to finance any project or portion of any project that relates to funds for
transportation and road improvements other than funds for implementation of improvements |
within the scope of the TEP will be subject to approval of the Board upon completion of
planning and any further required environmental review under CEQA.

Section 4. The Board finds and declares that the proposed Bond is (i) in conformity

with the priority policies of Section 101.1(b) of the San Francisco Planning Code, (ii) in
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‘accordance with Section 4.105 of the San Francisco Charter and Section 2A.53(f) of the

San Francisco Administrative Code, and (iii) consistent with the City’s General Plan, and

adopts the findings of the Planning 'Department-, as set forth in the General Plan Referral

Report dated Mou,(J 2%, 2|\ , & copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board in

File No. ‘96508 and incorporates such findings by reference.

Section 5. The time limit for approval of this resolution specified in Section 2.34 of the
San Francisco Administrative Code is waived. |

Seetion 6. Under Section 2.40 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, the

ordinance submitting this proposal to the voters shall contain a provision authorizing landlords

to pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax increases to residential tenants in
accordance with Chapter 37 of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

Section 7. The City hereby declares its official intent to reimburse prior expenditures of
the City incurred or expected to be incurred prior to the issuance and sale of any series of |
bonds in conneetion with the Project (collectively, the "Future Bonds"). The Board hereby
declares the City’s intent to reimburse the City with the proceeds of the Future Bonds for the
expenditures with respect to the Project (the “Expenditures” and each, an “Expenditure”)
made on and after that date that is no more than 60 days prior to adoption of this Resolution.
The City reasonably expects on the date hereof that it will reimburse the Expenditures with the
proceeds of the Future Bonds.

Each Expenditure was and will be either (a) of a type properly chargeable to a
capital account under general federal income tax principles (determined iri each case as of
the date of the Expenditiire), (b) a cost of issuance with respect to the Future Bonds, (c) a
nonrecurring item that is not customarily payable from current revenues, or (d) agranttoa
party that is not related to or an agent of the City so long as such grant does not impose any

obligation or condition (directly or indirectly) to repay any amount to or for the benefit of the
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City. The maximum aggregate principal amount of the Future Bonds expected to be issued
for the Project is $500,000,000. The City shall make a reimbursement allocation, which is a
written allocation by the City that evidences the City’s use of proceeds of the applicable series
of Fut_ure Bonds to reimburse an Expenditure, no later than 18 months after the later of the -
date on which the Expenditure is paid or the Project is placed in service or abandoned, but in
no event more than three years after the date on which the Expenditure is paid. The City
recognizes that exceptions are available for certain “preliminary expenditures,” costs of
issuance, certain de minimis amounts, expenditures by “small issuers” (based on the year of
issuance and not the year of expenditure) and expenditures for construction projects of at
least 5 years.

Section 7. Documents referenced in this resolution are on file with the Clerk of the

Board of Supervisors in File No. \H0S0% , Which is hereby declared to be a part of

this resolution as if set forth fully herein.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DENNIS J. HERRERA
City Attorney

By: \_LJZN\M@'% L WU\M(Q
KENNETH DAVID ROUX
Deputy City Attorney

n:\legana\as2014\1400378\00923255.doc
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SAN FRANCISGO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

General Plan Referral 1650 Mission S,

Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Date: May 28, 2014 Reception;
415.558.6378
Case 2014.0524R Fax:
Transportation 2030 General Obligation Bond 415.558.6400
Block/Lot No.: Various, Citywide : Planning
Information:
415.558.6377
Project Sponsor: San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency

1 South Van Ness Avenue
" San Francisco, CA 94103

Staff Contact: - Menaka Mohan - (415) 575-9141
menaka. mohan@sfoov.org

Recommendation: Finding the proposed General Obligation Bond, on balance, in conformity
with the General Plan. The bond would provide up to $500,000,000 for
critical transportation needs to improve Muni service and make streets
safe for all users.

Recommended
By:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City and County of San Francisco is proposing a $500 million General Obligation Bond for the
November 2014 ballot. The purpose of the Bond is to improve road conditions, transit service, and street
safety in San Francisco. This $500 million Bond will address the urgent need to improve streets and safety
for all users and fund Muni infrastructure upgrades for more efficient and reliable operations.

A significant capital investment in the transit system made possible by this Bond will include improved
transit service through physical changes to transit corridors, improve safety and accessibility of the Muni
system, and jumpstart the long-term renovation program of Muni’s maintenance and storage facilities. This
improved Muni, in turn, will promote social equity, environmental sustainability, affordability, and access
to the city’s housing, jobs, and recreation. ‘

These funds will also create safer streets by improving the walking and bicycling environment in the city to

reduce collisions, improve safety at intersections, and increase the comfort and accessibility of the bicycle
network.

Www.»sfpiannmg.org



CASE NO. 2014.0524R
GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND TO FUND
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

The Transportation 2030 Bond Program is comprised of seven categories outlined below, along with some
project elements for each category.

(1) Provide faster and more reliable transit-The Bond aims to add transit bulbs/boarding islands and

accessible platforms; ad turn lanes, turn restrictions, and.transit-only lanes; and remove stop signs
and install traffic signals - _
(2) Improve safety and accessibility at tran51t stops-The Bond seeks to address safety and accessibility
issues by constructing new escalators and boarding islands and improving the reliability of
BART/Muni escalators
(3) Fix obsolete Muni facilities to create productive working conditions and improve vehicle
maintenance-The Bond will renovate SFMTA transit facilities and bring them up to modern

standards of construction and seismic safety; rehabilitate and reconfigure SFMTA’s existing
facilities to optimize operations; and upgrade and expand washing and fueling stations.

(4) Invest in development of critical capital projects along key corridors-The Bond will address
congestion issues along key transit corridors by evaluating and redesigning these streets to
optirnize their performance.

(5) Improve pedestrian safety through focused engineering efforts at high-injury locations-The Bond
will address pedestrian safety through building refuge islands, speed tables, corner curb bulbouts,
and other counter measures to improve safety for people walking.

(6) Install modern traffic signals to improve safety and mobility-The Bond aims to effectively manage

traffic congestion by updating traffic signals and operations to improve visibility of the signals

(7) Build ‘Complete Streets” that enable safe, convenient and comfortable travel for all users and
provide safer, well-defined bikeways-The Bond aims to address these issues by installing curb
bulbs, raised crosswalks, improved sidewalks at intersection corners, and other street
improvements to improve safety for all roadway users.

“

Individual projects funded by the bond program will require additional project level General Plan Referral
and Environmental Reviews as they are identified.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The Category 1 covered under TEP EIR certified 3/27/14. Categories 2-7 are not defined as a project under
CEQA Guidelines Sections 15378 & 15060(c)(2) because it does not result in a physical change in the
environment

GENERAL PLAN COMPLIANCE AND BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

The proposed Bond to fund Transportation Ifnprovements is, on balance, in conformity with the General
Plan, as described in the body of this Case Report. If the Bond is approved and funds for transportation
improvements become available, some projects may require project-level General Plan referrals, as -
required by San Francisco Charter §4.105 and § 2A.53 of the Administrative Code, Environmental Review
and/and other discretionary actions by the Planning Department. :

SAN FRANCISGO ' 2
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CASE NO. 2014.0524R
GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND TO FUND
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

Note:. General Plan Objectives are shown in BOLD UPPER CASE font; Policies are in Bold font; staff
comments are in italic font.

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 1

MEET THE NEEDS OF ALL RESIDENTS AND VISITORS FOR SAFE, CONVENIENT AND
INEXPENSIVE TRAVEL WITHIN SAN FRANCISCO AND BETWEEN THE CITY AND OTHER
PARTS OF THE REGION WHILE MAINTAINING THE HIGH QUALITY LIVING ENVIRONMENT
OF THE BAY AREA.

POLICY 1.2
Ensure the safety and comfort of pedestrians throughout the city.

Safety is a concern in the development and accommodation of any part-of the transportation system, but
safety for pedestrians (which includes disabled persons in wheelchairs and other ambulatory devices)
should be given priority where conflicts exist with other modes of transportation. Even when the bulk of a
trip is by transit, automobile or bicycle, at one point or another nearly every person traveling in San
Francisco is a pedestrian.

Comment: The Bond, as it is proposed to be revised, would provide additional funds for improved pedestrian safety
through building refuge islands, speed tables, corner curb bulb-outs, and other counter-measures to improve safety for
people walking.

OBJECTIVE 14

DEVELOP AND IMPLEMENT A PLAN FOR OPERATIONAL CHANGES AND LAND USE POLICIES
THAT WILL MAINTAIN MOBILITY AND SAFETY DESPITE A RISE IN TRAVEL DEMAND THAT
COULD OTHERWISE RESULT IN SYSTEM CAPACITY DEFICIENCIES.

POLICY 14.2
Ensure that traffic signals are timed and phased to emphasize transit, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic as
part of a balanced multi-modal transportation system.

Comment: The proposed Bond, if approved, would install modern traffic signals to improve safety and mobility

OBJECTIVE 20

GIVE FIRST PRIORITY TO IMPROVING TRANSIT SERVICE THROUGHOUT THE CITY,
PROVIDING A CONVENIENT AND EFFICIENT SYSTEM AS A PREFERABLE ALTERNATIVE TO
AUTOMOBILE USE.

POLICY 20.9
Improve inter-district and intra-district transit service.

During non-peak hours, while travel to downtown for shopping and entertainment is still substantial,
there is much more travel between and within districts in the city. In a "grid" network of transit services,

SAN FRANCISCO » 3
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CASE NO. 2014.0524R
GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL . ' GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND TO FUND
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

the potential to improve inter- and intra-district transit travel relies on improving certain important cross-
town lines. Transit service on these lines should be frequent, well-coordinated with other transit services
and corridors, and as quick and direct as possible.

Comment: The proposed Bond, if approved, would provide faster and more reliable transit

POLICY 21.11
Ensure the maintenance and efficient operation of the fleet of transit vehicles.

Consideration should be given with every transportation system funding and development decision to
‘maintaining and operating transit vehicles and the facilities that support them.

Comment: The proposed Bond, if apﬁroved, would fix obsolete Muni facilities to create productive working conditions
and improve vehicle maintenance

OBJECTIVE 23
IMPROVE THE CITY'S PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION SYSTEM TO PROVIDE FOR EFFICIENT,
PLEASANT, AND SAFE MOVEMENT.

POLICY 236
Ensure convenient and safe pedestrian crossings by minimizing the distance pedestrians must walk to
cross a street. :

Appropriate treatments may include widening sidewalks at corners to provide more pedestrian queuing
space and shorter crosswalk distances, especially where streets are wide. Large pedestrian islands should
be installed to provide pedestrians with a safe waiting area while crossing where traffic volumes are high
and/or streets are unusually wide. Consideration should be given to bicycle movement and the efficient
operation of transit service in sidewalk widenings.

Corner bulbs reduce the crossing distance and provide more corner queuing space. The reduced crossing
distance makes crossing safer, while the increased queuing area reduces the corner overcrowding that
often spills into the street. Care should be taken not to constrain the movement of bicycles and fransit
vehicles in the design of sidewalk bulbs. Corner bulbs should be designed to shorten crossing distance and
enhance visibility to the maximum extent possible while still retaining necessary vehicle movements.

Comment: The proposed Bond, if proposed, would improve pedestrian safety through focused engineering efforts at
high-injury locations. This could include addressing pedestrian safety through building refuge islands, speed tables,
corner curb bulb-outs, and other counter-measure to improve safety for people walking.

SAN FRANCISCO : 4
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CASE NO. 2014.0524R
GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND TO FUND
. TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

RECOMMENDATION: Finding the General Obligation Bond, on balance,
in-conformity with the General Plan

If approved, the following types of projects funded by the Bond should be referred to the
Planning Department to determine whether they require separate General Plan referral(s),
pursuant to Section 4.105 of the Charter and Sections 2A.52 and 2A.53 of the Administrative
Code or other authorization:

= Demolition of buildings / structures
= Construction of new buildings / structures
» Additions to existing structures (enlargement)

PROPOSITION M FINDINGS — PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1

Planning Code Section 101.1 establishes Eight Priority Policies and requires review of discretionary
approvals and permits for consistency with said policies. The Project, the proposed $500,000,00 General
Obligation Bond for Transportation Improvements, proposed to be placed on the November 2014 ballot, is
found to be consistent with the Eight Priority Policies as set forth in Planning Code Section 101.1 for the
following reasons:.

Eight Priority Policies Findings
The subject project is found to be consistent with the Eight Priority Policies of Planning Code Section 101.1
in that: ‘

The proposed project is found to be consistent with the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section
101.1 in that: ‘

1. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future opportunities
for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced.

The project will not displace or restrict access to any existing neighborhood-serving or restrict future
opporturnities.

2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to preserve the
cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhood. '

The project will not displace any existing housing.
3. That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.

The project will not adversely irﬁpact the City's supply bf affordable housing and existing neighborhood housing
will be preserved. '

‘4. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or neighborhood
parking.

SAN FRANCISCO 5
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CASE NO. 2014.0524R
GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND TO FUND
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

The project seeks to improve transit services, reduce travel time, and install modern traffic signals, all of which
will yield safer and efficient roadways. No specific projects have been identified and the Bond is a financing
mechanism for future improvements.

5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors from
displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for residential
employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced..

The project will not displace any individual businesses.

6. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in an '
earthquake.

Improvements to existing transit facilities will bring them up to modern standards of construction and seismic
safety. These efforts will help increase the City's preparedness again injury and loss of life in an earthquake.

7. That Jandmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The project would not have an adverse effect on landmarks or historic buildingé. No specific projects have been
identified and the Bond is a financing mechanism for future improvements. i

8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from development. |

The project will not impact parks and open spaces.

SAN FRANGISGO 6
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Legislation Introduced with the Mayor's Proposed FY 2014-15 and FY 2015-16 Budget

Ordinance
or
Description of Legislation Resolution
1ART - Administrative Code - Use of Art Enrichment Funds and Maintenance of Public Art Ordinance
ADM - Administrative Code - County Cletk's Fees Ordinance
CON - Neighborhood Beautification and Graffiti Clean-up Fund Tax Designation Ceiling Resolution
CON - Resolution Adjusting the Access Line Tax with the Consumer Price Index of 2014 Resolution
CON - Existing Prop J Contracts ' Resolution
CPC - Planning Code - Fee Elimination Ordinance
DBI - Use of Repair and Demolition Fund for Telegraph Hill Stabilization Ordinance
DBI - Building Code - Temporary Fee Reduction Ordinance
DPH : Public Health Rates for FY 2014-15 and FY 2015-16 Ordinance
DPH - Accept & Expend Resolution for State Grants Resolution
DPH - SFGH - Resolution Authorizing Issuance of Lease Revenue Commercial Paper Notes _|[Resolution
DPW -.Subdivision Code - Fee to Set Monuments ’ Ordinance
HSA - Allocation Plan for the Human Services Care Fund Resolution
MOHCD - Eliminating Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development Escrow
Account Administrative Fee Ordinance
MOHCD - SFHA - Waiver of Payment in Lieu of Taxes from the Housing Authority of the
City and Couaty of San Francisco Resolution
MYR - Budget Savings Incentive Fund (BSIF) Expenditure Plan Resolution
OCII - Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure Budget Resolution
OCII - Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure Interim Budget Resolution
Public Education Enrichment Fund - Children & Families Commission Resolution
Public Education Enrichment Fund - Unified School District Resolution
TIDA - Treasure Island Development Authority Budget _ Resolution
TIDA - Treasure Island Development Authority Interim Budget Resolution
WAR - Appropriation for the Department of War Memorial Ordinance
WAR - Authorizing Issuance of Commercial Paper Notes Resolution




. SAN FRANCISCO
' MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

RESOLUTION No. 14-041

WHEREAS, The Strategic Plan requires that the SFMTA, in the context of the “Transit
First” policy, make transit and other non-personal vehicle-oriented transportatlon modes the
preferred means of travel; and

- WHEREAS, The Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP) is a major SFMTA m1t1at1ve to
improve Muni and help meet the Strategic Plan’s mode shift goals; and

WHEREAS, The gods of the TEP are to improve Muni travel speed, reliability and
safety, make Muni a more attractive transportation mode, improve cost-effectiveness of Mum :
operations and assist in unplementmg the City’s Transit Eirst policy; and

WHEREAS, The SFMTA applied to the Planning Department for environmental review
of the TEP under the Californid Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code Sections
' 21000 et seq., (CEQA), on June 25, 2011, and the Planning Department determinéd that an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was required and provided public notice of that
determination by publication in a newspaper of general circulation on November 9; 2011; and

- WHEREAS, On July 10, 2013, the Planning Department published the Transit
Effectiveness Project Draft Environmental Iimpact Report (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 notlce

“was mailed to the: Department’s list of persons requesting such notice; and

WHEREAS, Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public
hearing were posted 4t the San Francisco County Clerk’s Office, on trarisit vehicles, and on the
Planning Department’s web site on July 10, 2013, and copies were provided to all pubhc libraries
within San Francisco; and

WHEREAS, On July 10,2013, copies-of the DEIR were malled or otherwise delivered to
a list of persons requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, and to
“ government agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on the
DEIR on August 15, 2013 and received public comment on the DEIR; the period for acceptance
of written coinments ended on September 17,2013; and
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WHEREAS, The Planning Department prepared responses to comments on
environmental issues received at the public hearing and in writing during the 67 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 Responses to
Comments document, published on March 13,2014, and

: WHER.EAS, ,The Planning Department prepared a Final Environmental Impact Report
(FEIR), consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the review .
process, any additional information that became available, the Responses to Comments
document, and the Supplemental Service Variants Memorandum dated March 13, 2014, all as
~ required by law; and

WHEREAS, Environmental review files have been made available for review by the
SFMTA Board and the public. (Planning Department File No. 2011.0558E.)These files are
available for public review at the Planning Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, and are
part of the record before the SFMTA Board; and

' WHEREAS, On March 27, 2014, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the
FEIR and found that its contents and the procedures through which the FEIR was prepared,
publicized, and reviewed complied with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guldelmes and
Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, and

WHEREAS, The Planning Comm;tssmn found that the FEIR reflects the independent
judgment and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and
- objective, and that the Responses to Comments document, the Supplemental Service Variants
Memorandum, and all relevant errata contain no significant revisions to the DEIR, and certified
the completion of the FEIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission’s CEQA certification motion is on file with the
Secretary to the SFMTA Board of Directors and is incorporated herein by this reference; now,
therefore be it

_ RESOLVED, That the SFMTA Board of Directors approves the Service Policy
Framework as identified in the FEIR and incorporated herein by this reference; and be it further

RESOLVED, That the SFMTA Board of Directors approves the Transit Preferential
Streets “Toolkit” as identified in the FEIR and incorporated herein by this reference; and be it
further :

RESOLVED, That the SFMTA Board of Directors approves at a programmatic and
conceptual level the Service Improvements, Service-Related Capital Improvements and both the
Moderate and Expanded Travel Time Reduction Proposals Alternatives identified in the FEIR
and incorporated herein by this reference; and be it further
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. RESOLVED, That, in taking this approval action, the SFMTA Board of Directors adopts
CEQA Findings, which include rejecting alternatives identified in the FEIR as infeasible and
adopting a statement of overriding considerations, attached to this Resolution as Enclosure A and
incorporated herein by this reference; and be it further '

RESOLVED, That the SFMTA Board of Directors adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) attached to this Resolution as Enclosure B; and be it further

. RESOLVED, That the SFMTA Board authorizes the Director of Transportation to direct
staff to continue with obtaining otherwise necessary approvals and to carry out the actions to
implement the Project.

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Municipal Transportation Agency
Board of Directors and the Parking Authority Commission at their meeting of March 28, 2014.

(. oz

Secretary, Municipal Transportation Agency
Board and Parking Authority Commission
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ENCLOSURE A

TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT,

INCLUDING THE SERVICE POLICY FRAMEWORK, .
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT FINDINGS:
FINDINGS OF FACT, EVALUATION OF MITIGATION MEASURES AND
ALTERNATIVES, AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
- SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY

_ BOARD OF DIRECTORS

In determining to apprave the Transit Effectiveness PrOject'(the “Project”) described in Section |,
Project Description below, the San Franmsco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of
Directors (the “SFMTA Board”) makes and adopts the following findings of fact and decrsrons
regarding significant impacts, mitigation measures, and alternatives, and adopts the statement
of overriding consideratrons based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this .
proceedrng and, under the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") Callfomla Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq. ("CEQA"), particularly Sections 21081 and.21081.5,
the Guidelines for Implementatlon of CEQA (‘CEQA Gurdellnes") 14 Calrfornla Code of.
Regulatlons Sectlons 15000 et seq particularly Sections 15091 through 15093 and Chapter. 31
of the San Francisco Admlnrstratlve Code. These fi ndlngs comprise ENCLOSURE Ato the
associated Board of Directors Resolutlon

Thie document is organized as follows:

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

Sectlon | |dentn" ies the |mpacts found not to be slgnrﬁcant thatdo not requrre mltlgatlon;

Section Il identifies potentlally significant |mpacts that can be avoided or reduced to Iess-than-
srgnlf cant Ievels through mltlgatlon and descrlbes the dlsposmon of the mitlgatlon measures

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

Section V evaluates the different PrOJect alternatives and sets forth the economic, legal, social,
technological, -and other considerations, and incorporatés by reference the reasoris set forth in
Section VI, that support approval of the Projéct and the rejection of the altematlves or
elements thereof, analyzed as infeasible; and

Section Vi presents a sta__tement of overr|d|ng considerations setting forth specific reasons in
support of the Board’s actions to approve the Project despite its significant and unavoidable
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environmental impacts and its rejectlon of the alternatives not incorporated into the Project as
mfeasnbte

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP”) containing the mitigation measures
from the Final Enwronmental Impact Report (‘FEIR") that have been proposed for adoption is

- attached with these fmdmgs as Attachment B to the assomated Board of Directors Resolution.
The MMRRP Is required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091, The
MMRP provides a table setting forth each mitigation measure listed in the FEIR for the Project
that is requnred to reduce or avoid a significant adverse impact and that is made a condition of
approval. The MMRP also spec:ﬁes the. agency responsible for implementation of each measure
and estabhshes monitoring actions and a monitoring schedule. The full text of the mitigation
measures is set forth-in the MMRP.

These fi ndmgs are based upon substantlal evidence in the entire record before the SFMTA
Board. The references set forth in these findings to certain pages or sections of the Draft 4
Environmental Impact Report (‘DEIR” or “DEIR") or the Responses to Comments document
("RTC") are for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the
evidence relied upon for these findings. The DEIR and the Responses to Comments document,
together with the Supplemental Service Varianits Memorandum dated March 13, 2014 and
Errata dated March 27, 2014, comprise the FEIR.

L APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT
A.  Project Description

The Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP) is comprised of a Service Policy Framework, Service
Improvements and Service Variants, Service-related Capital Improvements, and Travel Time
Reduction Proposals (“TTRPs"), including the Transit Preferential Streets Toolkit. The TEP
includes locations throughout the 49-square-mile City and County of San Franmsco andis a
program comprised of a group of varied projects and proposals The TEP components will be
implemented on public land and within the public right-of-way throughout the City, on property - -
largely under.the jurisdiction of the San Francisco Public Works Department and the SEMTA.

The proposals that comprise the TEP vary in the level of detail provided, from highly specific
redesigns, including capital improvements, along-certain transportation corridors to more
conceptual policy recommendations. Accordingly, and pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections
15161 and 15168, the F EIR analyzed portions of the TEP at a “project-level” where the amount '
and type of information available for those components lent itself to a detailed and specific
analysis of all potential environmental impacts, and other portions were analyzed at a “program-
level’ (a more conceptual level) when the detalls about and current level of de5|gn for a
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component did not allow. for a project-level analysis. In particular, the Service Policy
Framework; 5 of the 12 Service-related Capital Improvements, and 6 of the 17 Travel Time *
Reduction Proposals (TT RPs) were analyzed at a program level. ‘

The description provided here summarizes the project description provided in.the FEIR, which,
as noted above, is comprised of the DEIR, the RTC, a_nd the Supplemental Service Variant
Memorandum. Please see Chapter 2 of the FEIR for a more detailed description of the TEP
project. . :

1. The Service Policy Framework

The Service Policy Framework sets forth transit service delivery objectives that support the’
SFMTA Strategic Plan goals, and identifies a varrety of actions to rmplement these objectives.
The Service Polrcy Framework wrlI ‘guide how mvestments are made to the Muni system and is
rntended to |mprove system relrabrllty and reduce transd travel time as well as improve customer
service. These objectrves |nclude the effectrve allocatron of transit resources, the effi cient
delivery of- servrce the |mprovement of servrce rehabrlity and reduction in transrt travel tlme and
an improvement i in customer servrce Most lmportantly, the Pollcy Framework would organrze
Muni transrt service lnto four dlstrnct transrt categorres

+ Rapid Network: These heavily used bus and rail lines form the backbone of the Muni
system. With vehicles arriving frequently and transit priority enhancements along the
routes, the Rapid network delivers speed and reliability. whether customers are heading
across town, or simply traveling a few blocks — : '

e Local Network: Also known as "Grid” routes, these long routes combine with the Rapid :
network to form an expansive core system that lets customers get to their destinations .

~ with no more than a short walk, or.a, seamless transfer. .

. Communrty Connectors: Also known as "Crrculators" these Irghtly used bus routes
predomrnantly circulate through San Francisco’s hillside residential. nerghborhoods filling

|in gaps in coverage and connecting customers-to the core network :

o Specralrzed Services: These routes augment existing service during specific times of day
to serve a specific need, or serve travel demand related to special events. They include
express service, owl service, and special event trips to serve sportlng events, large
festivals and other San Francisco activities. - ‘

2. Service Improvements and Service Variants

The Service Improvements and Service Variants include creation of new transit routes, changes
in the alignment of some existing routes, elimination of underused routes or route. segments;
changes to headways and hours of service, changes to the day of the week for service, and
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changes to the mix of local/limited/express service on several routes: The Service -
Improverments were developed based oh a comprehensive evaluation of the overall transit
network and public input from community meetings. - Specifically, these proposals include:

* - Increasing frequency of transit service along heawly used corridors;
¢ Creating new routes; :
* Changing existing route alignments;
 Eliminating underutilized routes or route segments;
~» Introducing larger buses on crowded routes;
e Changing the mix of local/limited/express service;
e Expanding limited services. '

In addition, the SFMTA mcluded a number of possnble variants to these service changes
(mcludmg recent service vanants developed as part of the public outreach process and
summarized in the Supplemental Service Variants Memorandum of March 13, 2014) that are
proposed as part of the proyect to allow for fleXIblllty in the phasing and implementation of the
Service Improvements Proposed Service Variants mostly include modifications to portlons of
some routes or change the type of vehicle used on some routes. In addition, many of the
service variants work in concert to improve service along a particular corridor or neighborhood.

3. Servicé-Related Capital lmprovements

Some of the Service Improvefents will be supported by Service-related Capital lmprovements
The Service-related Capital Improvements include the following: a) Transfér and Terminal Point
improvements, which include installation of overhead wiring and poles; installation of new
switches, -bypass rails, and/or transit bulbs; expansion of transit zones; and modification of
sidewalks at stops to accommodate substantial passenger interehanges and/or to provide for

- transit vehicle layovers; b) Overhead Wire Expansion capital improvements to support service
route-changes for electric trolley routes and provide bypass wires to allow trolley coaches to
pass one another on existing routes; c) Systemwide Capital Infrastructure projects, such as
installation of new-accessible platforms to improve system accessibility across the llght rail
network. -

4, Travel Time Reduction Proposals (TTRPs), Using the Transit Preferential Streets
(TPS) Toolkit : ) '

The Travel Time Reduction Proposals (TTRPs) will implement roadway and transit stop changes
to reduce transit delay on the most heavily used routes that make up the backbone of the Muni
system, which is referred to as the Rapid Network. The SFMTA has identified a set of 18
standard roadway and traffic engineering elements that can be used to reduce transit travel time
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along a transit corridor. Collectively, these toolsor elements are called the Transit Preferential
Streets Toolkit (“TPS Toolkit”). The TPS Toolkit elements will be-applied to 17 Rapid Network
transit corridors to improve operation of the Muni system. These elements. mclude

. Tran5|t Stop Changes: removing or consolldatlng transnt stops movmg stop locations at
intersections; adding transit bulbs; adding transit boarding islands; increasing transit
stop lengths; converting flag stops to transit zones; :

o Land Modifications: establishing transit-only lanes; establishing transit queue
jump/bypass lanes; establishing dédicated tumn lanes W|den|ng travel lanes through

. lane reductions; - :

‘e Parking-and Turn Restrlctlons lmplement turnlng restrlct|ons widening travel lanes

through parklng restrictions; installing traffic signals at uncontrolied and two-way stop-
.controlled intersections; installing traffic signals at all-way- stop-controlled intersections;
replacing all-way stop-controls with traffic calming measures at intersections;

e Pedestrian Improvements: mstalhng pedestrian refuge islands; installing pedestnan

" bulbs; and WIdenlng sldewalks

The TEP proposes to apply the TPS ‘Toolklt to 17 Rapid Network corridors throughout the City. :
Using the TPS Toolkit, the SFMTA has developed specific corridor designs for 11 of the 17
proposed TTRP corridors. These corridor designs weré thus analyzed at a project- level in the -
FEIR. Project variants were also included as part of these project-level TTRPs. Three of the
TTRPs (TTRP.14, TTRP.22 and TTRP.30_1)-include variants with. different designs on one or
more segments of the route. TTRP routes with no design’ variants at the project level inciude
TTRP.5, TTRP.8x, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.J, TTRP.N; TTRP.9, TTRP.71 and TTRP.L. The SFMTA
developed conceptual planning for the remaining 6 TTRP corridors, for which specific corridor
designs will be developed at a later stage of the project. These corridor designs were thus
analyzed at a programmatlc level in the FEIR. '

For each of the project-level TTRPs, the SFMTA developed two specific corridor designs
comprlsed of TPS Toolkit elements: a moderate option, referred to as the “TTRP Moderate .

. Alternative;” and an expanded option, referred to as the “TTRP Expanded Alternative." This
was done because, although the TEP program was examined in one environmental document in
order to understand the full scope of its-potential cumulative environmental impacts, the TEP is
actually a collection of projects and proposaﬂls, which, while related, may be implemented at
various times and, in many cases, independently of each other. Thus, these altemnatives
bracket a range of feasible optlons that accompllsh the SFMTA's objectlves for the TEP and
describe and analyze the scope of potential phys1cal enwronmental impacts that would result
from implementing a combination of elements from both altematlves These two alternatives are
described and analyzed at an equal level of detail in the FEIR. |
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Under either alternative, the Service Policy Framework, the Service Improvements, Service
Variants, the Service-related Capital Improvements, and the TPS Toolkit as applied to the
program-level TTRP corridors would be implemented. The différence between the two
alternative projects is that under the TTRP Moderate Alternative, these elements would be
implemented in combination with a “moderate” number of TPS Toolkit elements along certain
Rapid Network corridors, and, under the TTRP Expanded Alternative, these elements would be
implemented in combination with an “expanded” number of TPS Toolkit elements along the
same Rapld Network corridors.

Please note that when the DEIR was published, the SFMTA had developed project-level details
for only 8 of the 17 TTRP corridors. Subseduently, SFMTA staff developed project-level details
for three more of the TTRPs, using the TPS Toolkit. With this additional detail, the TTRP.L,
TTRP.S, and TTRP.71_1 Moderate and Expanded Alternatives were analyzed at a project level
of detail in the RTC document, These three TTRPs would have the same significant and less-
than-significant impacts as the eight project-level TTRPs analyzed in the DEIR and the same
mitigatiors measures would be applicable. Chapter 2 of the RTC document, Project Description
Revisions, provides a detailed description of the three additional project-level TTRPs and a
. summary of their significant and less-than-significant impacts. Chapter 5 of the RTC document,
DEIR Revisions, presents the results of the impact analyses of the new three project-level
TTRPs as integrated into EIR Chapter 4, Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation
‘Measures and Chapter 6, Alternatives. Thus, 11 of the 17 TTRPs are ‘analyzed at the project-
level in the FEIR. In addition, the descriptions and analyses of TTRP.N and TTRP.5 Moderate
and Expanded Alternatives were updated in the FEIR based on minor design modifications to
these two project components that occurred after the DEIR was published.

B. Project Objectives

The FEIR discusses several Project objectives identified by the SFMTA as Project Sponsor.
The objectives are:

» To improve, to the greatest extent possible, transit speed, reliability and safety by
redesigning routes; to reduce travel time along high-ridership corridors by optimizing
transit stop locations, implementing traffic engineering changes, and constructing capital
infrastructure projects; and to improve safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, and riders at
intersections by mtroducmg infrastructure changes (e.g. pedestnan bulbs, transit bulbs,
etc.) that lead to safer transit operation. :

» To make Muni a more attractive transportation mode and increase transit ridership
through both attracting new riders and increasing use by current riders by: serving major
origin-destination patterns, such as between regional transit connections and major
employment sites; providing direct and efficient service through reduction or elimination
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of circuitous route segments; reducing crowding through shifting resources to improve
customer comfort and decreasing pass-ups; and.redesigning routes to maximize
ndershlp '

e Toi lmprove the cost-effectweness and productlwty of tran3|t operations by improving
network efﬁcnency and reducing system redundancy by implementing service
modtf cations that include route restructuring, frequency improvements, vehicle-type

' changes, and hours of serwce adjustments

¢ Toimplement more fully the City's Transit First Policy by providing clear dlrectlon for
managing transportatlon il San Francisco with the goals of prowdlng service to all -
residents within a quarter mile of 95 percent of the Muni service area and prlontlzmg ‘
transit operations in hlgh-ndershlp corridors over automoblle delay and on-street ‘
parking. :

C. Environmental Review

The San Francisco Planning Department, as lead agency, prepared a‘Notice of Preparation
(“NOP") and Notice of Public Scoping Meetings on November 9, 2011, and held two Public
Scoping Meetings on December 6 and 7, 2011.

The NOP was distributed to the State Clearinghouse and mailed to local; state, and federal
agencies and to other interested parties on November 9, 2011, initiating a 30-day- public
comment period extending through December 9,2011. A copy of the NOP is available in
Appendix 1 in Volume 2 of the EIR. The Public Scoping Meetings were held at the SFMTA
offices, One South Van Ness Avenue, in San Francisco. ‘Thé purpose of the meetings was to
present information about the proposed Project to the public and receive-public input regarding
the scope of the EIR analyses. Attendees were-provided an opportunity to voice commments on
concems regarding the project; translators were available for Chinese- and Spamsh-speaklng
attendees if needed. :

Oral comments were provided by 21 individuals at the Public Scoping Meetings. During the
public review-period, 29 public agencies and/or other interested parties' submitted comment
letters to the Planning-Department. Comments raised the following concerns related-to physical
environmental effects: aesthetics of various transit facilities, including overhead wires; the
potential for impacts on archeological resources; air quality impacts related to potential
increases in use of private passenger vehicles; the effects on traffic flow and potential for
diversions due to new transit and pedestrian bulbs; locations of and distance between transit
stops; the potential for-shifts in travel modes; concern abot loss of parking and loading;
pedestrian safety concerns; the envirohmental review process; suggested use of different
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approaches to the transportation |mpact analysis such as providing estimates of time saved
and requested variations on some service improvements.

The San Francisco Planning Department published an Initial Study on January 23, 2013. The
Initial Study was distributed to the State Clearinghouse and mailed to local, state, and federal
agencnes and to other interested parties on January 23; 2013, initiating a 30-day public
comment ‘period extending from January 24, 2013 through February 22, 2013 A copy of the
Initial Study is available in Appendix 2 in Vokume 2 ofthe EIR.

The San Francisco Plannmg Department then prepared a DEIR, which describes both of the
Project Alternatives; presents the environmental setting; identifies potential |mpacts ata
program-level or a project-level of detail for both Alternatives; presents mitigation measures for
impacts found to be significant or potentially significant; and summarizes the Project -
Alternatives and their impacts, and compares their impacts and those of the No Project
Alternative. In assessing construction and operational impacts of the Project, the DEIR also
considers the contribution of the Project impacts to cumulative impacts associated with the
Project in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions with
potential for impacts on the same resources.

Each environmental issue presented in the DEIR is analyzed with respect to significance criteria
that are based on the San Francisco Planning Department Environmental Planning DIVISIOI’I
("EP") guidance regarding the environmental effects to be considered significant, EP gundance
is, in turn, based on CEQA Gwdelmes Appendlx G, with some modlﬁcatlons

The Department published the DEIR on July 10, 2013, The DEIR was circulated to local, state,
and federal agencies and to interested organizations and individuals for review and comment
beginning on July 11, 2013 for a 87-day public review period, which ended on September 17,
2013. The San Francisco Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing to solicit
testimony on the DEIR on August 15, 2013. The Planning Department also received written
comments on the DEIR, sent through mail, hand-delivered, or by email.

The San Francisco Planning Department then prepared the Responses to Comments document
(“RTC"). This document, which provides written response to each comment received on the .
DEIR that raises environmental issues, was published on March 12, 2014, and includes copies
of all of the comments received on the DEIR and responses to those comments. The RTC
provided additional updated information and clarification on issues raised by commenters, as
well as Planning Department DEIR text changes. The text changes included more detailed
analyses, at a project level, for three transit Travel Time Reduction Proposal (TTRPs) for both
the Moderate and Expanded Alternatives that had previously been analyzed in the DEIR at a
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program level: the TTRP.L (L Taravat), TTRP.9 (9/9L San Bruno);, and TTRP.71_1 (71 Haight-
Noriega).

On March 13, 2013, the Planning Department publisShed a Supplemental Service Variants
Memorandum, which described and analyzed additional service variants developed as part of
the SFMTA's public outreach process. The Planning Department concluded that these additional
service variants would have the same environmental impacts and require the same mitigation
measures as the service variants already described and.analyzed in the DEIR, and.thus, no
additional environmental review was required nor was recirculation of the DEIR requ_i[ed.

The Planning Commission rewewed and conS|dered the FEIR, which is compnsed of the DEIR,
the RTC document and the Supplémental Service Variants Memiorandum, Errata dated March
27, 2014, and all of the supporting information. In certifying the FEIR, the Plannlng Commission
determined that it does not add- significant new informatiori to the: DEIR that would'| require
recirculation under CEQA because the FEIR contains no information revealing (1) any new
significant environmerital impact that would result from the project.or from a new mitigation
measure proposed to be implemented, (2) any substantial increase in the severity of a
previously identified environmental impact, (3) any feasible pro;ect altematlve or mitigation
measure considerably different from others previously analyzed that would clearly lessen the
environmental impacts of the:project, but that was rejected by the project's proponents, or (4)
that the DEIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that
meaningful public review and comment were precluded. -This SFMTA Board concurs in this -

- determination. ‘ ‘

D. App'roval Actiotis
1. Planmng Commlssmn Actlon
On March 27, 2014 the Plannlng Commission certlt" ed the FEIR. .

2. San Francisco Mumclpal Transportatlon Agency Board of Directors Actions

. Ap’proval of the Transit. Effectiveness Project including the Service Policy Framework:
e Approval of the implementation of certain parking and traffic measures in accordance
"~ with Section 201(c) of the Transportatlon Code

3. San Francisco Board of Supervisors Actions

The Planning Commission's certification of the FEIR may be appealed to the Board of
Supervisors. If appealed, the Board of Supervisors will determine whether to uphold the
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certification or to grant the appeal and remand the FEIR to the Planning Department for further
review. » :

Additiona| actions that may be taken by the Board of Supervisors are:’

. Review and approval of systern 6hanges related to any routa abandonments.
s Approval of ‘sidew'alk changes, upOn referral from the Department of Public Works.

4. Other San Franclsco Agency Actlons
) Approvai by the Department of Public Works of sndewalk leglslatlon and construction
period encroachment permits. '
. Approval by the San Franbisco Recreation and Park Commission of property
encroachments, if required. : ‘
.« Approval by the San Francisco Planning Department of any reqwred General Plan
Referrals :

5. Other—Local, State, and Federal Agencies

lmplementatfon of the Project will involve consultation with, or requnred approvals by, other local
state and federal regulatory agenmes including, but not llmlted to, the following:

» The Transportation Advisory Staff Committee (“TASC"): Coordination of all roadway and
transit changes

s  City of Daly City: Approval of |nstallat|on of a traffic signal and transit bulb in Daly City.

» California Department of Transportation ("Caltrans”) District 4: Approval of temporary
construction street encroachment permits within Caltrans rightsj-of-way.

To the extent that the identified mitigation measures require consultation with or approval by
these other agencies, the SFMTA Board urges these agencies to assist in implementing,
coordinating, or approving the mitigation measures, as appropriate to the particular measure.

6. Location and Custodian of Records

‘The DEIR and all documents referenced in or relied on by the Draft and FEIR, the DEIR public
hearing transcript, a copy of all letters regarding the EIR received during the Notice of

- Preparation and DEIR public review periods, the administrative record, the Responses to
Comments document, and the Supplemental Service Variants Memorandum, and background
documentation for the FEIR are located at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, San
Francisco. (Planning Department Case File No. 2011.0558E.) The Pianning Commission
Secretary, Jonas lonin, is the custodian of records for the Planning Department and the
Planning Commission.

10



Transit Effectiveness Project
SFMTA Board of Directors
'CEQA Findings

3/21/2014

All information, including written materials and testimony, concerning approval of the Project
and adoption of these findings, presented to the SFMTA Board or incorporated into reports
presented to the SFMTA Board, are jocated at the SFMTA offices at One South Van Ness ‘
Avenue, 7™ floor, San Francisco.

All files have been available to the SFMTA Board and the public for review inconsidering these
findings and whether to approve the Project.

E. Findings about Siéniﬁcant Environmental Impacts and _Mitig_ation Measures

The following Sections II, Ill, and IV set out the SFMTA Board of Directors’ findings about the
FEIR's determinations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures
proposed to address them. These findings provide the written analysis and conclusions of the
SFMTA’ Board regarding the environmental impacts of the Project and the mltlgatlon measures
included as part of the FEIR and adopted by the SFMTA Board as part of the Pro;ect To avoid
duplication and redundancy, and because the SFMTA Board agrees with, and hereby adopts
the conclusions in the FEIR, these findings will not repeat the analy5|s and conclusions in the
FEIR, but instead incorporate them by reference and rely upon them as substantial evidence
supporting these findings. . -

In maklng these findings, the’ SFMTA Board has conSIdered the oplnlons of SFMTA staff and
other City staff and experts, other agencles and members of the public. The SFMTA Board
finds that the determination of 5|gnrl' cance thresholds is a Judgment decision w1th|n the
dlscretlon of the SFMTA and the Clty and County of San FranCIsco the significance thresholds
used in the EIR are supported by substantlal ewdence in the record lncludlng the expert opinion
of the SFMTA and Clty staff; and the signifi cance thresholds used in the ElR provide reasonable
and approprlate means of assessing the S|gn|ﬁcance of the adverse enwronmental effects of the
Project. - '

. “These fi indings do not attempt to describe the full analysis of each environmental impact
contained in the FEIR. Instead, a full explanation of these environmental ﬁndlngs and
conclusions can be found in the FEIR, which includes its Initial Study presented i |n EIR Appendix
2, and these findings hereby incorporate by reference the discussion and analysrs in the FEIR
supporting the determlnatlons regarding the Prolect impacts and mltlgatlon measures de5|gned
to address those impacts. In making these findings, the SFMTA Board of Directors ratn‘” es,
adopts, and incorporatés in these findings the determinations and conclusions of the FEIR
relating to environmental impacts and mitigation measures, eXcept:to the extent any such
determinations are specifically and expressly modified by these findings. '
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As set forth below, the SFMTA Board adopts and incorporates the mitigation measures set forth
in the FEIR and the attached MMRP to substantially lessen or avoid the significant impacts of
the Project. The SFMTA Board intends to adopt all the mitigation measures proposed in the
FEIR. Accordingly, in the event a mitigation measure identified in the FEIR has inadvertently
been omitted in these findings or the MMRP, such mltlgatlon measure is hereby adopted and
lncorporated in the findings below by referénce. In addition, in the event the language
describing a mitigation measure set forth in these findings or the MMRP fails to accurately’

. reflect the mitigation measures in the FEIR due to a clerical error, the language of the policies
and implementation measures as set forth in the FEIR shall control. The impact numbers and
mitigation measure numbers used in these fi indings reflect the mformatlon contained in the
FEIR.

In the Sections II, il and IV below, the sarme ﬁnding’s_are made for a category of environmental
impacts aind mitigation measures: Rather than repeat the identical finding dozens of times to -
_address each and every S|gn|ﬁcant effect and mitigation measure, the initial finding obviates the
need for such repetition because in no instance is the SFMTA Board rejecting the conclusnons

of the FEIR or the mitigation measures identified in the FEIR for the Project.

The findings below include findings relevant to the TTRP Moderate Alternative and to the TTRP
Expanded Alternative. Under either alternative, the FEIR assumed that the Service Policy
Framework, the Service lmprovements Service Variants, the Service- related Capital
Improvements, and the TPS Toolkit as applied to the program-level TTRP corridors would be
implemented. It is not known at this time which specific alternative, or mixture of proposals from
the two alternatives, will be ultimately approved by the SFMTA Board for each TTRP corridor. It
is likely that, over time, a mix of the proposals described in the TTRP Moderate Alternative and
the TTRP Expanded Altemative will be ‘adopted and implemented along the various corridors.
Because of this, in taking this action, the SFMTA Board makes the following findings regarding
the potential for environmental impacts and required mitigation measures for both the TTRP
Moderate Alternative and the TTRP Expanded Alternative as each are described in the FEIR.

L. IMPACTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT AND THUS DO NOT REQUIRE
* MITIGATION -

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

Land Use and Land Use Planning
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Impacts LU-1, LU-2, and LU-3: The proposed Project would not physically- divide an’
established community, would not conflict with applicable land use plans, policies, or
regulations of an agency with jurisdiction over the-project adopted for the-purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect, or have a substantial adverse |mpact on
the existing character of the vncmlty

‘Impact C-LU-1: The proposed Project; in combination with other past, present, or

reasonably foreseeable future projects in the project vicinity, would not have a.
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulatrve land use or land use

planning impact.

Aesthetics

lmpacts AE- 1 and AE-2 The proposed Project would not have a substantial adverse
effect on a scenic vista or on scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and other features of the built or natural environment whrch contribute to a
scenic public sethng

lmpact AE:=3; The proposed Project would not degrade’ exrstlng visual character or
quallty of the project sites and surroundlngs '

lmpact AE-4 The proposed Pro;ect would not create a new source of substantlal light or

-glare that,would have a substantial adverse effect on day or nighttime views.
. Impact C-AE-1: The proposed Praject, in combination with other past, present, or

reasonably foreseeable future projects would not have a cumulatlvely conslderable

- contribution to a sigmﬁcant cumulative aesthetlcs impact.

Populatlon and Housmg

Impact PH-1: The proposed Pro;ect would not mduce substantlal populatlon growth
either directly or |nd|rectly

‘ lmpact PH-2: The proposed Pro;ect would not displace any exlstlng housing units or

create any demand for additional housing, or displace substantial numbers of people,

- necessitating the construction of replacement housing

lmpact C-PH- 1: “The proposed PrOJect in comblnatlon with other past present or
reasonably foreseeable future projects would not resultina cumulatively considerable
contrlbutlon fo SIgnlt” lcant cumulative |mpacts on populatlon or housmg

4

Cuitural and Paleontologlcal Resources

Impact CP-1: The proposed Project would not cause a substantlal adverse change in
the significance of an historic architectural resource.

Impact C-CP-1: The proposed Project, in'.combination with past present, and
reasonably foreseeable future projects in the vicinity, would not resultin a cumulatlvely
considerable contribution fo significant cumulatrve impacts on cultural resources or
archaeological resources.

13



Transit Effectiveness Project
SFMTA Board of Directors
CEQA Findings

3/21/2014

Transportation and Circulation

The proposed Project would not resuit in changes to air traffic patterns because the

project site is not located within an airport land use plan area or in the vicinity of a private

airstrip.

The proposed Project would not substantrally increase transportatron hazards duetoa
design feature or rncompatlble uses. . :

Impact TR-1 lmplementatron of the Service Policy Framework and the TEP project
components would not result in construction- related transportatlon impacts because of
their temporary and limited duration, »

Impact TR-2: Implementation of the Service Policy Framework Objectives A through D
would. not result in significant impacts to local or regional transit, traffic operatlons,
pedestrians and bicyclists, loading, emergency vehicle access, or parking.

Impact TR-4: Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective A, Actlon_s A.1,A2 and
A.4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B.4, Objective C, Actions C.1 and C.2, and
Objective D, Actions D.1 through D.4 would not result in significant traffic impacts.

Impact TR-6: Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective’A, Actions A.1, A.2 and
A.4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B.4, Objective C, Actions C.1 and C.2, and-
Objective D, Actions D.1 through D.4 would not result in significant loading impacts.

Impact TR-7: Implementatlon of all of the TPS Toolkit categorres Transit Stop Changes,
Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, Traffic Signal and Stop Sign
Changes, and Pedestrian Improvements, would not result in significant impacts to local
or regional transit, pedestrians and brcycles emergency vehicle access, or parkmg

Impact TR-9: Implementation of the following TPS Toolkit categories: Transit Stop
Changes, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic Signal and Stop Sign Changes,

. would not result in significant traffic impacts.

impact TR-11; lmplementatron of TPS Toolkit element category Traffic Signal and Stop
Sign Changes would not result in srgnlﬁcant loading impacts.

Impact TR-12: Implementation of program-level Service-related Capital Improvements
projects (TTPL.2, TTPL3, TTPL.4, OWE.6, and SCI.1) would not result in significant
impacts to local or reglonal transit, traffic operatrons pedestrians and bicyclists, loading,
emergency vehicle access, or parking.

Impact TR-13: Implementation of any of the TPS Toolkit categories: Transit Stop
Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, Traffic Signal and Stop
Sign Changes, and Pedestrian Improvements along the nine program-level TTRP
corridors would not result in significant impacts to local or regional transit, pedestrians
and bicyclists, emergency vehicle access, or parking. ,

Impact TR-15: Implementation of any TPS Toolkit elements within the following
categories: Transit Stop Changes, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic Signal and
Stop Sign.Changes, along the program-level TTRP corridors would not result in
significant impacts on traffic operations.
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Impact TR-17: Implementation of any of.the TPS Toolkit elements within the category
Traffic Signal and Stop Sign Changes along the program level TTRP corridors would not
result in significant loading impacts.

lmpact TR-18: Implementatron of the Service Improvements or Service Variants would
_ notresult in significant impacts to local or regional transit, traffic operatlons pedestrians
nd bicyclists, loading, emergency vehicle access, or parking.

Impact TR-19: ‘Impleméntation of the project-level Service-related Capital Improvement
projects (TTP1.2, OWE.1, OWE:1 Variant, OWE.2; OWE.3, OWE:4, OWE.5; and SCl.2)
* would not resultin significant impacts to local or regional transit, traffic operations,
pedestrians and bicyclists, loading, emergency vehicle access, or parking.

‘Impact TR=20: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
TTRP.J, TTRPL, TTRP.N, TTRP.5; TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14.
Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, or TI'RP 71_1 would not result in
significant impacts to locat or reglonal transit. -

~_ Impact TR-21: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the

" TTRP.J, TTRPL, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP22_1, TTRP.22_1
Variant 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, TTRP. 301 Varlant 1,
TTRP.30.:1 Variant 2, or TTRR.71_. 1 would not result in 5|gnrr cant |mpacts to local or
regional transit.

Impact TR-22; Implémentation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
TTRP.J, TTRPL, TTRPN, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14
Varant 2, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1; TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71_1 would have less-than-
srgnlﬁcant traffic |mpacts at78 study mtersectrons

- Impact TR-23: Implementationof the prOJect-level TTRP Expanded Altematlve for the
TTRP.J; TTRR.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.28 1, or TTRP. 71 1 would
have less-than-significant traffic impacts at 40 study intersections.

Impact TR-25:- Implementatron of the project-level TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would
have less-than-significant trafficimpacts at 19 study intersections unider Existing plus
Service Improvements and the TTRP. 14 Expanded Alternative conditions,

Impact TR-29: Implementation of the prOJect Jevel TTRP. 22 1 Expanded Alternatlve
‘would:have less-than-srgnrf icant traffic impacts at six study intefsections that would
“operateé at level of setvice ("LOS") D or better under Exrstrng plus Service Improvements

and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altematrve condltrons

lmpact TR-33: lmplementatlon of the prOJect-Ievel TTRP 221 Expanded Altematwe
Variant 1 would have less-than-significant traffic impacts at six study intersections that
would operate at'LOS D or better under: Existing plus Service Improvements and the -
TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altematrve Variant 1- condrtrons '

Impact TR-37: Implementatlon of the pro;ect-level TTRP. 22_1 Expanded Altematlve
Variant 2 would have less-than-significant traffic impacts at six study intersections that
would operate at LOS D or better under- Existing plus Service lmprovements and the

" TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 conditions:

Impact TR-39: Implementation of the prOJect-level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternatlve
would have less-than-significant traffic impacts at nine study y intersections that would
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-operate at LOS D or better under Existing plus Service lmprovements and the
TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative conditions.

Impact TR-41: Implementation of the projéct-level TTRP. 30 1 Expanded Alternative

- Variant 1.would have less-than-significant traffic impacts at nine study intersections that
- would operate at LOS D or better under Existing plus Service lmprovements and the
TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternatlve Variant 1 conditions.

Impact TR-43: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative

- Variant 2 would have less-than-significant traffic impacts at nine study intersections that
would operate at LOS D or better under Existing plus Service Improvements and the
TTRP.30_:1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 conditions.

Impact TR-44; Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
TTRPJ, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14
Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71 _1would not result in
significant impacts to pedestnans and blcycllsts

Impact TR-45; Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the
TTRPJ, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.8, TTRP.14, TTRP. 22_1,TTRP.22_1
Varjant 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_ 1 Expanded Alternative, TTRP. 30_1,-
TTRP.30_1 Variant 1 1, TTRR,30_1 Vanant 2, or TTRP.71_1-would not result i in S|gn|f icant
impacts to pedestnans and blcycllsts

. Impact TR-46: Implementation of the project-ievel TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1, or
TTRP.71_1 would not result in significant loading impacts.

Impact TR-47: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the

~ TTRF.J, TTRP.L, TTRPN, TTRR.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRF.22_1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 1,
TTRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_1, or TI'RP71 _1 would not result in significant loading

impacts. -

Impact TR-55: Implementation of the pro;ect-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14 Variant-1, TTRP.14
Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71_1 would not result in
significant impacts on emergency vehtcle access.

Impact TR-56: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the
TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1
Variant 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Varlant 1,
TTRP.30_1 Variant 2 2,orTTRP.71_1 would not result in 3|gnn" icant |mpacts on
emergency vehicle access.

Impact TR-57: Implementation of the pro;ect—level TTRP Moderate A!ternatlve for the
TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.8, TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14
Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, 'I'I‘RP 28_1, TTRR.30_1, or TTRP. [ would not result ina
S|gn|f|cant parktng lmpact

im pact TR-58 ‘Implementation of the pro;ect—level TTRP Expanded Alternatlve for the
TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRR.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1
Variant 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 1,

TTRP 30_1 Vanant 2,or TTRP.71_1 would not result in a signifi cant parking lmpact
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Impact. C-TR-4: Implementation of the Service Improvements-or Service Variants, in

- combination with past; present and reasonably foreseeable development in San
Francisco, would not contribute considerably to ridership at the regional transit
screenlines-on AC Transit, Caltrain, Golden Gate Transit, SamTrans, and other regional
ferry service under 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements only conditions.

Impact C-TR-5: The TPS Toolkit elements as applied in the program-level TTRP-
corridors, and Service Improvements with the TTRP Moderate Alternative would not
contribute considerably to ridership at the regional transit screenlines on AC Transit,
Caltrain, Golden Gate Trarisit, SainTrans, and other regional ferry sefvice under 2035
Cumulative plus Service Improvements and the TTRP Moderate Alternative conditions.

Impact C-TR-6: The TPS Toolkit elements as applied in program-level TTRP corridors,
‘and Service Improvements with the TTRP Expanded Alternative, in combination with
past, present and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would not
contribute considerably to ridership at the regional transit screenlines on AC Transit,
‘Caltrain, Golden Gate Transit, SamTrans, and other regional ferry service under 2035
Cumulative plus Service Improvements ‘and the TTRP Expanded Alternative conditions.

Impact C-TR-8: Implemenitation of the Service Policy Framework Objective A, Actions
A.1, A.2 and A.4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B.4, Objective C, Actions C.1.and C.2,
" and Objective D, Actions D.1 through D.4 and any of the TPS Toolkit elements within
‘categories: Transit Stop Changes, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic Signal and
Stop Sign Changes, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable
development in San Francisco, would have fess-than-significant traffic impacts under
2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and the TTRP Moderate Alternative
_conditions, and therefore would not contribute to any significant cumulative traffic

impacts.

'Impact C-TR-10: Implementation of the Service Policy Framework Objective A, Actions
A.1, A.2 and A 4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B.4, Objective C, Actions C.1and C.2,
and Objective D, Actions D:1 through D.4 and any of the TPS Toolkit elements within
categories: Transit Stop Changes, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic Sigrial and
Stop Sign Changes;, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable
development in San Francisco, would have less-than-significant traffic inpacts under
2035 Cumulative:plus Service Improvements and the TFTRP. Expanded Altérnative
conditions, and therefore would not contribute to any significant cumulative traffic

~ impacts. '

Impact C-TR-11: Implementation of the Service Improvements or Service Variants, in
combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development in San
Francisco, would have less-than-significant traffic impacts under 2035 Cumulative plus
- Service Improvements only conditions, and therefore would not contribute to any
significant cumulative traffic impacts. N ~ '

Impact C-TR-12; Implementation of the TTRP Moderate Alternative for the TTRP.J,
TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14 Variant 2,
TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71_1 would have less-than-significant
- traffic impacts under 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and the TTRP
Moderate Altemative conditions, and therefore would not contribute to any significant
cumulative traffic impacts.
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Impact C-TR-38: Implementation of the TTRP Expanded Alternative for the TTRP.J,
TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1

Variant 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 1,
TTRP.30_1 Variant 2, or TTRP.71_1, in combination with past, present and reasonably
foreseeable development in San Francisco, would not contribute considerably to
significant cumulative traffic impacts at 16 study intersections that would operate at LOS
E or LOS F undeér 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and the TTRP Expanded
Alternative conditions. o

Impact C-TR-39: Implementation of the TTRP Expanded Alternative for the TTRP.J,
TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1 Variant .
1, TTRRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 1, TTRP.30_1
Variant 2, or TTRP.71_1 would not result in significant cumulative traffic impacts at 48
study intersections that would operate at LOS D or better undér 2035 Cumulative plus
Service Improvements and the TTRP Expanded Alternative conditions.

Impact C-TR-40: Implementation of the Service Policy Framework and any of the TPS
Toolkit elements within categories: Transit Stop Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking
and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic Signal and Stop Sign Changes, and Pedestrian
Improvements as applied in program-level TTRP corridors, Service | mprovements or
Service Variants, and Service-related Capital Improvements, in combination with past,
present and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would have less-
than-significant cumulative pedestrian and bicycle impacts. '

Impact C-TR-41. Implementation of the Service Improvements or Service Variants and
the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5,
TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14 Variant 1 and TTRP Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1,
TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71_1, in combination with past, present and reasonably
foreseeable development in San Francisco, would have less-than-significant cumulative
pedestrian and bicycle impacts. : ‘

impact C-TR-42: Implementation of the Service Improvements or Service Variants and
the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5,
TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 2,
TTRR.28_1, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 2, or TTRP.71_1, in
combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development in San
Francisco, would have less-than-significant cumulative pedestrian and bicycle impacts.

Impact C-TR-46: Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective A, Actions A.1, A.2
and A4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B.4, Objective C, Actions C.1 and C.2,and
Objective D, Actions D.1 through D.4, TPS Toolkit Category Traffic Signal and Stop Sign
Changes as applied in program-level TTRP corridors, Service Improvements or Service
Variants; and Service-related Capital Improvements, in combination with past, present
and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would have less-than-
significant cumulative loading impacts.

Impact C-TR-47: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
TTRP.J, TTRPL, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1, or
TTRP.71_1, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development
in San Francisco, would have less-than-significant cumulative loading impacts.
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Impact C-TR-48: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the
TTRP.J, TTRPL, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 1,

. TTRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_1, or TTRP.71_1, in combination with past, present and
reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would have Iess-than-signiﬁcant

cumulative loading impacts. - - :

Impact C-TR-50: Implementation of the Service Policy Framework Objective A, Actions
A.1,A.2, and A.4, Objective B all actions, Objective C, Actions C.1 and C.2,and .
Objective D all actions, and any of the TPS Tookkit elements within categories: Transit
Stop Changes and Traffic Signal and Stop, Sign Changes, and Pedestrian Improvements
as applied in program-level TTRP corridors, Service Improvements, and Service-related
Capital Improvements, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable

devélopment in San Francisco, would have less-than-significant cumulative' parking

impacts.

' tmpact C-TR-51: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the

TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N; TTRP.5, TTRP:8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28_1,
TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71_1, in combination with past, present and reasonably

foreseeable development in San Francisco, would have less-than-significant cumuiative

parking impacts.

- Impact C-TR-53: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the

TTRP.J, TTRPL, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8%; TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1,
TTRP.30_1 Variant 1, TTRP.30_1 Varjant 2, or TTRP.71_1, in combination with past,
present and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would have less-.
than-significant cumulative parking impacts. ‘ '

Noisé’-a‘nd Vibration

The proposed Project is not located within an airport land use plan area, within two miles
of a.public or public use airport, or in the vicinity of a private airstrip, and therefore would

. not expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels.
- Impact N©-1: Construction activities, occurring indirectly as a result of the proposed

Service Policy Framework, and as proposed under the TEP for the Service -
Improvements and Service Variants, Service-related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs
and TTRP Variants would not result in a substantial temporary or: periodic increase in

- noise levels above existing ambient conditions.

Impact NO-2: Construction activities, occurring indirectly as a resuit of the proposed
Service Policy Framework, and as proposed under the TEP for the Service -

. Improvements and Service Variants, Service-related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs
_‘and TTRP Variants would not expose persons and structures to excessive temporary

ground-pome vibration or ground-borne noise levels.

Impact NO-3: The proposed Service Policy Framework and operation of the Service
Improvements and Service Variants would not result in a substantial increase in
permanent noise levels along affected transit routes above existing ambient conditions.

Ifpact NO-4: Thé proposed Service Policy F’r’a‘mework and the Service Improvements
and Service Variants proposed by the TEP would not expose people to or generate
excessive ground-borne vibration or noise levels along affected transit routes.
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Impact C-NO-1: The Service Policy Framework and the construction and operation of

- the proposed TEP, including Service Improvéments and Service Variants, Service-

related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs and TTRP Variants, in combination with other
past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future projects, would not increase construction
noise and vibration or operational noise and vibration levels along affected transit routes
substantially above existing ambient conditions. :

Air Quality

The proposed Project would not result in significant odor impacts.

Impact AQ-1:. The Service. Policy Framework and construction activities proposed under
the Service Improvements and Service Variants, Service-related Capital Improvements,
and TTRPs and TTRP Variants would not result in a violation of air quality standards or
contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation; nor would it result
in a cumulatively considerable net increase of criteria air poliutants, for which the project
region is in nonattainment under an applicable ambient air quality standard.

Impact AQ-2: The Service Policy Framework and construction activities proposed under
the Service Improvements and Service Variants, Service-related Capital Improvements,
and TTRPs and TTRP Variants would not generate emissions of PM,,s and toxic air
contaminants, including diesel particulate matter, at levels that would expose sensitive

"receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. __
Impact AQ-3. The Service Policy Framework and the proposed broject,—level Service

Improvements and Service Variants in combination with the TTRPs and TTRP Variants
would not result in a violation of air quality standards or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation nor result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria air pollutant for which the project region is in nonattainment
under an applicable ambient air quality standard. '

Impact AQ-4: The Service Policy Framework and proposed project-level Service

Improvements and Service Variants would not generate emissions of PM, s and toxic air

receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Impact AQ-5: The Service Policy Framewdrk, and construction and operation of the
proposed TEP, including the Service improvements and Service Variants, Service:

contaminants, including diesel particulate matter, at levels that would expose sensitive

related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs and TTRP Variants, would not conflict with or

obstruct implementation of the 2010 Clean Air Plani, the Bay Area’s applicable air quality
plan. ’ ‘ o

Impact C-AQ-1: The Service Policy Framework, and construction and operation of the
proposed TEP, including the Service Improvements and Service Variants, Service-
related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs and TTRP Variants, in combination with past,
present and reasonably foreseeable future projects, would not result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria air pollutant for which the project region is in
nonattainment under applicable ambient air quality standards. :

Impact C-AQ-2: The Service Policy Framework, and construction and operation of the
proposed TEF, including the Service Improvements and Service Variants, Service-
related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs and TTRP Variants, in combination with past,
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present and reasonably foreseeable future pro;ects would not generate emissions of
- PMsz and toxic air contaminants, including diesel particulate matter, at levels that would
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

s Impact C-GG-1: The proposed Project wpuld generate greenhouse gas emissions, but
not in levels that would result in a significant impact on the environment or conflict with
any pollcy, pIan or regulatlon adopted for the purpose of reducmg greenhouse gas
emissions.

Wind and Shadow

e Impact WS 1 The proposed PrOJect would not alter winds in a manner. that would
substantially affect public areas.

s Impact WS-2: The proposed Project would not create new shadow that substantially
affects outdoor recreation facilities or other public areas.

Recreatlon o o - "', -

lmpact RE—1 RE-3: The proposed Prolect would not result in the mcreased use.of
existing nerghborhood or regional parks or other recreation facilities such that substantial
physmat deterioration would occur or be accelerated, nor- result in the degradation of
recreatronal resources.

o Impact RE-2: The proposed project would not include recreat|onal facnlltles or reqmre
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities that mlght have an adverse
physical effect on the environment. :

¢ Impact C-RE-1: The proposed project in combination with other past, present, or
" . reasonably foreseeable future projects would not result in a cumulatlvely considerable
contrrbutlon to S|gn|f cant cumulatlve lmpacts on recreation. ‘

Utlhtles and Servrces Systems

Impact UT-1 UT-2 The proposed Pro;ect would not exceed the wastewater treatment
requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board; result in a determination that
‘the wastewater treatnient provider has madequate capacrty to serve the prOJect or
require or result in'the ‘construction of new or the expansion of ex15t|ng water
wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage facilities

) lmpact UT-3: The proposed Project would have suffi clent water supply available from
- existing entitlements and would not requnre new or expanded water supply resources or
" entitlements. ~

e Impact UT-4: The proposed Project would increase the amount of solid waste generated
on the project sites, but would be adequately served by the City's landfill and would
comply with federal, state and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.
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e |mpact C-UT-1: The proposed Project in combination with other past, present, or
. reasonably foreseeable future projects would not result in a cumulatively considerable
contribution to significant cumulatlve impacts on utllitles and service systems.

Public Services

. lmpact PS-1: The proposed Project would not result in substantial adverse physucal
impacts associated with' the provision of police protectlon fire protectlon schools, and
library services in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response tlmes or other
performance objectives.

» Impact C-PS-1: The proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable
contribution to significant impacts on police services, fire protection, emergency
services, schools, or libraries such that new or altered facmtles are requured

Biological Resources

¢ Impact Bl-1, B-2, BI-3: The proposed Project would not affect any special status
species, riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community, or federally protected
wetlands; would not interfere with the movement of native resident or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors; and would not conflict with
any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
- preservation policy or ordinance.

‘o Impact C-Bl-4: The proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable
contribution to significant cumulative impacts on biological resources.

Geology and Soils

» Impact GE-1: Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in exposure of
people and structures to potenttal substantial adverse effects, lncludmg the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, seismic ground shakmg,
liquefactton, lateral spreading, or landslides. :

. Impact GE-2: The implementation of the proposed Project would not result in substantial
-~ - erosion, loss of topsoil, or adverse ampacts to topographical features .

» Impact GE-3: The Implementation of the proposed Project would not locate sensitive
land uses on geologic units or soils that are expansive, unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of future uses, and potentially result in on-or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading; subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse.

. tmpact C-GE-1: The proposed Project would not result in a"cumUIatively considerable
contﬁbution to significant cumulative impacts on geology and soils. '

Hydrolo‘gy and Water Quality

o Impact HY-1: The ifnplementatioﬁ of the proposed Project would not violate water
quality or waste discharge standards, exceed the capacity of existing drainage systems,
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provide additional-sources of polluted runoff, or otherwise substantially degrade water

e Impact HY-2, HY-3: The proposed Project would not substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge, and would not substantially
alter existing drainage patterns in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or
siltation. E o S ' ‘

s Impact HY-4, HY-5: The implementation of the proposed Project would.not expose
peoplé or structures to substantial risk of loss due to'flooding, or to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow, or‘as a result of

. the failure.of a reservoir. - : . e : ‘

o Impact G-HY-1: The proposéd Project wotild not resuilt in a cumulatively‘considerable
contribution to significant cumulative impacts on water quality and hydrology.

Hazér'ds éhd Hazardous Maferials :

. »Im:'p‘aCt HZ-3: lmple_mentation of the proposed Project WOuiql not create a §jgniﬁcaht,
hazard to the public or the environment by location on a hazardous materials site.

e Impact HZ-4: Implementation of the propesed Project would not expose people or
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving fires, and would not

) interfere with the implementation of an emergency response plan. 7

¢ Impact C-HZ-1: The proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable
contribution to significant cumulative impacts with respect to hazards and hazardous
materials. =~ . C ‘ ’ ‘ o

Mineral and Energy Resources

. impéct ME-1: The proposed ~P'_,rpject woul}d; not result in the loss of availability ofa k'n_oWn
" mineral resource or a locally-impottant mineral resource recovery site,

. 'lmpa‘b't ME-2: The proposed Project wéUld not result in the use of large amounts of fuel,
water, or energy, or use these in a wasteful manner. '

. Y .. - .

o Impact C-ME-1: "fhe'proppseid Project would not re§u|t'in a pumulativély.gonsiderable :
contribution to significant cumulative impacts on mineral and energy resources.

Agriculture and Forest Resources -

» ImpactAF-1: The proposed Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on
agriculture or forest resources. ' '

Growth-Inducing lmpacté _'

. lmpth_GR-1': lmplehientation of the Service Policy Framework and the TEP project
components would not result in growth inducing impacts.
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1L FINDINGS OF POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CAN BE AVOIDED OR
REDUCED TO A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL THROUGH MITIGATION AND
THE DISPOSITION OF THE MITIGATION MEASURES

CEQA requires agencies to adopt mltlgatlon measures that would avoid or substantlally lessen
a project’s identified significant impacts or potential signifi icant impacts if such measures are
feasible (unless mitigation to such levels is achieved through adoption of a project alternative).
The ﬁndmgs in this Section Il and in Section IV concern mitigation measures set forth in the
‘EIR. These fi ndmgs discuss mmgatlon measures as identified in the FEIR and recommended
for adoption by the SFMTA Board of Directors. The full text of the mitigation measures is
contained in the FEIR and in Attachment B, the Mltlgatlon Monitoring and Reportlng Program.

The SFMTA Board adopts all of the mltlgatlon measures identified in the FEIR. The SFMTA
Board finds that all of the mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible. Based on the
analysis contained in the FEIR, other considerations in the record, and the significance
thresholds in the EIR, the SFMTA Board finds that the impacts identified in this Section Il will be
reduced to a less-than- S|gnn“ cant level through implementation of the mitigation measures
contained in the FEIR, |mposed as conditions of approval and set forth in Attachment B.

Cultural and Paleontologlcal Resources °

» ‘Impact'CP-2: ' The proposed Project could cause a substan’ual adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5.

There is a reasonable presumption that construction of the proposed program-level and project-
level TEP components will not require an excavation depth and/ or be located in an area where
the potential for effect on archaeologlcal resources is likely. However, to avoid potential adverse
impacts on archaeological resources where the presence of the resource cannot be known,
foreseen, or predicted, the Accidental Discovery Archaeological Mitigation Measure will be
implemented for all TEP components. This mitigation measure requires that upon accidental
discovery of an archaeologlcal resource during construction (including human remains), the
appropriate treatment of the resource will be carried out by a qualified archaeological
consultant.

Mitigation Measure M-CR-2a: Accidental Discbvery of Archeological Resources.

The construction of the following four TEP components has the potential to adversely affect
archaeological resources: TTRP.22_2; TTRP.9; and two Service-related Capital Improvements
OWE.1 New Overhead Wiring — Reroute 33 Stanyan onto Valencia Street, and SC1.2 Sansome
Street Contraflow Lane. TTRP.9 includes a segment of Bayshore Boulevard, and TTRP. 22_2
includes a segment of Richardson Avenue. These segments occur along the historic shoreline,
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estuary, tidal marsh or lagoon, or watercourse and such sites may include prehistoric
archaeological resources. ‘The installation of overhead wire support poles and duct banks alohg
a two-block portion of Valencia Street (OWE:1) will be constructed in the Mission Dolores area
in which there is a potential for significant archaeological resources from the Hispanic Period.
The.installation of traffic mast-arms along a three-block portion of Sansome Street (SCl1.2) will
occur in an area with the potential for impacts to archaeological resources from the Yerba - -
Buena period: Construction in these areas could result in significant impacts on archaeological
resources if the Archaeological Monitoring mitigation measure is not implemented.
Implementation-of the Archaeological Monitoring mitigation measure requires review by the -
Planning Department archeologist once: engineering design details are known. If determined. -
necessary by the Planning Department, the- SFMTA would be required to"hire an archaeological
consultant to be present and monitor construction activities associated with these folr TEP
components (as necessary), redirect construction activities if an intact archaeological deposit is
encountered, evaluate the deposﬁ and either re-design the project or implement a data
recovery program.

Mitigation Measure M-CR-2b: Archaeological Monitoring

- ' 5

“Impact CP-3: The proposed Pro;ect could dlrectly or lndlrect|y destroy a unique
_ paleontological resource or site or unique.geologic feature.

Given the shallow excavation depths of TEP construction actrvrtles and prewous ground
disturbance that is common within the publlc nght—of-way. there i |s a low probablhty of
encountering significant paleontologlcal resources in the couirse of pro;ect construction.
However, the presence of shallow paleontologlcal resources withih areas of excavation under -
the proposed Project cannot be conclusively ruled out. ' Disturbance of paleontologlcal
resources could impair the ability. of paleontological resources ta yield: |mportant scientific
information. The Paleontological Resources Accidental Discovery:mitigation. measure will apply
in the event that any indication of a paleontologlcal resource is encountered in the course of
TEP pr01ect ‘construction activities, and.if the resource may be important, a qualified
paleontological consultant will be retained to de51gn ahd: |mplement a samphng and data "~ -
recovery program. : : :

o Mitigat_r'on Measure M-CP-3:PaIeontoIogical Re'soyrces Accidental DispoVery
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
o ImpactHZ-1: Implementation of the proposed Project would not c';r'eate a signiﬁcant
hazard through routine transport,-use, disposal, handling, or emission of hazardous".

materials or through reasonably foreseeable upset and accndent conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials mto the envnronment
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The use, storage, and disposal of hazardous materials is regulated by numerous local, state,
and federal laws and regulations. Excavation in the public-right-of-way Is regulated under the
Public Works Code, which states that excavation-contractors are subject to all applicable
hazardous material guidelines for disposal, handling, release, and treatment of hazardous
material; site remediation; and worker safety and training. Additionally, Article 20 of the Public
Works Code-and Article 22A of the San Francisco Health Code require environmental
investigation at construction sites where contaminated fill materials may be encountered. The
SFMTA and construction contractors will adhere to these regulations. However, to ensure that
potential significant impacts from release of hazardous materials during construction are
reduced to less-than-significant levels, the SFMTA and construction contractors are required to
lmplement the Hazardous Materials Soil Testing mitigation measure, which requires that soil to
be removed from an excavation area and not encapsulated within the same area be tested and,
- if found to contain hazardous materials, be transported and dlsposed of in compliance with -
Iocal state and federal requirements. . :

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-1: Hazardous Materials Soil Testing

» Impact HZ-2: Implementation of the proposed project would not substantlally emit
hazardous emissions or acutely hazardous materials near schools.

To ensure that construction and operation of the program- and project—level TEP components
will not resuit in significant hazardous materials emissions or the handling of acutely hazardous
materials near schools, the SFMTA and construction contractors are required to implement the
Hazardous Materials Soil Testing mitigation measure listed above.

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-1: Hazardou& Materials Soil Testing

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

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record-of these proceedings, the SFMTA Board of
Directors finds that, where feasible, changes or alterations have been required, or incorporated
into, the Project to reduce the significant environmental impacts as identified in the FEIR. The
SFMTA Board finds that the mitigation measures in the FEIR and described below are
appropriate, and that changes have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project that,
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21002 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091, may
substantially lessen, but do not avoid (i.e., reduce to less-than-significant levels), the potentially
significant environmental effects associated with 1mplementat|on of the Project that are
described below. The SFMTA Board adopts all of the ritigation measures and Improvement
measures set forth in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reportlng Plan (MMRP), attached as
Attachment B. But, the SFMTA Board further finds that for the impacts listed below, despite
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the lmplementatlon of all feasible mltrgatlon measures, the effects remain significant and
unavoidable. - : : .

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record, including the expert opinion of SFMTA and
Planning Department staff and consultants to those staff, the SFMTA Board also finds that for
some impacts identified in the FEIR, as noted below in this Section 1V, no feasible mitigation
measures were identified in the FEIR and those impacts remain significant-and unavoidable. For
a detailed-explanation of the ldck of feasible mitigation measures for some of the following
impacts, and of the reasons why certain mitigation measures, although tec'hnologically feasible,
may be subject to uncertainty, including fundlng-related uncertainty, please see the relevant
discussions in the FEIR.. , : '

The SFMTA Board deterrnines that the following significant impacts on the environment, as
reflected in the FEIR, are unavoidable, but under Public Resources Code §§ 21081(a)(3) and
(b), and CEQA Guidelines §§ 15091 (a)@3), 15092(b)(2)(B), and 15093, the SFMTA Board
determines that the impacts are acceptable due to the overriding consrderatlons described in
Section Vi below. This ﬁndmg is supported by substantral evrdence in the record of thls
proceeding. : ' : o

: Transportation and Circulation

e Impact TR-3: Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3, and
Objective C, Actions C.3 through C.5 may result in significant traffic impacts. .

= Mitigation MeéSUr_e M-TR-8: OptimIZatidn of Intersec_fion Opera't"ilqns,‘

Because this measure may not be adequate to mitigate impacts to intersection traffic operatrons
to less-than-significant levels, and because the feasibility of provndmg additional vehicle capamty
is unknown and it is not always possible to optimize an intersection such that level of service will
improve to level of service (“LOS") D or better, the impact on traff' c operatlons remains
significant and unavordable :

. Impact TR-5 lmplementatlon of the Policy Framework Objectlve A, ActionA.3 and
Objectlve C, Actions C.3 through C.5 may result in signifi cant Ioadmg rmpacts

C = Mltlgatlon Measure M-TR-10: Prows:on of Replacement Commerc:al Loadlng
"~ Spaces
'—  Mitigation Measure M-TR-48 Enforcement of Parking V/olatlons

These measures could reduce significant loading |mpacts to a less-than-significant level.
However, in some locations on-street parking may not be available to convert to commercial
loading spaces on the same block and side of the street or within 250 feet on an adjacent side
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street, the feasibility of providing replacement commercial loading spaces pursuant to Mitigation:
Measure M-TR-10 cannot be assured in every situation. And because the effectiveness of the
use of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along new transit-only lanes is not
known, the feasibility of Mitigation Measure M-TR-48 is uncertain. Therefore, the impact of loss
of on—street commercial loading spaces remains Sigriiﬂcant and unavoidable

- Impact TR-8: Implementation of the following TPS Toolkit categones Lane -
.Modifications and Pedestrian Improvements may result i in significant traffic impacts.

- Mftigatfon Measure M-TR-8: Optimization of Intersection Operat/ons

Because this measure may not be adequate to ‘mitigate intersection traffic operatlons to less-
than-significant levels, and because the feasibility of providing additional vehicle capacity is
unknown' and it is not always possible to optimize an intersection such that level of service will
improve to LOS D or better, the |mpact on traffic operatlons remains S|gn|f cantand
unavoidable :

e Impact TR-10: Implementation of the following TPS Toolkit categories: Transit Stop
Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestrian
Improvements, may resuit in significant Ioading impacts.-

- Mmgat;on Measure M-TR-10: Provxston of Replacement Commercial Loadlng
Spaces

While this measure could reduce signifi cant loading impacts, in some locatlons on-street parking
may not be available to convert to commercial loading spaces on the same block and side of the
street or within 250 feet on an adjacent side street, the feasibility of providing replacement
commercial loading spaces pursuant to Mitigation Measure M-TR-10 cannot be assured.
Therefore, the impact of loss of on-street commercial loading spaces remains significant and .
unavoidable. . g

¢ Impact TR-14: Implementation of TPS Toolkit elements within thefollov(ting categories:
Lane Modifications and Pedestrian Improvements, along the program-level TTRP
corridors may result in significant traffic impacts.

- Mit}'gation Measure M- TR-8: Optimization of Intersection Operations

Because this measure may not be adequate to mitigate intersection traffic operations to less-
than-significant levels, and because the feaSIblhty of providing additional vehicle capacity is
unknown and it is not always possible to optimize an intersection such that level of service will
improve to LOS D or better, the |mpact on traffic operations remains significant and
unavoidable.
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¢ [mpact TR-16: Implementatlon of the followxng TPS Toolkit categories: Transit Stop

- - Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and- Turn Restrictions, and Pedestrian
Improvements, along the program-level TTRP corridors may result in. 5|gn|ﬂcant loading
impacts. .

— _ Mitigation Measure M-TR-10: Provision of Replacement Commercial Loading
Spaces '

While this measure could reduce significant loading impacts, in some locations on-street parking
may not be available to.convert to commermal loading spaces on the same block and side of the
street or w1th|n 250 feet on an adjacent side street, the feasibility of prowdmg replacement
commercial loading spaces-pursuant to Mrtigatlon Measure M-TR-10 cannot be assured.
Therefore, the impact of loss of on-street commercial loading spaces remains significant and
unavoidable.

o Impact TR-24 Implementation of the project-level 'ITRP 14 Expanded Alternatlve would
result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of Randall Street/San Jose Avenue:
that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service
lmprovements and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternatlve conditions.

No feasnble mltlgatlon measures are avallable and the lmpact remains S|gn|f icant and
unavmdable

e Impact TR-26: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative
would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th/Bryant streets that
would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative conditions

- Mltlgat/on Measure M- TR—26 Intersectlon Restnpmg at 16"’/Blyant streets.

lmplementatlon of Mitigation Measure M-TR-26 would reconﬂgure the intersection of 16" and
' Bryant Streets such that the westbound approach would be a through lane and dedicated nght
turn-pocket and the eastbound approach would be to a shared through/right lane. -
 Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-26 would not improve intersection operations to -
LOS D or better during the p.m. peak hour, therefore, traffic impacts at the intersection of 16"
and Bryant streets remain significant and unavmdable o

. lmpact TR-27 Implementatlon of the pro;ect-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative
: would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th Street/Potrero
Avenue that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service
lmprovements and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altemiative conditions.

No feasible mitigation measures are avallable and the impact remains 5|gn|f cant and
unavmdable :
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» Impact TR-28: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative
would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th/Seventh streets that
would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative conditions.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the impact remains significant and
unavoidable.

 Impact TR-30: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th/Bryant
streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service
Improvements and the TTRF.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 conditions.

— Mitigation Measure M-TR-26: Intersection Restriping ét 16"/Bryant .étreets

lmplementatién of Mitigation Measure M-TR-26 would not improve intersection operations to LOS
D or better during the p.m. peak hour; therefore, traffic impacts at the intersection of 16" and
Bryant streets remain significant and unavoidable. '

» Impact TR-31: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th
Street/Potrero Avenue that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing
plus Service Improvements and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1
conditions.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the impact remains significant and
unavoidable. )

* Impact TR-32: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16%/Seventh
streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service
improvements and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative conditions.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the impact remains significant and
unavoidable. )

* Impact TR-34: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 2 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th/Bryant
streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service
Improvements and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 conditions.

- Mitigation Measure M-TR-26: Intersection Restriping at 16"’/Bryanf streets -

Implementation of Mitigation Meaéure M-TR-26 would not improve intersection operations to LOS
D or better during the p.m. peak hour; therefore, traffic impacts at the intersection of 16™ 2™
Bryant streets would remain significant and unavoidable. '
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« Impact TR-35: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 2 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th -
Street/Potrero Avenue that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing
plus Service Improvements and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2
conditions.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the impact remains significant and
unavoidable: . -

\

« Impact TR-36: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded-Alternative
Variant 2 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16"/Seventh -
streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service
Improvements-and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 conditions.

No fe,’a‘_fsiblé mitigation measures are available and the impact remains sign‘ifica’nt and
unavoidable. ‘ :

« Impact TR-38: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative
would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green
Street/Stockton Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under Existing plus
Service Improvements and the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative conditions.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the impact remains significant and -
unavoidable. L : ‘

¢ Impact TR-40: Implementation of the_projecf—level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative :
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of Columbus
Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under

Existing plus Service Improvements and the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1
~ conditions. ; ‘ -

- No feasible mitigation measures are available and the impact.remains significant and
unavoidable.

e - Impact TR-42: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 2 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of Columbus
Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under

~ Existing plus Service Improvements and the TTRP.30__1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2
conditions. ’ . L ' ’ ’ ‘

No feaSjble mitigation meas‘_i.gre‘s. are ayailablg and the impact remains’ significant and

unavoidable. - ’

o Impact TR-48: Implementation of project-level TTRP.14 Moderate Altemative Variant 1
would result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Mission Street
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such that the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could
not be accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentially
hazardous condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or
pedestrians. : :

— Mitigation Measdre M-TR-48: Enforcement of Parking Violations

With impiem‘entation of this Mitigation Measure, the impacts related to loss of commercial
loading s paces on transit and traffic dperations. would be reduced. However, because the
effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along new transit-
only lanes is not known, the feasibility of this measure is uncertain and impacts on this corridor
remain significant and unavoidable.

» Impact TR-49: Implementation of project-level TTRP.14 Moderate Alternative Variant 2
would result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Mission Street
~ such that the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could
not be accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentially
hazardous condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or
pedestrians, o "

- Mitigétion Measure M-TR-48: Enforcement of Parking Violations

Because the effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along
new transit-only lanes is not known, the feasibility of this measure is uncertain and impacts on
this corridor remain significant and unavoidable.

« Impact TR-50: Implementation of project-level TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would
result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Mission Street such that
the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentially hazardous
condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrians.

- Mitigation Measure M- TR-48.' Enforcement of Parking Violations

Because the effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along
new transit-only lanes is not known, the feasibility of this measure is uncertain and impacts on
this corridor remain significant and unavoidable. :

» Impact TR-51: Implementation of project-level TTRP.30_1 Moderate Alternative would

- result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Stockton Street such that
the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentially hazardous
condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrians.

— Mitigation Measure M-TR-48: Enforcement of Parking Violations
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Because the effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along
new trarisit-only lanes is not known, the feasibility of this measure is uncertain and impacts on
this corridor remain significant and unavoidable

s Impact TR-52: lmplementatlon of pro;ect—level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative would
result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply. on Stockton Street such that
the existing loadlng demand during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentrally hazardous
condrtlon or significant delay that may affect trafﬁc transrt blcycles or pedestrians.

#

- Mitigation Measure M-TR—48. Enforcernent of Parkrng Violations

_ Because the effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along
* new transit-only lanes is-not known, the feasibility of this measure is uncertain and impacts on
this corndor remain significant and unavoidable. ’

" Impact TR-63:" Implementatlon of prqect—tevel TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant
1 would result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Stockton Street
such that the existing loading demand diring the peak hour of loading activities could
not be accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentlally
hazardous condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or
»pedestrlans

- Mrtlgatron Measure M-TR-48: Enforcement of Parking. V/olatrons

Because the effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along
new transit-only lanes is not known, the feasibility of this measure is uncertain and lmpacts on
this corridor remain 5|gmf icant and: unavondable : s

. Im pact TR-54 lmplementatlon of pro;ect-level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Vanant
2 would result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Stockton Strest
_such that the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could
not be accommodated within on- street loading supply and may create a potentlally
-,hazardous condltton or sugmf‘ icant delay that may affect traffic, tran5|t blcycles or
l‘pedestnans ' , .

' - Mltrgatlon Measure M-TR—48 Enforcement of Parking Vlolat/ons ‘

Because the effectiveness of the use. of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along
new transit-only lanes is not known the feaS|b|I|ty of this measure is uncertain and impacts on
this corridor remain significant and unavordable '

~Im pact C-TR-1: The Service Policy F ramework and Service Improvements of Service
Variants, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development in
San Francisco, would contribute considerably to asignificant cumulative impact on
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transit, resulting in an exceedance of Muni's capacity utilization standard on the Mission
-carridor within the Southeast screenline of the Downtown screenlines under 2035
Cumulatlve plus Service Improvements only conditions.

- Mitigation Measure M-C- TR—1 SFMTA Monitoring of Muni Service -

Implementation of this Mitigation Measure would reduce the cumulative impact on the affected
corridor to a less-than-significant level. However, because the SF MTA cannot commit to future
funding appropriations nor be certain of its ability to provide additional service citywide to
maintain the capacity utilization standard, among other service goals, the feasibility of this
mitigation measure is uncertain, and the-cumulative Empact 6n transit remains significant and
unavondable

i

* Impact C-TR-2: The Seivice Policy Framework, TPS Toolkit elements as applied in the

program-level TTRP corridors, and the Service Improvements with the TTRP Moderate
- Alternative, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development

in San-Francisco, would contribute considerably to significant cumulative impacts. on
transit, resultlng in exceedances of Muni's capagity utilization standard on the
Fulton/Hayes corridor within the Northwest screenline and on the Mission corridor within
the Southeast screenline of the Downtown screenlines under 2035 Cumulative plus
Servnce Improvements and the TTRP Moderate Alternative condttlons

— Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-1: SFMTA Monitoring of Muni Service .

Implementation of this Mitigation Measure would reduce the cumulative impact on the affected
corridor to a less-than-significant level. However, because the SFMTA cannot commit to future
funding appropriations nor be certain of its ability to provide additional service citywide to
maintain the capacity utilization standard, among other service goals, the feasibility of this
mitigation measure is uncertam and the cumulative lmpact on transit remalns S|gnif cant and
unavoidable.

¢ Impact C-TR-3: The Service Policy Framework the TPS Toolkit elements as applied in

- the program-level TTRP corrldors and the Service Improvements with the TTRP
Expanded Alternative, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable
development in San Francisco, would contribute considerably to significant cumulative
im pacts on transit, resulting in exceedances of Muni's capacity utilization standard on the
Fulton/Hayes corridor within the Northwest screenline and on the Mission corridor within
the Southeast screenline of the Downtown screenlines under 2035 Cumulative
conditions plus Service Improvements and the TTRP Expanded Alternative conditions.

~  Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-1: SFMTA Monitoring of Muni Service

Implementation of thls Mitigation Measure would reduce the cumulatwe impact on the affected
* corridor to a less-than- -significant’ level. However, because the SFMTA cannot commit to future
funding appropriations nor be certain of its ability to provide additional service citywide to”
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maintain the capacity utilization standard, among other service goals, the feasibility of this”
mitigation measure is uncertain, and the cumulative impact on transit remains significant and
unavoidable. '

« Impact C-TR-7: Implementation of the Service Policy Framework Objective A, Action
A.3 and Objective C, Actions C.3 through C.5 and TPS Toolkit categories: Lane
Modifications and Pedestrian Improvements as applied in program-level TTRP corridors,
in combination with past; present and reasoriably foreseeable development in San

" Francisco, would result in cumulative traffic impacts at intersections along the corridors
under 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and the TTRP Moderate Alternative
conditions.: . ' e .

- Mitigétion Meésure M-TR-8: Optimization'of Intersection Operations

Becauge‘ﬁthis‘,measure may not be adequate to mitigate intersection traffic operations to less-
than-significant levels, and because the feasibility of providing additional vehicle capacity is -

" . unknown and it is not always possible to optimize an intersection such that level of service will
improve to LOS D or better, the feasibility of mitigation is not assured. Therefore, the
cumulétive'impact_on traffic operations rema‘ins‘sigrniﬁcant and unavoidable

o Impact C-TR-9: Implementation of the Service Policy Framework Objective A, Action
A.3 and Objective C, Actions C.3 through C.5 and TPS Toolkit categories: Lane
Modifications and Pedestrian Improvements as applied in program-level TTRP corridors
would result in cumulative traffic impacts at intersections along the corridors under 2035
Cumulative plus Service Improvements and the TTRP Expanded Alternative conditions.

- Miﬁgatidn Measure M-TR-8: Optimization pf Intersection Operations

Because this measure may not be adequate to mitigate intersection traffic operations to less-
than-significant levels, and because the feasibility of providing additional vehicle capacity is’
unknown and it is not always possible to optimize an intersection such that level of service will
improve to LOS D or better, the effectiveness of this mitigation measure is not assured, and |
mitigation is infeasible. Therefore, the cumulative impact on traffic operations remains
significant and unavoidable. : |

o Impact C-TR-13: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus' Service lmprpvehents
and the TTRP.J Expanded Alternative would contribute considerably to cumulative traffic
impacts at the intersection of Market/Church/14th streets during the p.m. peak hour.

No feasible mitigation meaéures are aivai[able and the cdmulative impact rém‘éins significant |
and unavoidable. o

¢ Impact C-TR-14: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.5 Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Fulton Street/Masonic Avenue during the p.m. peak hour.
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No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative |mpact remains signifi cant
and unavoidable. .

» Impact C-TR-15: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.8X Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Geneva AvenueICarter Street during the p.m. peak hour.

No feasible mitigation measures.are avallable and the cumulative |mpact remains mgmf icant
and una\midable : - o

. lmpact C-TR-16: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.8X Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Geneva Avenue/Moscow Street during the p.m. peak hour,

- No feasible mitigation measures are avallable and the cumulative lmpact remains sngnn’ cant
and unavoxdable :

. lmpact C-TR-17: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would result in project and cumulative traffic -
impacts at the intersection of Randall Street/San Jose Avenue during the a.m. peak
hour. ) .

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulatlve lmpact remains sngnlficant
and unavondable

. Impact C-TR-1 8: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative pius Service Improvements
and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic |mpacts at the
intersection of Mission/Fifth streets during the a.m. peak hour.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavoidable. '

» Impact C-TR-19: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus- Service Improvements
and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative impacts at the
intersection of Mission/16™ streets during the p.m. peak hour.

-No feasible mitigation measures are avallable and the cumulative |mpact remains significant
and unavoidable.
¢ Impact C-TR-20: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Serwce Improvements
and TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative would result in project and cumulative traffic
lmpacts at the intersection of 16"/Bryant streets during the p.m. peak hour.

~ Mitigation Measure M-TR-26: Intersection Restriping at 16"/Bryant streets
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Implemeritation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-26 would hot improve intersection operations to LQS
D or better during the p.m. peak hour; therefore, cumulative traffic impacts at the intersection of
16" and Bryant streets remain signif icant and unavoidable.

¢ ‘Impact C-TR-21 lmplementatmn of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Vanant 1 would- result in project and traffic
_ cumulatrve rmpacts at the intersection of 16 "/ Bryant streets dunng the p m. peak hour.

— Mitigation Measure M-TR-26: Intersection Restriping at 16"/Bryant streets

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-26 would:not improve- intersection operations to LOS
D or better during the p.m. peak hour; therefore, cumulative traffic lmpacts at the mtersectlon of
16" and Bryant streets remain significant and unavoidable. ' : :

) lmpact C-TR-22 lmplementatron of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altemnative Variant 2 would resuit in project and
cumulative traffic impacts at the intersection of 16"‘/Bryant streets during the p m. peak
hour ' o _ _

- Mitigation Measure M-TR-26: )ntersection_Restﬁping at'16"’/Bryant streets

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-26 would not improve intersection operations to LOS
D or better during the p.m. peak hour; therefore, cumulative traffic impacts at the intersection of -
16™ and Bryant streets remarn srgmﬁcant and unavordable

lmpact C-TR-23 lmplementatlon of the 2035 Cumuilative plus Servrce Improvements
-and the TTRP.22_-1 Expanded Alternatlve ‘would result in project and cumulative traffic
‘ |mpacts at the mtersectron of 16 "IPotrero streets durrng the p.m. peak hour

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavordable

e ~Impact C-TR-24: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Servrce Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altemnative Varjant 1 would result in projectand
cumulative traffic |mpacts atthe mtersectlon of 16 lPotrero streets dunng the p.m. peak

" hour.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulatlve |mpact remalns srgan icant
and unavordable . ,

e Im pact C-TR-25: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
*and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altemative Variant 2 would result in project and
cumulative traffic impacts at the intersection of 16™/Potrero streets during the p.m. peak
hour.
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No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavoidable. ' :

* Impact C-TR-26: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22 1 Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of 16" /Owens streets during the p.m. peak hour.

No feasibie mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavoidable. '

o Impact C-TR-27: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Serviceé Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would result in cumulative traffic
impacts at the intersection of 16"/Owens streets during the p.m. peak hour. .

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impectbremains significant
and unavoidable.

o Impact C-TR-28: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in cumulative traffic
impacts at the intersection of 16"/Owens streets during the p.m. peak hour.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulatlve impact remains significant
and unavoidable. : : :

* Impact C-TR-29: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
plus the TTRP,22_1 Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impacts at
the intersection of 16" /Fourth streets during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative |mpact remains S|gn|f icant
and unavoidable.

¢ Impact C-TR-30: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would result in cumulative traffic
impacts at the mtersection of 16 "/Fourth streets during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains signiﬂcant
and unavoidable.

+ Impact C-TR-31: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would resuilt in cumulative traffic
impacts at the, intersectron of 16"/Fourth streets during the a.m. and p. m. peak hours.

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavoidable,
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« Impact C-TR-32: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22- 1 Expanded Alternative would result in project and cumulative traffic
impacts-at-the intersection of 16“?/Seventh streets during the-a.m. and p.m. peak hours.

No feasible mitigaiion measures are available én_d the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavoidable. - :

o irﬁpaét C-TR-33: Implementation of the 2035 Ciimulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would result in project and
cumulative traffic impacts at the intersection of 16™/Seventh streets during the a.m. and

7 p.m. peak hours. ' o ' '

No feasible. mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significarit -

- and unavoidable. - ' : : : : T o
e Impact C-TR-§4: lmpleméntation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements

and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in project and

cumulative traffic impacts.at the intersection of 16"/Seventh streets during the a.m. and
p.m.peakhours.. .. . . o L

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavoidable. '

¢ Impact Cffli-SS: lrﬁplementation of the<2035 Cumulative plus Sér(tice Improvements
and the TTRP.30..1 Expanded Alternative would result in project and-cumulative traffic
~ impacts at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Street. -

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cuf‘_nulétiv’e irhpact remains significant
and unavoidable.

. ImpactC-TR-36 lmp|em'§ﬁii§‘ti_9n ofthe 2035 Cumu!ati\(e plu,s égwice Improvements
and the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would result.in projectand .
cumulative traffic impacts at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green Street/Stockton
Street. S : \

No feasible mitigation measures are-available and the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavoidable.

o Impact C-TR-37: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
- and the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in project and
cumulative traffic impacts at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green Street/Stockton
Street. ' o -
No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significant
and unavoidable. " '
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* Inmpact C-TR-43: Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3 and
O bjective C, Actions C.3 through C.5, and TPS Toolkit Categories: Transit Stop
- Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestrian
Improvements as applied to the program-level TTRP corridors in combination with past,
present and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would result in
cumulative loading impacts. :

_— Mitigation Measure M- TR-10: Provision of Replacement Commerclal Loadlng
Spaces.

While this measure could reduce signiﬁcant loading impects, in some locations on-street parking

may not be available to convert to commercial loading spaces on the same block and side of the

street-or within 250 feet on an adjacent side street, the feasibility of providing replacement .

commercial loading spaces pursuant to Mitigation Measure M-TR-10 cannot be assured.

Therefore, the cumulative impact of loss of on-street commermal loading spaces remains
significant and unavmdable .

 Imppact C-TR-44: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative
including the TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14 Variant 2, and TTRP.30_1 in combination with
past, present and other reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would
result in cumulative loading impacts.

~  Mitigation Measure M-TR-48: Enforcemenf of Parking Violations

Because the effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regulations along
new transit-only lanes is not known, the feasibility of this mitigation measure is uncertain and
cumdlative impacts on this corridor remain slgnifioant and unavoidable.

» Impact C-TR-45: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative
including the TTRP.14, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 1, and TTRP.30_1 Variant 2, in
combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development in San

" Francisco, would result in pro;ect and cumulattve loadlng |mpacts

— Mitigation Measure M-TR-48: Enforcement of Parking Violations

Because the effectiveness of the use of canﬁe’ra video enforcement of parking regulations along
new transit-only lanes is not known, the feasibility of this mitigation measure is uncertain and
cumulstive impact's on these corridors remain significant and unavoidable.

. lm pact C-TR-49: lmplementatlon of the Service. Policy Framework Objectlve A, Action
A.3 and Objective C, Actions C.3, C.4 and C.5, and the TPS Toolkit categories: Lane
Modifications, Parking and Tumn Restrictions, and Pedestrian Improvements as applied
in program-level TTRP corridors, in combination with past present and reasonably
foreseeable development in San Francisco, may result in significant cumulative parking
impacts,
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— Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-49: Explore ‘the Implementatlon of Parklng
Management Strategies.

It is uncertain whether parking: manag’ement strategies would mitigate this significant cumulative
parking impact td a less-than-significant level. Therefore, feasibility of this mitigation rheasure
cannot be assured, and the cumulative impact remains sngmf icant and unavordable o

e Impact C-TR-52: Implementation of the prOJect-IeveI TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
. TTRP.14 Variant 1 or the TTRP.14 Variant 2, in corbination with past, present and
reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would result in significant
, cumulatlve parklng lmpacts :

—  Mitigation Measure M-C-TR—49 Explore the Implementatron of Parking
- Management Strategies ;

ltis uncertaln whether parking management strategies wou'ld mitigate this signif‘ cant cumulati\re
parklng lmpact toa Iess—than-5|gn|f‘ icant level. Therefore feasnblhty of this mitigation measure ‘
cannot be assured and the cumulative lmpact remains significant and unav0|dable

o Impact C-TR-54: Implementation of the pro;ect-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the
TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 1, or TTRP.22_1 Variant-2, in combination with past
* present and reasonably foreseeable development in San Franclsco would resultin
5|gn|f' icant cumulative parklng |mpacts

- Mrtrgatron Measure M-C-TR-49 Explore the Implementatlon of Parkrng
Management Strategies

It is uncertain whether parking management strategles would, mltlgate this 5|gn|t' icant cumulative
parking impact to a ‘less-than-signifi icant level. Therefore feasibility of this mitigation measure
- cannot be assured, and the cumulative impact remains significant and unavoidable.

V. EVALUATION. OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

This Sectlon describes the altematlves to the prOJect analyzed in the FEIR and the reasons for
finding the alternatives infeasible and rejecting them as required by Publlc Resources Code
section 21081(a)(3) and CEQALGwdeIlnes Section 15091 (a)(3) This section also outllnes the
reasons for approving the TEP as proposed ’

CEQA mandates that an EIR evaluate a reasonable range of altematlves to the prOJect that
would "feasrbly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantlally
lessen effects of the prolect and evaluate the comparatlve Mmerits of the project.” (CEQA
Guidelines Séction 14126.6(a).) CEQA requires that every EIR also evaluate a “No Prolect"
alternative. Alternatlves prowde the decisionmakers with a basis of comparison to the Prolect in
terms of their srgnlt' cant |mpacts and their ability to meet pl’OjeCt objectives. This comparative
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analysis is used to consider reasonably, potentially feasible options for minimizing
environmental consequences of the Proposed Project.

The Alternatives listed below and rejected are rejected as infeasible based upon substantial
evidence in the record, including evidence of economic, legal, social, technological, and other
considerations described in this Section, and for the reasons described in Section VI below,
which is incorporated herein by reference.

A. Reasons for Approving Proposed Project

As discussed above in Section | and in Chapter 2 of the FEIR, the TEP consists of a Service

Policy Framework, Service Improvements, 12 Service-Related Capital Improvements, and

Travel Time Reduction Proposals (TTRPs) (which apply various items from the Transit

Preferential Streets “Toolkit") along 17 transit chfidors. Forthe purposes of environmental

review, the FEIR described and analyzed two possible TEP projects—referred to as the TTRP

Moderate Alternative and the TTRP Expanded Alternative—at an equal level of detail and

- analysis. This was done because, although the “TEP” was examined in one environmental
documenitin order to understand the full scope of its potential environmental impacts, the TEP is
actually a collection of projects and proposals, which, while related, may be implemented at

“ various times and, in many cases, independently of each other,

Thus, the FEIR defined and analyzed the proposed project as two alternatives in order to
capture the reasonable range of TEP proposals the SFMTA may chose to implement over time
and to evaluate the potential environmental impacts resulting from that range. Both alternatives
would implement the Service Policy Framework, the Service Improvements, Service Variants,
the Service-related Capital Improvements, and the TPS Toolkit as applied to the program-level
TTRP corridors. The difference between the two alternative projects is that under the TTRP
Moderate Alternative, these elements would be implemented in combination with a “moderate”
number of TPS Toolkit elements along certain Rapid Network corridors and, under the TTRP
Expanded Alternative, these elements would be implemented in combination with an
“expanded” number of TPS Toolkit elements along the same Rapid Network corridors, The
rationale behind this is that the TTRP Moderate Alternative would capture a project with fewer
and less substantial physical environmental effects and the TTRP Expanded Alternative would
capture a project with more substantial physical environmental effects. ’

It is not known at this time when or if the full scope of all the TTRP proposals included in the
TEP will be implemented. Implementation of various TTRP proposals will depend on community
and stakeholder input, as well as a myfiad of policy and budgetary considerations. It is likely
that, over time, the SFMTA will implement at a project-level a collection of TTRP proposals that
fall somewhere in between the TTRP Moderate and Expanded Alternatives analyzed in the
FEIR. However, at this time, it is not known whether a given project along a TTRP corridor will
include components of the Moderate Alternative or the Expanded Alternative, or a mixture of the
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two. Because of this, the SFMTA Board is not now rejecting either the TTRP Moderate
Alternative or the TTRP Expanded Alternative. Rather, the SFMTA Board is taking -action to
approve both alternatives at a conceptual and programmatic level and to direct staff to continue
to develop specific project proposals for each TTRP corridor. Once any such projects are
proposed for approval, the SFMTA Board would adopt as necessary findings to reject -
alternatives to those proposed TTRP projects.

.

The SFMTA Board finds that the Project will provrde the followrng benefits: -

« Support and implement the City's Transit First Policy by provrdlng clear dtrection for
managing modal allocation of space on the transportatron system for the City of San
Francisco.

- Improve the cost-effectiveness and productivity of transit operatlons
. Improve the customer experience on the translt system
e Improve transit system reliability. .
. lmprove transit travel tlmes ,
| . »v Improve safety for pedestrians, b|cycI|sts and transrt riders.

¢ Realign transit routes to eliminaté underused routes and mcrease headways on heawly-
used routes. g

. Reduce c;rdwding on héayily,-used routes. ,_
. lmprove accessibility to the transit system.

. Attract more passengers to the transit system and i mcrease the use of tran5|t by exrstlng
riders. : ‘ : -

. R;educe the use'of autom_obiles on City streets.
B. Alternatives Rejected and Reasons for Rejection

The SEMTA Board of Directors rejects the No Project Alternative descnbed and analyzed in the
FEIR becauise the SFMTA Board finds that thefe is substantial ewdence mc!udmg evidence of
economic, legal, social, technological, and other considerations descnbed in this Section in
addition to those described in Section \Y below under CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(a)(3),
that make this alternative infeasible. In makrng these determinations, the. SFMTA Board is
aware that CEQA defines “feasibility” t6 mean “capable of being accompllshed ina successful
manner within a reasonablé period of time, taking into' account economic, environmental, social,
legal, and technologlcal factors.” The SFMTA Board i |s also aware that under CEQA case law
the concept of “feasibility” encompasses (i) the questlon of whether a particular alternative
promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project; and (ii) the question of whether an
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alternative is “desirable” from a policy standpoint to the extent that desirability is based on a
reasonable balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social, legal, and technologlcal
factors.

Because both of the other altemnatives analyzed in the FEIR—the TTRP Moderate Alternative
and the TTRP Expanded Alternative—included implementation of the Service Policy

: Framework the Service Improvements, Service Variants, the Service-related Capital
Improvements, and the TPS Toolkit as applied to the program-level TTRP corridors, rejecting
the No Project Alternative rejects every alternative that would fail to implement these TEP
proposals as infegsible. o '

1. Alternative A: No Project

Under the No Project Alternative, the Service Policy Framework would not be adopted. The
SFMTA would not implement the transit service changes included in the Service Improvements
and Service Variants, and would not construct the Service-related Capital improvements or the
Travel Time Reduction Proposals. The SFMTA regularly monitors performance of the transit
system and routinely makes adjustments to improve service when funding and resources are
available. Therefore, under the No Project Alternative, some of the features of the TEP, such as
elements in the TPS Toolkit, would be implemented:; for éxample, transit bulbs and pedestrian
bulbs would continue to be installed and accessible boarding platforms would continue to be

- added on a location-by-location basis when feasible. However, no scheduled program of
improvements would be implemented without adoption of the TEP. With the No Project
Alternative, the significant physical impacts related to traffic, loading, and cumulative parking
conditions identified in the FEIR for the Project and set forth above would not occur, and the
mitigation measures identified in the EIR and the Initial Study would not be necessary.

The No Project Alternative would not provide for an organized, comprehensive, coordinated
program of transit system improvements. Transit system reliability and efficiency would not
improve, and crowding on some routes would not be expected to change substantially from
existing conditions. Under cumulative conditions with the No Project Alternative, the transit
system would become more crowded as growth and development continue to occur in the City.
Transit travel times would not improve on a coordinated basis. A mode shift from automobiles to
transit use would not occur, resulting in additional automobile congestion. . The No Project
Alternative would not help the City support the Transit First Policy. Additionally, traffic
congestion will continue to degrade the performance of the surface transit system leading to
increasing operating costs born by the City of San Francisco tax payers, As costs continue to
increase, and on time performance continues to degrade, resources that had originally been
identified to provide additional service will be used to supplement existing operations. This
spiral of increased operational SubSldleS W|th no increase in service may result in lower
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ridership, which leads to decreasing revenue and a-downward spiral in the sustainability of the
transit system and mobility for residents and visitors to the City 6f San Francisco.

For these reasons, the SFMTA Board finds that, on balance, the Project is preferable to the No -
‘Project Altematlve and the No Project Alternatlve is rejected as infeasible.

2. Altérnatives Considered and Rejected in the EIR

Alternative locations for the TEP would not be feasible because the Project is a systemwide
program to improve the eX|st|ng transit infrastructure and service in San Francisco; therefore,
alternative locations outside of San Francisco are rejected ‘Alternative locations for transit
improvements on streets other than those proposed are rejected as infeasible because of the
needto maintain connectivity and geographlc coverage within the exrstlng transit and overall
transportatlon network o

The SFMTA consrdered several potentlal alternatives to aspects of the TEP’s TTRP Moderate
and Expanded Alternatlves These alternatives include the followmg

. Translt-only streets along high transrt ndershlp corndors ;

«  Transit-only lanes along the entirety of all existing four-lane (or more) transit corridors.

e Stop sign removal and replacement with traffic signals at all stop sign locations on transit
corridors, -

s Stop consolldatlon and optlmlzatlon standards as recommended in best practices
literature. ' ‘ : S

» -Route terminal relocation and optimization for some routes with tennrnal Iocatlons at
unproductive route segments or in low-transit demand Iocatlons

» Fleet mode change by route, such as servicing some routes that currently operate with
exrstrng trolley vehicles with the diesel fleet or vice versa.

) Addltlonal extensions to existing routes. -

« Modification of route tails (swapping oné route segment wrth a dlfferent route segment to
serve the same transit corridor): ‘

¢ Route discontinuations and other route segment eliminations:

e Use of higher capacity vehicles on certain routes (note that the TEP includes service on
some routes, such as the 5 Fulton, with higher capacity vehicles, but not on others).

~ e« _Streamlining all routes for improved directness by, for example, reducing the number of

turns (streamlining is included in the TEP for some routes). '

o ‘Mod |fy|ng frequency for all routes (frequency modifications, both increased and
decreased frequency, is lncluded in the TEP for some routes)

¢ Reducing the span of serwce for some routes
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» Farside boarding at all signalized intersections (farside boarding at signalized
intersections is included in the TEP for many routes. but not all),

These alternatives were remioved from consideration during development of the TEP for a
variety of reasons as set forth in Section 6.5 of the FEIR. The SFMTA Board concurs with the
findings in the EIR, and rejects these alternatives as infeasible for the reasons set forth therein.

VH. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

Pursuant to CEQA §21 081 and CEQA Gundellnes § 15093, the SFMTA Board of Directors
hereby finds, after consideration of the FEIR and the evidence in the record, that each of the
specific overriding economic, legal, social, technological and other benefits of the Project as set
forth below independently and collectively outweighs the éig_niﬁcant and unavoidable impacts
and is an overriding consideration warranting approval of the Project. Any one of the reasons
for approval cited below is sufficient to justify approval of the Project. Thus, even if a court were
to conclude that not every reason is supported by substantial evidence, the SFMTA Board will -
stand by its determination that each individual reason is sufficient. The substantial evidence
supporting the various benefits can be found in the preceding fi ndings which are incorporated
by reference into this Sectlon and in the documents found in the Record of Proceedings, as
defi ned in Section .

On the basis of the above findings ‘and the substantial evidence in the whole record of this
proceeding, the SFMTA Board specially finds that there are significant benefits of the Project in
spite of the unavoidable significant impacts, and therefore makes this Statement of Overriding
Considerations.” The SFMTA Board further finds that, as part of the process of obtaining Project |
approval, all significant effects on the environment from implementation of the Project have
been eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible. All mitigation measures.identified in
the EIR for the Project are adopted as part of this approval action. The SFMTA Board has

- determined that any remaining significant effects on the environment found to be unavoidable
are acceptable due to the following specific overriding economic, technical, legal,.social and
other considerations.

The Project will have the following benefits:

¢ -The Service Policy Framework and the "_I,'EP will support end implement the City's Transit
First Policy. -

» Improved transit service with the TEP, mcludmg improved (reduced) transit travel times,
increased efficiency and improved reliability, will make Muni a more attractive
transportation mode, resulting in more use of transit and less automobile travel
throughout the City.

46



Transit Effectiveness Project
SFMTA Board of Directors
CEQA Findings

3/21/2014

 Implementing the TEP will improve safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders.
~ « Improved network efficiency and reduced system redundancy with implementation of the
TEP will improve the cost-effectiveness of transit operations.

o Implementation of the TEP capital projects will support increased access for seniors and
people with disabilities by expanding accessible rail stops and making platform
upgrades.

s Enhanced transit service on the busiest lines will drastically improve the customer
experience by reducing crowding.

e Service level expahsion will improve system-wide neighborhood connectivity and access
~ to regional transit by providing more frequent service between neighborhoods.

 Finite public resources will be redirected to better match travel demand and trip patterns
based on existing community needs. '

Having considered these benefits, the SFMTA Board of Directors finds that the benefits of the
TEP outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, and that the adverse
environmental effects are therefore acceptable.
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

MEMORANDUM

Jason Elliott, Mayor’s Office

Jon Givner, Office of the City Attorney

Naomi Kelly, City Administrator

John St. Croix, Executive Director, Ethics Commission

John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department

Sarah Jones, Environmental Review Officer, Planning Department
Maria Su, Director, Depariment of Children, Youth and Their Families
Barbara Carlson, Director, Office of Early Care and Education

Laurel Kloomok, Executive Director, First Five Commission

Phimy Truong, Director, Youth Commission

Bevan Dufty, Director, Housing Opportunity Partnerships and Engagement
Carla Johnson, Director, Mayor’s Office on Disability

Adrienne Pon, Executive Dlrector Office of Civic Engagement &
Immigrant Affalrs

Allen Nance, Chief Probation Officer, Juvenile Probation Department
Chief Greg Suhr, Police Department

George Gascon, District Attorney

Jeff Adachi, Public Defender

Phil Ginsburg, General Manager, Recreation and Park Department
Mark Morewitz, Secretary, Health Commission

Trent Rhorer, Executive Director, Health Services Agency

Emily Murase, Executive Director, Department on the Status of Women
Luis Herrera, City Librarian

Tom DeCaigny, Director of Cultural Affairs, Arts Commission
Monique Zmuda, Deputy Controller

Linda Wong, Assistant Clerk, Budget and Finance Commlttee
Board of Supervisors

May 28, 2014

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE INTRODUCED
November 4, 2014 Election

The Board of Supervisors’ Budget & Finance Committee has received the following
Initiative Ordinance for the November 4, 2014 Election, introduced by Mayor Lee,
Supervisors Tang, Supervisor Chiu, Supervisor Wiener, Supervisor Avalos, Supervisor
Kim; Supervisor Breed, Supervisor Farrell, Supervisor Mar, Supervisor Yee, Supervisor



Cohen and Supervisor Campos on May 13, 2014. This matter is being referred to you .
for informational purposes.

File No. 140508 General Obligation Bonds - Transportation and Road
Improvement

Resolution determining and declaring that the public interest and necessity
demand the construction, acquisition, improvement, and retrofitting of
transportation and transit related improvements, and other critical
infrastructure and facilities for transportation system improvements and
safety and related costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing
purposes; authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the resulting
property tax increase to residential tenants under Administrative Code,
Chapter 37; providing for the levy and collection of taxes to pay both
principal and interest on such bonds; incorporating the provisions of
Administrative Code, Sections 5.30-5.36; setting certain procedures and
requirements for the election; finding that a portion of the proposed bond
is not a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
adopting findings under CEQA, CEQA Guidelines, and San Francisco
Administrative Code, Chapter 31, for the remaining portion of the bond;
and finding that the proposed bond is in conformity with the eight priority
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1(b), and with the General Plan
consistency requirement of Charter Section 4.105, and Administrative
Code, Section 2A.53. ' :

Please review immediately and submit any reports or comments you‘ wish to be
included with the legislative file.

If you have any questions or concerns, please call me at (415) 554-7719 or email:
linda.wong@sfgov.org. To submit documentation, please forward to me at the Board of

Supervisors, City- Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA
94102.

C:

AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department

Aaron Starr, Planning Department

Jeanie Poling, Planning Department

Joy Navarrete, Planning Department

Christine Fountain, Police Department

John Monroe, Secretary, Police Commission

Sharon Woo, Office of the District Attorney

Sarah Ballard, Recreation and Park Department

Margaret McArthur, Secretary, Recreation and Park Commission
Louise Rainey, Secretary, Human Services Commission

Cynthia Vasquez, Secretary, Commission on the Status of WWomen
Sue Blackman, Secretary, Library Commission

‘Rebekah Krell, Deputy Director, Arts Commission

Sharon Page-Ritchie, Secretary, Arts Commission



May 6, 2014

To: Supervisor David Chiu, Boaxd President L
From: Naomi Ketly, City Administrator and Capital Planning Committee Chair | J/ :
Copy: Members of the Board of Supervisors \$

. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 1

Capital Planning Committee ‘ |

Regarding: (1) The Proposed Transportation 2030 Ballot Initiative Program for the N&v
2014 election; (2) The Proposed $500 million Transportation 2030 General

MEMORANDUM

Obligation (G.0.) Bond; and (3) 10-Year Capital Plan amendment related to
the Transportation 2030 G.O. Bond.

In accordance with Section 3.21 of the Administrative Code, on May 5, 2014, the Capital
Planning Committe¢ (CPC) approved the following action items to be cons1dered by the Board
of Supervisors. The CPC's recommendations are set forth below.

1. Board File Number: TBD

Recommendation:

Comments:

2. Board File Number: TBD

Recommendation to support the Transpertation 2030
November 2014 Ballot Initiative Program which
includes an Advisory Measure, a Vehicle License Fee
(VLF), and a General Obligation Bond (see Ifem 2

- below).

Recomménd the Board of Supervisors support the
Transportation 2030 Ballot Initiative Program,

The CPC recommends approval of these items with the
acknowledgement that the VLF would provide San
Francisco with unrestricted General Fund money, some
or &ll of which the Mayor and Board of Supervisots
through the budget process could elect to spend on
street and transportation projects. The vote to approve
the items was 10-0.

Committee membets or representatives in favor-
include: Ken Bukowski, City Administrator’s Office;
Judson True, Board President’s Office; Ben
Rosenfield, Controller’s Office; Ed Reiskin, Director, -
SFMTA; Mohammed Nuru, Director, Public Works;
Michael Carlin, SFPUC; John Rahaim, Directot,
Planning Department; Melissa Whitehouse, Mayor’s
Budget Office; Ivar Satero, San Francisco International
Airport; and Phil Gingburg, Recreation and Parks
Department.

Approval of the Ordinance and related Resolution of
Public Interest & Necessity authorizing the Special



Capital Planning Committee Memc - 2 Board of Supervisors, May 6, 2014

Recommendation:

Comments:

3. Board File Number: TBD

Recommendation:

Comments:

Election for the proposed Transportation 2030 General
Obligation (G.O.) Bond in the amount of up to
$500,000,000.

Recommend the Board of Supervisors approve the
Bond Ordinance and Resolution.

The CPC recommends approval of these items by a
vote of 10-0.

Committee members or representatives in favor
include: Ken Bukowski, City Administrator’s Office;
Judson True, Board President’s Office; Ben
Rosenfield, Controller’s Office; Ed Reiskin, Director,
SFMTA; Mohammed Nuru, Director, Public Works;
Michael Carlin, SFPUC; John Rahaim, Director,
Planning Department; Melissa Whitehouse, Mayor’s
Budget Office; Ivar Satero, San Francisco International
Airport; and Phil Ginsburg, Recreation and Parks
Department.

Approval of the Resolution amending the FY 2014 —
2023 Capital Plan to increase the proposed 2014
Transportation G.O. Bond amount te $500,000,000 up

- from $150,000,0600.

Recommend the Board of Supervisors approve the
Resolution.

The CPC recommends approval of these items by a
vote of 10-0.

Committee members or representatives in favor
include: Ken Bukowski, City Administrator’s Office;
Judson True, Board President’s Office; Ben
Rosenfield, Controller’s Office; Ed Reiskin, Director,
SFMTA; Mohammed Nuru, Director, Public Works;
Michael Carlin, SFPUC; John Rahaim, Director,
Planning Department; Melissa Whitehouse, Mayor’s
Budget Office; Ivar Satero, San Francisco International
Airport; and Phil Ginsburg, Recreation and Parks
Department.

Page 2 of 2



EDWIN M. LEE
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

TO: ' Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

FROM: VLMayor Edwin M. Leelz:a/
RE: Transportation and Road Improvement General Obligation Bonds
DATE:  May 13,2014

Attached for introduction to the Board of Supervisors is the resolution determining and
declaring that the public interest and necessity demand the construction, acquisition,
improvement, and retrofitting of transportation and transit related improvements, and
other critical infrastructure and facilities for transportation system |mprovements and
safety and related costs necessary or convenient for the foregoing purposes;
authorizing landlords to pass-through 50% of the resulting property tax increase to
residential tenants under Administrative Code Chapter 37; providing for the levy and
collection of taxes to pay both principal and interest on such bonds; incorporating the
provisions of Administrative Code, Sections 5.30 — 5.36; setting certain procedures and
requirements for the election; finding that a portion of the proposed bond is not a project
under the California Environmental Quality Act (‘CEQA”) and adopting findings under
CEQA, CEQA Guidelines, and San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 31 for the
remaining portion of the bond; and finding that the proposed bond is in conformity with
the priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1(b) and with the General Plan
consistency requirement of Charter Section 4.105 and Administrative Code Section
2A.53. ‘

Please note this item is cosponsored by Supervisors Tang, Chiu, Wiener, Avalos, Kim,
Breed, Farrell, Mar, Yee Cohen and Campos.

| request that this item be calendared in Budget and Finance Committee.

Should you have any questions, please contact Jason Elliott (415) 554-5105.

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, RoOom 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 :
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 /4o509






