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FILE NO. 150616 RESOLUTION NO. 

!I 
1 [Real Property Acquisition - Easements from the Jefferson Elementary School District - · 

Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project, San Mateo County - $426,000] 
2 

3 Resolution ratifying, approving, and authorizing the acquisition of seven easements 

4 from the Jefferson Elementary School District, a California public school district, for 

5 I $426,000 to be used by the City and County of San Francisco under the Water System 

6 Improvement Program for the access, installation, modification, removal, inspection, 

7 ·maintenance, repair, replacement, periodic scheduled maintenance, emergency 
[! . ,, 

8 j 1 repairs, and construction of the project known as the Regional Groundwater Storage 

9 I and Recovery Project, Project No. CUW30103; adopting findings· under the California 

10 l 1 Environmental Quality Act; adopting findings that the conveyance is consistent with 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

! 

I the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1; an~ 

I ratifying the Agreement and authorizing the Director of Property and/or the San 

! Francisco Public Utilities Commission General Manager to execute documents, inake 
'i 

l certain modifications, and take certain actions in furtherance of this Resolution; 
! 
I 
I 

11 

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("SFPUC") has Ji 

16 11 

17 ! j developed and approved the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project 

18 11 ("Project"), Project No. CUW30103, a water infrastructure project included as part of the 

19 I I Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP"), with a the primary purpose of providing an 
i! 

20 I: additional dry-year regional water supply; and 

21 J 1 WHEREAS, The Project is located in the County of San Mateo and its completion 
Ii 

22 11 would help the SFPUC achieve the WSIP Level of Service goal for Water Supply adopted 
I . 

23 ! by the SFPUC in Resolution No. 08-200; and · 

24 ii . WHEREAS, The specific objectives of the Project are to conjunctively manage the 

25 11 South Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinate,d use of SFPUC .surface water 

,, 
!! 
11 . 

J \ Real Estate Division 
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1 and groundwater pumped by the City of Daly City, the City of San Bruno, and the California 

2 Water Service Company ("Participating Pumpers") to provide supplemental SFPUC surface 

3 water to the Participating Pumpers in normal and wet years, resulting in a corresponding . 

4 reduction of groundwater pumping, which then allows for in-lieu recharge of the South 

5 Westside Groundwater Basin to increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of 

6 the South Westside Groundwater Basin by up to an average annual volume of 7.2 million 

7 gallons per day and provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for SFPUC customers and 

8 increase water supply reliability during a multi-year drought cycle; and 

9. WHEREAS, An Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") as required by the California 

10 Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") was prepared for the Project by the San Francisco 

11 Planning Depart_ment, File No. 2008.1396E; and 

12 WHEREAS, The San Francisco Planning Commission on August 7, 2014 1) certified 

3· the FEIR for the Project by Motion No. M-19209; 2) adopted findings under CEQA, 

14 including the adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") and a 

15 statement of overriding considerations ("C~QA Findings"). by Motion No. M-19210; and 3) 

16 found the Project consistent with the. General Plan, and eight priority policies of Planning 

17 Code, Section 101.1 ("General Plan Findings") by Motion No. M-19211, a copy of the 

18 motions is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors under File No. 150616, which is 

19 incorporated herein by this reference; and 

20 WHEREAS, The Project requires that the City acquire two (2) temporary 

21 construction easements, one (1) access easement, one (1) storm drainage easement, one 

22 ( 1) utility water easement, one ( 1) utility line easement, and one ( 1) well easement 

23 (collectively, the "Easements") over and across portions of that real property owned by the 

24 Jefferson Elementary School District, a California public school district ("Grantor") located 

25 in an unincorporated area of Daly City in San Mateo County, CA; and 
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1 WHEREAS, On August 12, 2014, by SFPUC Resolution No. 14-0127, a copy of 

· 2 which is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors under File No. 140945, which is 

3 incorporated herein by this reference, adopted CEQA Findings and approved the proposed 

4 acquisition of the Easements by authorizing the SFPUC General Manager and/or the 

5 I Director of Property through consultation with the Office of the City Attorney, following 

6 Board of Supervisors approval of the acquisition of the Easements, to accept and execute 

7 I final agreements, and any other related documents necessary to consummate the 

8 
1
1 transactions contemplated therein; and . · 

9 WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors on October 28, 2014, approved Resolution 

1 O I No. 400-14, which included the adoption of CEQA Findings and the adoption of the San 
J! . 

11 Francisco Planning Commission's General Plan Findings for the Project; a copy of which is 

12 on file with the qlerk of Board of Supervisors under File No. 140945, which is incorporated 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

I herein by this reference; and 
I -

J · WHEREAS, SFPUC staff, through consultation with the Director of Property and the 
i 
I Office of the City Attorney, have negotiated with the Granter the proposed terms and 
I 
j conditions of City's acquisition of the Easements as set forth in the form of an Agreement 

i for Purchase and Sale of Real Estate ("Agreement"), between City, as Grantee, .and 

Granter, a copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors under File No. 

I 150616, which is incorporated herein by reference and is considered part of the record 

20 before this Board; and 

21 I WHEREAS, The Project files, including SFPUC Resolution Nos. 08-200 and 
!I 

22 \114-0127 and San Francisco Planning Department File No. 2008.1396E have been made 

23 11 available for review by the Board of Supervisors and the public, and those files are 

24 j considered part of the record before this Board; and 

25 1 

!1 Ii 
11 I 
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1 WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the information 

2 · . contained in the FEIR, and the CEQA Findings,_ including all written and oral information 

3 I provided by the Plar:ming Department, the public, relevant public agencies, the SFPUC and 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors, having reviewed and considered the .FEIR 

and record as a whole, finds that the proposed Agreement is within the scope of the project 

analyzed in the FEIR and previously approved by the San Francisco Planning Commission, 

the SFPUC, and the Board of Supervisors; and, be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board finds that the FEIR is adequate for its use as the 

decision-making body for approval of the Agreement and hereby incorporates by reference 

the CEQA Findings made in Resolution No. 400-14, Board File No. 140945 concerning the 

12 , j Project; and, be it 

,3 
1
j FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board further finds that since the FEIR was finalized, 

14 1

1

1 there have been no substantial project changes and no substantial changes in project· 

15 I circumstances that would require major revisions to the FEIR due to the involvement of 
I' 

16 II new significant environmental effects or an increase in the severity of previously identified 

17 11 significant impacts, and there is no new information of substantial importance that would 
I . 

18 I change the conclusions_ set forth in the FEIR; and, be it 

19 l FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors hereby incorporates by reference 

20 1

1

1 the General Plan Findings made in Resolution No. 400~14, Board of Supervisors File No. 

21 

1

1 140945 concerning the Project; and, be it . 

22 1
1 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That in accordance with the recommendations of the Public 
I 

23 Utilities Commission and the Director of Property, the Board of Supervisors hereby 

24 j approves the Agreement and the transaction contemplated thereby in substantially the form 

25 I of such instrument presented to this Board; and, be it 
I 

,1 
I 
I 
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1 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors ratifies the Agreement and 

2 authorizes the Director of Property and/or the SFPUC's General Manager to enter into any 

3 9dditions, amendments, or other modifications to the Agreement (including, without 

4 limitation, the attached exhibits) that the Director of Property and/or the SFPUC's General 

5 Manager determines are in the best interest of the City, that do not materially increase the 

6 obligations or liabilities of the City, and are necessary or advisable to complete the 

7 transaction contemplated in the Agreement and effectuate the purpose and intent of this 

8 resolution, such determination to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery 

9 by the Director of Property of the Agreement and any amendments thereto; and, be it 

10 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Director of Property is hereby authorized and urged, 

11 in the name and on behalf of the City and County, to execute and deliver the Agreement with 

12 Grantor upon the closing in accordance with the terms and conditions of the Agreement, and 

13 to take any and all steps (including, but not limited to, the execution and delivery of any and all 

14 ·certificates, agreements, notices, consents, escrow instructions, closing documents, and other 

15 instruments or documents) as the Director of Property deems necessary or appropriate in 

16 order to consummate the acquisition of the Easements pursuant to the Agreement, or to 

17 otherwise effectuate the purpose and intent of this resolution, such determination to be 

18 conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery by the Director of Property of any such 

19 documents. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE Sus-COMMIITEE MEETING JULY 8, 2015 

Department: 

Public Utilities Commission (PUC} 

Legislative Objectives 

The proposed resolution would (1) approve a Purchase and Sale Agreement between the City 
and County of San Francisco and the Jefferson Elementary School District for the acquisition of 
seven Easements located in San Mateo County and owned by the Jefferson Elementary School 
District for $426,000 to be used for the San Francisco Public Utility Commission's Regional 
Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project; .(2) adopt findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act; and (3) adopt findings that the purchase of the Easements is 
consistent with the City's General Plan and the eight priority policies of San Francisco Planning 
Code, Section 101.1. 

Key Points 

• In 2012~ the San Francisco Public Utilities Commissio·n (SFPUC} initiated the Regional 
Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project (Project). The ProJect consists pf the 
construction of 16 groundwater wells and well stations with total capacity of 7.2 million 
gallons of water to be used as a regional dry-year water supply. The estimated Project 
cost is $133,580,000, and is scheduled to be completed in July 2018. 

• Construction for the Project requires that the City and County of San Francisco acquire 
seven easements (Easements) across portions of property owned by the Jefferson 
Elementary School District, located in unincorporated San Mateo County. 

• Under the Purchase and Sale Agreement, the City would purchase seven Easements, 
including two ~emporary construction easements and five permanent easements, at a 
total cost of $426,000 from the Jefferson Elementary School District for use by the SFPUC 
for its Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project. 

Fiscal Impact 

• Based on 71,984 total square feet at an average cost per square foot of $5.92, as 
determined by an appraisal firm, the cost of acquiring the Easements is $426,000. Funding 
for the $426,000 was previously appropriated by the Board of Supervisors under the 
Water System Improvement Program. 

• Approve the proposed resolution. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE Sus-COMMITTEE MEETJNG JULY 8, 2015 

MANDATE STATEMENT 

City Charter Section 9.118(b) states that contracts entered into by a department, board or 
commission having a term of (a) more than 10 years; (b) anticipated expenditures of $10 million 
or more; or (c) modifications to these contracts of more than $500,000, are subject to Board of 
Supervisors approval. 

Administrative Code. Section 23.4 provides that acquisitions of real property are subject to 
Board of Supervisors approval. 

BACKGROUND 

Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project 

In 2012, the· San Francisco· Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) initiated the Regional 
Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project (Project). The Project consists of the construction of 
16 groundwater wells and well stations with total capacity of 7.2 million gallons of water to be 
used as a regional dry-year water supply. The wells will connect the SFPUC's water transition 
system to water systems of Daly City, the City of San Bruno and the California Water Service 
Company. The estimated Project cost is $133,580,000, and is scheduled to be completed in July 
2018. The Project is part of the SFPUC's Water System Improvement Program (WSIP), a $4.8 
billion program to r·epair, replace, and seismically upgrade SFPUC's water infrastructure. 

The Board of Supervisors previously appropriated $113,580,000 in Water Revenue Bonds for 
the Project1. In October 2014, the Board of Supervisors adopted findings related to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the San Francisco Planning Commission's 
General Plan findings for the Project (File No. 14-0945). 

Acquisition of Easements 

Construction for the Project requires that the City and County of San Francisco acquire seven 
easements (Easements) across portions of property owned by the Jefferson Elementary School 
Distric~, located in. unincorporated San Mateo County. The Real Estate Division retained 
Associated Right of Way Services, Inc., to appraise the value of the easements. Associated Right 
of Way Services,. Inc. is a consulting firm specializing in acquisition of property for public 
projects2

• On August 12, 2014, the SFPUC approved the proposed acquisition of the Easements. 

1 ~iles 10-0337, 11-1031, 13-0483 appropriated funds for the Project, and additional monies were funded from 
previous WSIP appropriations in files 92-10, 104-03, 65-04, 54-05, 196-05, 89-06, 22-07, 53-08, 247-08, 311-08, 37-
09, and 230-11. 
2 The appraisal value was determined by comparing four sales of similar properties throughout the Bay Area. The 
price for these sales ranged from $32.98 to $75.83 per square foot. Value of the subject property was determined 
to be $45 per square foot at its highest and best use. However, the subject property is currently used for 
recreational purposes, which limits its future use, thus reducing ·its value to an average price of $5.92 per square 
foot. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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BUDGET AND FINANCESUB-COMMiTIEE MEETING JULY8, 2015 

DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION 

The proposed. resolution would (1) approve a Purchase and Sale Agreement between the City 
and County of San Francisco and the Jefferson Elementary School District for the acquisition of 
seven easements, located in San Mateo County, owned by the Jefferson Elementary School 
District for $426,000 to be used for the SFPUC's Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery 
Project; (2) adopt findings under the California Environment.al Quality Act; and (3)_ adopt 
findings that the purchase of the Easements is consistent with the City's General Plan and the 
eight priority policies ~f San Francisco Planning Code, Section 101.13

• 

Purchase and Sale Agreement for Easements 

Under the Purchase and Sale Agreement, the City would purchase seven Easements, including 
two temporary construction easements and five permanent easements, at a total cost of 
$426,000 from the Jefferson Elementary School District for use by the SFPUC for its Regional 
Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project. Table 1 below summarizes the Easements to be 
purchased. 

Table 1: Purchase of Seven Easements 

Approximate 
Easement Square Feet Price per Amount 

Square Foot 

Two Temporary Construction Easements 

· Subtotal, Two Temporary Construction Easements 43,926 $3.37 $148,057 

Five Permanent Easements 

Access Road 12,702 $6.75 $85,739 

Electrical/Telephone 2,557 $9.00 23,013 

Storm Drain Easement 6,134 $9.00 55,206 

Building/Well 2,082 $45.00 93,690 

Water Pipeline 4,583 $4.SO 20,624 

Subtotal, Permanent Easements 28,058 $278,272 

Total 71,984 $426,3294 

The temporary construction easements expire after nine months, and the SFPUC has the option 
·to extend the term for an additional nine months on a month-to-month basis, for a total term 

3 The Eight Priorities of City Planning Code Section 101.1 include: (1) Existing neighborhood-serving retail uses must 
be preserved and enhanced, and future opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such 
businesses enhanced; (2) existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to 
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods; (3) the City's supply of affordable housing be 
preserved and enhanced; (4) commuter traffic not impede Muni transit service or overburden our streets or 
neighborhood parking; (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 resident 
employment and ownership in these· sectors be enhanced; (6) the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness 
to protect against injury and loss of life in an earthquake; .(7) that landmarks and historic buildings be preserved; 
and (8) parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from development. 
4 The total purchase price of all seven easements is $426,329. However, the negotiated sale price was rounded 
down to $426,000. · 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST 
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BUDGET AND FINANCE SUB-COMMITIEE MEETING JULY8, 2015 

of eighteen months. SFPUC will continue to pay the same rate for the easements during the 
extension period. According to Mr. Joshua Keene, Project Manager at the Real Estate 
Department, temporary easements were considered to be the appropriate transaction to 
secure rights to use the subject property because they are irrevocable, unlike a lease which 
does not confer the same level of protection. Mr. Keene further states that the use of 

· easements is standard for construction projects, which require high fixed costs of capital, and 
require a higher level of protection for a project to move forward. 

CEQA Findings and City's General Plan 

As stated previously, the Board of Supervisors adopted CEQA findings and the San Francisco 
Planning Commission's General Plan Findings for the Project in October 2014. The proposed 
resolution would find that the acquisition of the Easements is within the scope of the Project 
analyzed in the CEQA findings and the Planning Commission's findings that the Project is 
consistent with the City's General Plan and Planning Code. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

Based on 71,984 total square feet at an average cost per square foot of $5.92, as determined by 
an appraisal firm, the cost of acquiring the Easements is $426,000. Funding for the $426,000 
was previously appropriated by the Board of Supervisors under the Water System Improvement 
Program. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Approve the proposed resolution. 

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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Edwin M. Lee, Mayor . ' -'' . 

Naomi M. Kelly, City Administrator 

June 9, 2015 

John Updike 
Director of Real Estate 

Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project- Acquisition of Easements 

Through.Naomi Kelly, 
City Administrator 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
City & County of Sarr Francisco 
City Hall, Room 244 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place. 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear Board Members: . 

Enclosed for your consideration is a Resolution authorizing an agreement for purchase and sale of real 
estate between the City and the Jefferson Elementary School District. The City, on behalf of its Public 
Utilities Commission ("SFPUC"), seeks to acquire a total of seven (7) easements ("Easements") for the 
sum of Four Hundred and Twenty Six Thousand Dollars ($426,000). These easements are necessary 
to facilitate the SFPUC's Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project. Through this.proposed 
legislation, we are asking that the Board: 

1) Approves and authorizes the acquisition of the Easements; 

2) Re-adopts and incorporates fmdings under the California Environmental Quality Act 
("CEQA"), which were previously adopted by the Board last fall; 

3) Re-adopts and incorporates :findings that the conveyance of the Easements is consistent with 
the City's General Plan and Eight Pdority Policies of City Planning Code Section 101.1 which, 
were previously adopted by the Board last fall; 

4) Ratifies the purchase agreement and authorizes the Director of Property and/or the SFPUC 
General Manager to execute documents, make certain modifications, and take certain.actions in 
furtherance of the resolution. 

Should you have any questions regarding this agreement, please do not he itate to contact me. 

Respectfully, 

Jo~e 
Director of Real Estate 

Office of the Director of Real Estate o 25 Van Neli!-&nue, Suite 400 o San Francisco, CA 94102 
(JI 1 C\ CCA n(")cn - r-A~- IA ...... , --- __ ........ 



PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
City and County of San Francisco 

. RESOLUTION NO. 14-0127 

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff have developed a 
project description under the Water System hnprovement Program (WSIP) for the improvements 
to the regional water supply system, otherwise known as Project No. CUW30103, Regional 
Groundwater Storage and Recovery; and 

WHEREAS, The primary objective of the Project is to. provide an additional dry-year 
regional water supply. Specific objectives of the Project are to: 

. • Conjunctively manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin through the 
coordinated use of SFPUC surface water and groundwater pumped by the Daly 
City, San Bruno, an.d California Water Service Company ("Participating 
Pumpers"); 

• Provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Participating Pumpers in 
normal and wet years, resulting in a corresponding reduction of groundwater 
pumping, which then allows for in-lieu recharge of the South Westside 
Groundwater Basin; 

• Increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of the South Westside 
Groundwater Basin by up to~ average annual volume of7.2 mgd; and 

• Provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for SFPUC customers and increase 
water supply reliability during the 8.5-year design drought cycle. 

WHEREAS, On August 7, 2014, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the 
Final Enviroru:nental Impact Report (FEIR) in Planning Department File No. 2008.1396E, 
consisting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR), the Comments and Responses 
document and fotmd that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR 

. was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied with the provisions of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco 
Administrative Code and found further that the FEIR reflects the independent judgment and 
analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accmate and objective, and that 
the Comments and Responses document contains no significant revisions to the Draft BIR, and 
certified the completion of said FEIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines in its 
Motion Nos. 19209; 192010; 192011; and. 

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained in 
the FEIR, all :written and oral information provided by the Plarming Department, the public, 
relevant public agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the. Project 
and the BIR; and 

WHEREAS, The Project and FEIR files have been made available for review by the 
SFPUC and the public in File No. 2008.1396E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San 
Francisco, California; and those .files are part of the record before this Commission; and 
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WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as required by CEQA, (CEQA 
Findings) in Attachment A to this Resolution and a proposed Mitigation,· Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) in Attachment B to this Resolution, which material was made 
available to the public and the Commission for the Commission's review, consideration and 
action; and 

WHEREAS, The Project is a capital improvement project approved by this Commission 
as part of the WSIP; and 

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

WHEREAS, Thereafter, the SFPUC approved the WSIP and adopted findings and a 
MMRP as required by CEQA on October 30, 2008 by Resolution No. 08-0200; and 

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

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

WHEREAS, The SFPUC staff will comply with Government Code Section 7260 et seq. 
statutory procedures for possible acquisition of interests (temporary or permanent) in the 
following real property in San Mateo County (1) Assessor's Parcel# 002-410-050 in Daly City, 
owned by Lake Merced Golf and Country Club, (2) Assessor's Parcels# 002-072-240, -250 and 
002-201-650 in Daly City, owned by John Daly Boulevard Associates/West Lake Associates, (3) 
Assessor's Parcels# 006-111-540 and 006-111-460 in Daly City, owned by Jefferson School 
District, (4) Assessor's Parcel # 008-421-120 in Colma, owned by TSE Serramonte, (5) 
Assessor's Parcel's # (unknown) for property owned by BART/SAMTRANS in South San 
Francisco~ (6) Assessor's Parcel # 010-212-100 in South San Francisco, owned by Costco 
Wholesale Corporation, (7) Assessor's Pprcel # 010-292-210 in South San Francisco, owned by 
Kaiser Foundation Hospitals, (8) Assessor's Parcel #. 093-220-010 in Millbrae, leased by 
OSH/Lowes Corporation, and (9) Assessor's Parcel # 014-320-0lOin San Bruno, owned by the 
U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs. The total combined purchase price for the acquisition of 
these property interests is estimated to not exceed $1.500,000; and 

WHEREAS, The Project includes work located on the property of the City of South San 
Francisco, Town of Colma. Lake Merced Golf Club, Jefferson Elementary School District and 
the Participating Pumpers, and SFPUC staff may seek to enter into Memoranda of Agreement 
("MOAs") with these entities, addressing such matters as (a) SFPUC's commitments to restore or 
replace, pursuant to agreed specifications, certain improvements owned by the respective 
entities, (b) cooperative procedures and fees relating to local permits, if any, inspections, and 
communications to the public concerning Project construction, '(c) the form of necessary 
encroachment permits or other property agreements for Project construction, and (d) the parties' 
respective indemnification and insurance obligations; and 
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WHEREAS, The Project will ·require Board of Supervisors approval of Mitigation 
Agreements with irrigators overlying the South Westside Basin under Charter section 9.118; and 

WHEREAS, The Project requires the General Manager to negotiate and execute an 
Operating Agreement with the Participating Pumpers, and related agreements to carry out the 
Operating Agreement . The Operating Agreement to be negotiated and executed is substantially 
in the form attached to this Resolution as Attachment C; and 

WHEREAS, The Project MMRP requires the SFPUC to negotiate and execute Mitigation 
Agreements with Cypress Lawn Memorial Park Cemetery; Eternal Home Cemetery; Hills of 
Eternity/Home of Peace/Salem Cemeteries; Holy Cross Catholic Cemetery; Italian Cemetery; 
Olivet Cemetery; and Woodlawn Cemetery in Colma, and the California Golf Club in South San 

· Francisco. The Mitigation Agreements to be negotiated and executed are substantially in the 
form attached to this ·Resolution as Attachment D; and 

WHEREAS, The Project MMRP requires the SFPUC to 1) negotiate and execute an 
amendment to the 2009 Water Supply Agreement (WSA) with the SFPUC's wholesale water 
customers regarding delivery of replacement water from the Regionai Water System as an 
interim mitigation action to irrigators overlying the South Westside Basin; and 2) negotiate and 
execute a wheeling agreement with California Water Service Company for delivery of 
replacement water to irrigators overlying the South Westside Basin as an interim mitigation 
action; and 

WHEREAS, Implementation of the Project mitigation measures will. involve consultation 
with, .or required approvals by, state regulatory agencies, including but not limited to the 
following: California Department of Health, San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, State Water Resources Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, State 
Historic Preservation Officer, and California Department of Fish and Game; and . 

WHEREAS, The Project may require the SFPUC General Manager to apply for and 
execute various necessary permits, encroachment permits, or other approvals with, including but . 
not limited to, the California Department of Transportation; County of San Mateo; Town of 
Colma, and cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco, and those permits 
shall be consistent with SFPUC existing fee or easement interests, where applicable, and will 
inc;:lude terms and conditions including, but not limited to, maintenance, repair and relocation of 
improvements and possibly indemnity obligations; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, This Commission has reviewed and considered the FEIR, finds that the 
FEIR is adequate for its use as the decision-making body for the actions taken herein, and hereby 
adopts the CEQA Findings, including the Statement of Overriding Considerations, attached 
hereto as Attachment A and incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference 
thereto, and adopts the MMRP attached to this Resolution as Attachment B and incorporated 
herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto, and authorizes a request to the Board 
of Supervisors to adopt the same CEQA Findings, Stat~ment of Overriding Considerations and 
MMRP; and be it 
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby approves Project No. 
CUW30103, Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project and authorizes staff to 
proceed with actions necessary to implement· the Project consistent with this Resolution, 
including advertising for construction bids, provided, however, that staff will return to seek 
Commission approval for award of the construction contract; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby authorizes the SFPUC General 
Manager and/or the Director of Real Estate to undertake the process, in compliance with 
Government Code Section 7260 et seq., with the San Francisco Charter and all applicable laws, 
for possible acquisition of interests (temporary or permanent) in the following real property in 
San Mateo County (1) Assessor's Parcel# 002-410-050 in Daly City, owned by Lake Merced 

. Golf and Country Club, (2) Assessor's Parcels # OQ2.:Q72-240, -250 and 002-201-650 in Daly 
City, owned by West Lake Associates/John Daly Blvd. Assoc, (3) Assessor's Parcels # 006-111-
540 and 006-111-460 in Daly City, owned by Jefferson Elementary School District, (4) 
Assessor's Parcel # 008-421-120 in Colma, owned by TSE Serramonte, L.P. and leased by 
Kohl's Department Store, (5) Assessor's Parcels (unknown) for property owned by 
BART/SAMTRANS in South San Francisco, (6) Assessor's Parcel # 010-212-100 in South San 
Francisco, owned by Costco Wholesale Corporation, (7) Assessor's Parcel # 093-331-080 in 
South San Francisco, owned by the City of South San Francisco, (8) Assessor's Parcel # 010-
292-210 in S~mth San Francisco, owned by Kaiser Foundation Hospitals, (9) Assessor's Parcel# 
093-220-010 in Millbrae, leased by OSH/Lowes Corporatio~, and (10) Assessor's Parcel# 014~ 
320-010 in San Bruno, owned by the U.S.A., and to seek Board of Supervisors' approval if 
necessary, and provided that any necessary Board approval has been obtained, to accept and 
execute final agreements, and any other related documents necessary to consummate the 
transactions contemplated therein, in such form, approved by the City Attorney; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, Tbe General Manager will confer with the Commission during 
the negotiation process on real estate agreements as necessary, and report to the Commission on 
all agreements submitted to the Board of Supervisors for approval; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED~ That this Commission hereby authorizes the General Manager 
to negotiate and execute Memoranda of Agreement, if necessary, to perform work on the 
property of the City of South San Francisco, Town of Colma, Lake Merced Golf Club, Jefferson 
Elementary School District and the Participating Pumpers (collectively the "Project MOAs") in 
a form that the General Manager determines is in the public interest and is acceptable, necessary, 
and advisable to effectuate the purposes and intent of this Resolution, and in compliance with the 
Charter and all applicable laws, and approved as to form by the City Attorney. The Project 
MOAs may .address such matters as (a) SFPUC's commitments to restore or replace, pursuant to 
agreed specifications, certain improvements owned by the respective local jurisdictions, (b) 
cooperative procedures and fees relating to local pennits, inspections, and conununications to the 
public concerning Project construction, (c) the form of necessary encroachment permits or other 
property licenses required to permit Project construction, and (d) the parties' respective 
indemnification and insurance obligations, subject to the San Francisco Risk Manager's 
approval; and be it 
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby authorizes the SFPUC General 
Manager to seek Board of Supervisors approval for the Controller's .release of reserve for the 
Project; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby authorizes the SFPUC General 
Manager to negotiate and execute an Operating Agreement.with the City of Daly City, the City 
of San Bruno, and Califomia Water Service Company, substantially in the form attached to this 
Resolution as Attachment C, along with more detailed site specific agreements for the operation 
of Project wells by the Participating Pumpers and the shared use of facilities owned by the 
Participating Pumpers for water treatment and distribution, as contemplated by the Operating 
Agreement; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby authorizes the SFPUC General 
Manager to negotiate and execute Mitigation Agreements with Cypress Lawn Memorial Park 
Cemetery; Etemal Home Cemetery; Hills of Eternity/Home of Peace/Salem Cemeteries; Holy 
Cross Catholic Cemetery; Italian Cemetery; Olivet Cemetery; and Woodlawn Cemetery in 
Colma, and the California Golf Club in South San Francisco substantially in the forms attached 
to this Resolution as Attachment D, and to seek Board of Supervisors approval of the Mitigation 
Agreements m1der Ch;:trter Section 9.118, along with the approval of the settlement of any CEQA 
appeals filed by these irrigators based on the terms of the Mitigation Agreements; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his 
designee, to consult with, or apply for, and, if necessary, seek Board of Supervisors' approval, 
and if approved, to accept and execute permits or required approvals by state regulatory 
agencies, including but not limited to, the California Department of PL'iblic Health, the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, the State Water Resources Control Board, the Bay Area Air 
Quality Management District, the State Historic Preservation Officer, and the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, including terms ·and conditions that are within the lawfol 
authority of the agency to impose, in the public interest, and, in the judgment of the General 
Manager, in consultation with the City Attorney, are reasonable and appropriate for the scope · 
and duration of the requested permit or approval, as necessary for the Project; and be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his 
designee, to apply for and execute various necessary permits and encroachment permits or other 
approvals with, including but not limited to, the California Department of Transportation.; 
County of San Mateo; Town of Colma; and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and 
South San Francisco, which permits or approvals shall be consistent with SFPUC's existing fee 
or easement interests, where applicable. To the extent that the terms and conditions of the 
permits will requiry SFPUC to indemnify the respective jurisdictions, ·those indemnity 
obligations are subject to review and approval by the San Francisco Risk Manager. The General 
Manager is authorized to agree to such terms and conditions, including but not limited to those 
relating to maintenance, repair and relocation of improvements, that are in the public interest, 
and in the judgment of the General Manager, in consultation with the City Attorney, are 
reasonable and appropriate, for the scope and duration of the requested use as necessary for the 
Project; and be it 
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager to work 
with the Director of Real Estate to seek Board approval if necessary, and provided.any necessary 
Board approval is obtained, to accept and execute the real property agreements : authorized 
herein; and be it 

FURTHER RE~OL VED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his 
designee, to enter into any subsequent additions, amendments or other modifications to the 
permits, licenses, encroachment removal agree:ments, leases, easements, other Use Instruments 
or real property agreements, Operating Agreements, and Mitigation Agreements or amendments 
thereto, as described herein, that the General Manager, in consultation with the Real Estate 
Services director and the City Attorney, determines are in the best interests of the SFPUC and 
the City, do not materially decrease the benefits to the SFPUC or the City, and do not materially 
increase the obligations or liabilities of the SFPUC or the City, such determination to be 
conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery of any such additions, amendments, or 
other modifications. 

· I hereby certify tha.t the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Public Utilities Commission at 
its meeting of August 12, 2014. 

/'i 

/'/If . I I 
1 )ULv'IU1l\_ ~CL-
" Secretary, Public Utilities Commission 
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SAN .FRANCISCO 
PLAN"ING DEPARTMENT 

Memo to the Planning Commission 
HEARING DATE AUGUST 7, 2014 

Date: 
.Case No. 

Project Name 
Zoning: 

July 31, 2014 
Case No. 2008 .. 1396E - CEQA Findings 
Case No. 2008.1396R- General Plan Referral 
SFPUC Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project 
NI A; Various locations, San Francisco Peninsula 

1650 Mission St 
Suile400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
lnformatlon: 

Block/Lot No.: N/A; Various locations; San Francisco Peninsula. See attachment for415.558.6377 

·Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

Recommendations: 

PROPOSED PROJECT 

individual locations. 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Greg Bartow 
525 Golden Gate Ave., 1Qth Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Paolo Ikezoe- (415) 575-9137 
Paolo.llcezoe@~fgov.org 

Adopt California Environmental Quality Act Findings 
Approve General Plan Referral 

The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("SFPUC") proposes the Grolindwater Storage and 
Recovery Project. The project proposes to install the 16 new groundwater wells along the SFPUC 
Regional Water System, at various locations throughout the San Francisco Peninsula in San Mateo 
County. The sites would have permanent wells installed and would require temporary construction 
easements and staging areas, temporary arid permanent access roads, permanent pipeline easements and 
permanent utility easements. Under the Project, .SFPUC would provide supplemental SFPUC surface 
water to the Partner Agencies during normal and wet years and in turn the Partner Agencies would 
reduce their groundwater pumping for the purpose of allowing the amount of groundwater in the South 
Westside Groundwater Basin to recharge. Then, during dry years, the Partner Agencies and the SFPUC 
would pump the increased stored groundwater using 16 new well facilities. The dry-year groundwater 
supply would be blended with water from the SFPUC' s regional water system and would as a result 
increase the available water supply to all regior:ial water system customers during dry yecu;s. All project 
comp,onents would be located outside of the City and County of San Francisco. 

www.sfplanning.org 
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REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION* 

fu order for the project to proceed, the Commission must approve the following: 
Adoption of CEQA Findings - Case No. 2008.1396£ 
General Plan Referral- Case No. 2008.1396R 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

Attachments: 

.Draft CEQA Findings Motion 

Adopt CEQA Findings 
Approve General Plan Referral 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
Draft General Plan Referral Motion 

*Final EIR draft motions to be provided under separate cover. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Planning Commission Draft Motion 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) FINDINGS 

HEARING DATE AUGUST 7, 2014 

Date: July 31, 2014 
Case No. 2008.1396E 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 Case No. 

Project Name 
Zoning: 

For SFPUC Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project Planning 

Block/Lot No.: 

Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

NIA; Vanous locations, San Francisco Peninsula Information: 

NIA; Various locations; San Francisco Peninsula. See attachment for41 5.558.6377 

individual locations. 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Greg Bartow 
525 Golden Gate Ave., lQth Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Paolo Ikezoe- (415) 575-9137 
Paolo.Ikezoe@sfgov.org 

ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT, 
INCLUDING FINDINGS REJECTING ALTERNATIVES AS INFEASIBLE, ADOPTING A 
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS, AND ADOPTING A MITIGATION, 
MONITORING, AND REPORTING PROGRAM RELATING TO 1HE SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC 
UTILITY'S PROPOSED PROJECT TO CONSTRUCT AND OPERATE IN SAN MATEO COUNTY A 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT TO SUPPLY_ UP TO 7.2 
MILLION GALLONS PER DAY OF GROUNDWATER DURING DRY YEARS OR EMERGENCIES 

PREAMBLE 

On April 10, 2013, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report ("DEIR") and 
provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation bf the availability of the DEIR for public 
review and comment for a 45-day period (the public review period was extended for two weeks, 
concluding on June 11, 2013, resulting in a 62-day public review period), and of the date and time of the 
Planniri.g Commission public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department's list of 
persons requesting such notice and other interested parties, posted near the Project site, and made 
available at the main public library in San Francisco and at public libraries in San Mateo County. 
Additional notices of availability were distributed and published on May 29, 2013, to announce the 
extended public review period. 

On April 10, 2013, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons requesting it, 
to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to government 
agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse. The DEIR· was posted on the 

www .sf planning .org 

1695 



Motion No. _____ _ 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

CASE NO. 2008.1396E 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

Department's website. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the 
State Clearinghouse on April 10, 2013. 

The Planning Commission held a duly-advertised public hearing on the DEIR to accept written or oral 
comments on May 16, 2013. The Planning Department also held a local public hearing in the project 
vicinity in San Mateo County on May,14, 2013. The public hearing transcripts are in the Project record. 
The extended period for acceptance of written comments ended on June 11, 2013. 

The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the public hearing 
and in writing during the extended 62 day public review period for the DEIR, and 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. The, Department provided additional, updated informatiQn 
and clarification on issues raised by commenters, as well as the staffs of the SFPUC a:i;id the Planning 
Department, to address Project updates since publication of the DEIR. This material was presented in a 
Responses to Comments document ("RTC"), published on July 9, 2014, distributed to the Commission on 
July 10, 2014, and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to others upon request at 
the Department and on the Department's website. 

On August 7, 2014, the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") conducted a public hearing on 
the Final Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") for the Project, consisting of the Draft Envn:onmental 
Impact Report, the RTC, and any additional consultations, comments and information received during 
the review process. The Commission reviewed and considered the Final EIR and found the contents of 
said report and the procedures through which the EIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied 
with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA"), 
the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. section 15000 et seq.), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco 
Administrative Code. 

The Planning Commission found the Final EIR was adequate, accurate and objective, reflected the 
independent analysis and judgment of the Department and the Planning Commission, and that the 
summary of comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and approved 
the Final EIRJor the Project in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31. 

The Planning Department, Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of records for the Planning Department 
materials, located in the.File for Case No. 2008,1396E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, 
California. 

Department staff prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") for the Project 
and these materials were made available to the public and this Commission for this Commission's 
review, consideration and action. 

On August 7, 2014, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly 
scheduled meeting on Case No. 2Q08.1396E to consider the approval of the Project. The Commission has 
heard and considered. the testimony presented to it at the public h~aring and has further considered 
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written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the SFPUC, the Planning Department staff, 
and other interested parties. 

MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby adopts findings under the California Environmental 
Quality Act, including rejecting alternatives as infeasible and adopting a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations, and adopts the MMRP attached as Exhibit 1 based on the following findings: 

FINDINGS 

Having reviewed the materials identified in the Preamble above, and having heard all testimony and 
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: 

In determining to approve the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project ("GSR Project" or 
"Project") described in Section I.A, Project Description, below, the San Francisco Planning Commission 
("Planning Commission" or "Commission") makes and adopts the following findings of fact and 
decisi~ns regarding mitigation measures and alternatives, and adopts the statement of overriding 
considerations, based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (11CEQA11

), California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et 
seq., particularly Sections 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA ("CEQA 
Guidelines"), 14 California Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq., particularly Sections 15091 
through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

This document is organized as follows: 

Section I provides a description of the Project proposed for adoption, the environmental review 
process for the Project (Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project Environmental Impact 
Report, Planning .Department Case No., 2008.1396E, State Clearinghouse No. 2009062096 (the "Final 
BIR" or "BIR")), the approval actions to be taken and the location ofrecords; 

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

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

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

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

Section VI presents a statement of overriding considerations setting forth specific reasons in 
support of the Commission's actions and rejection of the alternatives not incorporated into the Project. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") for the mitigation measures that have been 
proposed for adoption is attached with these findings as Exhibit 1 to this Motion. The MMRP is 
required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. Exhibit 1 provides ~.table 
setting forth each mitigation measure listed in the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Project 
("Final EIR") that is required to reduce or avoid a significant adverse impact. Exhibit 1 also specifies the 
agency responsible for implementation of each measure and establishes monitoring actions and a 
monitoring schedule. The full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in Exhibit 1. 

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

I. Approval of the Project 

A. Project Description 

By this action, the Commission adopts and implements the GSR Project identified in the Final EIR. The 
GSR Project as adopted by the Commission is described in detail in the Draft EIR at pages 3-4 through 3-
122. Clarifications regarding the GSR Project description are contained in the C&R in Section 9.5.3. A 
summary of the key components of the GSR Project follows. 

The GSR is a groundwater storage and recovery project located in northern San Mateo County that the 
Sim. Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("SFPUC") proposes to operate in conjunction with Daly 
City, San Bruno and CalWater (referred to as the "Partner Agencies"). The SFPUC supplies surface 
water to. the Partner Agencies from its regional water system. The Partner Agencies currently supply 
potable water to their retail customers through a combination of groundwater from the southern portion of 
the Westside Groundwater Basin (referred to as the. "South Westside Groundwater Basin") and purchased 
SFPUC surface water. Under the Project, SFPUC would provide supplemental·SFPUC surface water to 
the Partner Agencies during normal and wet years and in turn the Partner Agencies would reduce their 
groundwater pumping for the purpose of allowing the amount of groundwater in the South Westside 
Groundwater Basin to recharge. Then, during dry years, the Partner Agencies and the SFPUC would 
pump the increased stored groundwater using 16 new well facilities. The dry-year groundwater supply 
would be blended with water from the SFPUC's regional water system and would as a result increase the 
available water supply to all regional water system customers during dry years. 

· The SFPUC would construct the following facilities to implement the Project. 

The SFPUC would construct 16 new groundwater well facilities within the South Westside Groundwater 
Basin. The well facilities would be selected from 19 possible locations; the t~ee additional locations 
would serve as backup locations in the event one of the 16 preferred locations is determined to be 
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infeasible. Together, the 16 new wells facilities would have an annual average-pulTI.ping capacity of 7.2 
million gallons per day ("mgd"), equivalent to 8, 100 acre-feet ("af') per year. 

Each of the well facilities would consist of a groundwater well pump station, distribution piping and 

utility connections. Depending on the site and quality of the groundwater at the site, the well facility 
would be located: (1) in a fenced enclosure (most also woµld provide onsite disinfection); (2) within a 

building; (3) in a building with an additional treatment facility; or (4) in a building with an additional 
treatment and filtration facility. Two sites may have just a well facility in a fenced enclosure and rely on 

a consolidated treatment and filtration facility at another location, or may have their own treatment and 

filtration facilities. The 19 possible sites; depending on whether the consolidated treatment and filtration_ 
facility is feasible, consist of four to six sites with a well facility in a fenced enclosure; one site with a 

well facility in a 700 square foot building; five sites with a well and treatment facility in an approximately 
1,500 square foot structure; and seve:p. to nine sites with a well and treatment plus filtration facility in an 

approximately 2,000 to 3,000 square foot structure. The Project also would upgrade the existing Daly 

City We~tlake pump station by adding three booster pumps and disinfection and fluoridation treatment so 
that it could serve proposed Sites 2, 3 and 4. 

The SFPUC would operate the facilities in conjunction with the Partner Agencies through an Operating 

Agreement. The proposed Operating Agreement provides for the Partner Agencies to accept surface 
water deliveries from the SFPUC during normal and wet years of up to 5.52 mgd in lieu of pumping a like 

amount of groundwater from their existing facilities. Then in dry years, the Partner Agencies. would 

pump from their existing wells and any new wells to designated quantities totaling 6.9 mgd over a five­
year averaging period. The SFPUC also would pump from the Project wells during dry years. SFPUC 

pumping for dry year regional water system supply could last for up to 7.5 years. 

The SFPUC would establish an SFPUC Storage Account to maintain an accounting of actual amounts of 
in-lieu water stored, taking into account in-lieu deliveries, metered decreases to groundwater pumping, 

and losses from the South Westside Groundwater Basin resulting from the Proj,ect. The expected 

maximum increased storage volume that the Project is expected to achieve in the South Westside 
Groundwater Basin is 60,500 af. The accounting process would assure that only the in-lieu water actually 
stored is pumped. When the SFPUC Storage Account is full, with the full 60,500 af in storage, and there 

is no shortage requiring the SFPUC to pump groundwater from the Project wells, pumping by Partner 

Agencies could not exceed 7 .6 mgd in any year of the five-year averaging period under the terms of the 
proposed Operating Agreement. · · 

The SFPUC also could undertake pumping during emergencies, system rehabilitation, scheduled 
maintenance or malfunctioning of the water system, and upon a recommendation of the operating 
committee. established by the Operating Agreement for purposes of management of the South Westside 

Groundwater Basin. 

B. Project Objectives 
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The SFPUC's primary goal of the Project is to provide an additional dry-year water supply.· Specific 
objectives of the GSR Project are: 

• Conjunctively manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinated use of 
SFPUC surface water and groundwater pumped by the Partner Agencies. 

• Provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Partner Agencies in normal and wet years, 
with a corresponding reduction of groundwater pumping by these agencies, which then 
allows for in-lieu recharge of the South Westside Groundwater Basin. 

• Increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of the South Westside Groundwater . 
Basin by an average annual 7.2 mgd. 

• Provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for the SFPUC's customers and increase water 
supply reliability during the 8.5-year design drought cycle. 

In addition, the Project is part of the SFPUC's adopted Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP") 
adopted by the SFPUC on October 30, 2008 (see Section C.l). The WSIP consists of over 70 local and 
regional facility improvement projects that would increase the ability of the SFPUC's water supply 
system to withstand major seismic events and prolonged droughts and to meet estimated water-purchase 
requests in the service areas. With the exception of the water supply goal, the overall WSIP goals and 
objectives are based on a planning horizon through 2030. The water supply goal to meet delivery needs in 
the SFPUC service area is based on a planning horizon through 2018. The overall goa~s of the WSIP for 
the SFPUC's regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water. 

• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. 

• Increase water delivery reliability. 

• Meet customer water supply needs. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system. 

The Project would help meet the SFPUC's WSIP goals by providing dry-year supply to increase water 
delivery reliability and meet customer water supply needs. lff addition, the Project would provide 
increased regional operational flexibility to respond to and restore water service during unplanned outages 
and loss of a water source, or both. Without the Project, the SFPUC could not meet its goals for dry-year 
delivery reliability. 

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

On October 30, 2008, the SFPUC approved the Water System Improvement Program (also known as the 
"Phased WSIP") with the objective of repairing, repladng, and seismically upgrading its regional water 
supply system's aging pipelines, tunnels, reservoirs, pump stations, and storage tanks (SFPUC, 2008; 
SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200). The WSIP improvements span seven counties-Tuolumne, Stanislaus, 
San Joaquin, Alameda, Santa Clara, San Mateo, and San Francisco (see SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200). 

To. address the potential environmental effects of the WSIP, the San Francisco Planning Department 
("Planning Department") prepared a Program BIR ("J>EIR"), which the Planning Commission certified on 
Octbber 30, 2008 (Motion No. 17734). At a project-level of detail, the PEIR evaluated the environmental 
impacts of the WSIP's water supply strategy and, at a program level of detail, it evaluated the 
environmental ·impacts of the WSIP's facility improvement projects. The PEIR contemplated that 
additional project-level environmental review would be conducted for the facility improvement projects, 
including the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project. 

2. San Francisco Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project Environmental Impact Report 

In accordance with Sections 15063 and 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Environmental Planning 
("EP") staff of the Planning Department, as lead agency, prepared a Notice of Preparation ("NOP") and 
conducted a scoping meeting for the GSR Project EIR. The Planning Department released the NOP on 
June 24, 2009; held a public scoping meeting on July 9, 2009, at the South San Francisco Municipal 
Services Building in South San Francisco; and accepted written comments on the NOP through July 28, 
2009. 

The NOP was distributed to the State Clearinghouse, and notices of the availability of the NOP were 
mailed to approximately 1,500 interested parties, including property owners and tenants within 300 feet of 
the proposed Project and 32 public agencies. The scoping meeting was noticed in local newspapers. 
Approximately 33 people attended the meeting. 

The Planning Department received six verbal comments on the scope of the EIR at the scoping meeting 
and 18 state, regional, and local agencies; organizations; and individual submitted written comments. A 
Scoping Summary Memorandum is included in the EIR at Appendix B summarizing comments received. 

The Planning Department then prepared the Draft BIR, which described the Project and the environmental 
setting, identified potential impacts, presented mitigation measures for impacts found to be significant or 
potentially significant, and evaluated Project alternatives. The Draft EIR analyzed the impacts associated 
with each of the key components of the Project, and identified mitigation measures applicable to reduce 
impacts found to be significant or potentially significant for each key component. It also included an 
analysis of five alternatives to the Project. In assessing construction and operational impacts of the 
Project, the Draft EIR considered the impacts of the Project as well as the cumulative impacts associated 
with the proposed Project in combination with other past, present, and future actions that could affect the 
same resources. 
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Each environmental issue presented in the Draft EIR was analyzed with respect to significance criteria 
that are based on EP guidance regarding the environmental effects to be considered significant. EP 
guidance is, in turn, based on CEQA Guidelin~s Appendix G, with some modifications. 

The Draft EIR was circulated to lo.cal, state, and federal agencies at?d to interested organizations and 
individuals for review and comment on April 10, 2013 for a 62-day public review period, which closed at. 

, 5:00 p.m. on June 11, 2013. A public hearing on the Draft EIR to accept written or oral comments was 
held by EP at the South San Francisco Municipal Services Building in South San Francisco on May 14, 
2013. Also, the Planning Commission held a public hearing at its meeting at San Francisco City Hall on 
May 16, 2013. During the public review period, EP received written comments sent through the mail, fax, 
or email. A court reporter was present at the public hearings, transcribed the public hearing verbatim, and 
prepared written transcripts. 

EP then prepared the C&R document, which provided written responses to each comment received on the 
Draft EIR. The C&R document was published on July 9, 2014, and included copies of all of the 
comments received on the Draft EIR and individual responses to those comments. The C&R provided 
additional, updated information and clarification on issues raised by commenters, as well as SFPUC and 
Planning Department staff-initiated text changes to address project updates. The Planning Commission 
reviewed and considered the Final EIR, which includes the Draft EIR and the C&R document, and all of 
the supporting information. The Final EIR provided augmented and updated information on many issues 
presented in the Draft EIR, including (but not limited to) the following topics: project description, plans 
and policies, land use, aesthetics, cultural and paleontological resources, transportation and circulation, 
noise and vibration, greenhouse gas emissions, recreation, utilities and service systems, hydrology and 
water quality, cumulative projects, and ProJect alternatives. This augmentation and update of information 
in the Draft EIR did not constitute new information or significantly .alter any of the conclusions of the 
Draft EIR so as to trigger the need for recirculation of the Final EIR. 

In certifying the Final EIR, the Planning Commission has determined that none of the. factors are present 
that would necessitate recirculation of the Final EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. The Final 
EIR contains no information revealing (1) any new significant environmental impact that would result 
from the Project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented, (2) any substantial 
increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental impact, (3) any feasible Project 
alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed that would 
clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the Project, but that was rejected by the Project's proponents, 
or (4) that the Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that 
meaningful public review and comment were precluded. 

The Commission finds that the Project is within the scope of the project analyzed in the Final EIR and the 
Final EIR fully analyzed the Project proposed for approval. No new impacts have been identified that 
were not analyzed in the Final EIR. 

D. Approval Actions 
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Under San Francisco's Administrative Code Chapter 31 procedures, the San Francisco Planning 
Commission certifies the Final EIRas complete and all approving bodies subject to CEQA adopt CEQA 
findings at the time of the approval actions. Anticipated approval actions are listed below. 

1. San Francisco Planning Commission 

• Approves General Plan consistency findings. 

2. San Francisco PubJic Utilities Commission 

• Approves the project, as described in these findings, and authorizes the General Manager or 
his designee to obtain necessary permits, consents, agreements and approvals .. Approvals 
include, but are not li~ited to, awarding a construction contract, approving the Operating 
Agreement with the Partner Agencies, approving agreements with irrigators for groundwater 
well monitoring and mitigation and related agreements with the SFPUC's wholesale 
customers and CalWater regarding delivery of water from SFfUC's regional system as an 
interim mitigation action; and approving property rights acquisition and access agreements. 

3. San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

• Considers any appeal of the Planning Commission's certification of the Final EIR. 

• Approves an allocation of bond monies to pay for implementatiol} of the project. 

• Approves property rights acquisition agreements. 

4. San Francisco Arts Commission 

• Approves the exterior design .of structures on City property. 

5. San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission 

• Reviews Memorandum of ·Understanding under federal Section 106 process of National 
Historic Preservation Act. 

6. Other - Federal, State, al.1:d Local Agencies 

Implementation of the Project will involve consultation with or required approvals by other local, state, 
and federal regulatory agencies as listed below. 

• Federal Agencies. Approvals by the United States Department of Veterans Affairs ("VA") 
for installation and maintenance of well facilities at Sites 14 and 15; approval to demolish a 
building located adjacent to the SFPUC right-of-way and decommission pipelines; and 
Section 106 consultation for review and evaluation of project impacts on cultural resources 
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under the National Historic Preservation Act. The VA's approvals will be subject to separate 
environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act. 

• State and Regional Agencies. Approvals of state and regional agencies related to: water 
supply permits (California Department of Public Health, Drinking Water Field Operations 
Branch); waste ·discharge permits (Bay Area Regional Water Quality· Control Board 
("RWQCB")); stormwater management permits (State Water Resources Control Board 
("SWRCB")); concurrence of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (State Historic Preservation Officer); permits for stationary equipment 
operation (Bay Area Air Quality Management District); biological resource management 
approvals (California Department of Fish and Wildlife ("CDFW")); and encroachment 
permits and land acquisitions (California Department of Transportation ("Caltrans") and Bay 
Area Rapid Transit District). 

• Local Agencies. Approvals _by local agencies, including the Operating Agreement with the 
Partner Agencies; easements and land acquisition agreements; encroachment permits for 
work on land owned by local agencies; permits for groundwater wells; and approvals related 
to implementation of mitigation measures, including without limitation, agreements with 
SFPUC wholesale customers regarding delivery of water from SFPUC's regional system as 
an interim mitigation action. Local approving agencies, in addition to· SFPUC wholesale 
customers, include: San Mateo County Transit District ("SamTrans"); Jefferson Elementary 
School District; San Mateo County; Town of Colma; and cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno and South San Francisco. 

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

E. Contents and Location of Records 

The record upon which all findings and determinations related to the Project are based ("Record of 
Proceedings") includes the following: 

• The Draft BIR and all documents referenced in or relied upon by the BIR. (The references in 
these findings to the BIR or Final BIR include both the Draft BIR and the Comments and 
Responses document.) 

• The PEIR for the Phased WSIP Variant, which is incorporated by reference in the GSR 
Project BIR. 

• All information (including written evidence and testimony) provided by City staff to the 
SFPUC and Planning Commission relating to the BIR, the Project, and the alternatives set 
forth in the BIR. 
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• All information (including written evidence and testimony) presented to the SFPUC and the 
Planning Commission by the environmental consultant and sub-consultants who prepared the 
BIR or that was incorporated into reports presented to the SFPUC. 

• All infonnation presented at any public hearing or workshop related to the Project and the 
BIR. 

• The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

• All other documents available to the SFPUC and the public, comprising the administrative 
record pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21167.6( e ). 

The Commission has relied on all of the information listed above in reaching its decision on the Project, 
even if not every document was formally presented to the Commission. Without exception,. these 
documents fall into one of two categories. Many documents reflect prior planning or legislative decisions 
that the Commission was aware of in approving the Project. Other documents influenced the expert 
advice provided to Planning Department staff or consultants, who then provided advice to the 
Commission. For these reasons, such documents form part of the underlying factual basis for the 
Commission's decision relating to the adoption of the Project. 

The public hearing transcript, a copy of all letters regarding the Draft EIR received during the public 
review period, the administrative record, background documentation for the Final EIR, and material 
related to the Planning Commission's approval of the Project, including these findings, are available at 
the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco. Jonas P. Ionin, 
Commission Secretary, is the Custodian of Records for the Planning Department. Materials concerning 
the SFPUC's approval of the Project and additional information c~nceming the adoption ofthes~ findings 
are contained in SFPUC files, SFPUC Project No. CUW30103 in the Bureau of Environmental 
Management, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, 525 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, 
California 94102. · The Custodian of Records is Kelley Capone. Alt files have been available to the 
Commission and the public for review in considering these findings and whether to approve the Project. 

F. Findings about Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

The following Sections II, III, and IV set forth the Commission's findings about the final EIR's 
determinations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures proposed to 
address them. These findings provide the written analysis and conclusions of the Commission regarding 
the environmental impacts of the Project and the mitigation measures included as part of the Final EIR 
and adopted by the Commission as part of the Project. To avoid duplication and redundancy, and because 
the Commission agrees with, and hereby adopts, the conclusions in tne Final EIR, these findings will not 
repeat the analysis and conclusions in the Final EIR but instead inc~rporate them by reference and rely 
upon them as substantial evidence supporting these findings. 
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In making these findings, the Commission has considered the opinions of staff and experts, other 
agencies, and members of the public. The Commission finds that (i) the determination of significance 
thresholds is a judgment decision within the discretion of the City and County of San Francisco; (ii) the 
significance thresholds used in the EIR are supported by substantial evidence in the record, including the 
expert opinion of the EIR preparers and City staff; and (iii) the significance thresholds used in the EIR 
provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing the significance of the adverse environmental 
effects of the Project. Thus, although, as a legal matter, the Commission is not bound by the significance 
determinations in the EIR (see Public Resources Code, Section 21082.2, subdivision (e)), the Commission 

· finds them persuasive and hereby adopts them as its own. 

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

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

fo Sections II, III and IV below, the same findings are made for a category of environmental impacts and 
mitigation measures. Rather than repeat the identical finding dozens of times to address each and every 
significant effect and mitigation measure, the initial finding obviates the need for such repetition because 
in no instance is the Commission rejecting the conclusions of the Final EIR or the mitigation measures 
recommended in the Final EIR for the Project. 

II. Impacts Found Not To Be Significant and Thus Do Not Require Mitigation 

Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant (Public 
Resources Code, Section 21002; CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15126,4, subdivision (a)(3), 15091) .. Based 
on the evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, the Commission finds that the implementation of 
the Project will result in no impacts in the following areas: project-level impacts to populat!on and 
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· housingl; wind and shadow; public services; and agriculture and forest resources. These subjects are not 

further discussed in these findings. The Commission further finds that implementation of the Project will 

not result in any significant impacts in the following areas and that these less-than-signifiqmt impacts, 

therefore, do not require mitigation. 

Aesthetics 

• Impact AE-2: Project construction would no{ create a new source of substantial light that 
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. (DEIR Section 5.3.3.4, Pages 5.3-
76 to 5.3-78) · 

• Impact AE-4: Project operation would not create a new source of substantial light that would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. (DEIR Section 5.3.3.5, Pages 5.3-101 to 
5.3-102) . 

Transportation and Circulation 

• Impact TR-4: Project operations and maintenance activities would not conflict with an 
applicable plan or policies regarding perfonnance of the transportation system or alternative 
modes of transportation~ (DEIR Section 5.6.3.5, Pages 5.6-58 to 5.6-60) 

Noise and Vibration 

• Impact N0-4: Project construction would not result in a substantial temporary increase in 
ambient noise levels along construction haul routes. (DEIR Section 5.7.3.4, Pages 5.7-82 to 
5.7-83) 

Air Quality · 

• .Impact AQ-~: Construction of the Project would not conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of applicable air quality plans. (DEIR Section 5.8.3.4, Page 5.8-23) 

• Impact AQ-4: Project constructiQn f!Ctivities would not create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people. (DEIR Section 5.8.3.4, Page 5.8-29) 

• Impact AQ-5: Project operations would not violate air quality standards or contribute 
substantially to an existing air quality violation: (DEIR Section 5.3.8.5, Page 5.8-29) 

• Impact AQ-6: Project operations would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations. (DEIR Section 5.8.3.5, Page 5.8-30) 

• Impact AQ-7: Project operations would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people. (DEIR Section 5.8.3.5, Page 5:8-30) 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

1 As part of the WSIP, the Project would contribute to the growth-inducing impacts considered in the 
WSIP PEIR. See Section N.B of these Findings. 
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• Impact GG-1: Project construction would generate GHG emissions, but not at levels that 
would have a significant impact on the environment. (DEIR Section 5.9.3.4, Pages 5.9-8 to 
5.9-9) . 

• Impact GG-2: Project operations would generate GHG emissions, but not at levels that 
would result in a significant impact on the environment. (DEIR Section 5.9.3.4, Page 5.9-10) 

• Impact C-GG: The proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively· considerable 
contribution to GHG emissions. (DEIR Section 5.9.3.4, Page 5.9-11) 

Recreation 

• Impact RE-1: The Project would not remove or damage existing recreational resources 
during construction. (DEIR Section 5.11.3.4, Pages 5.11-15 to 5.11-17) 

• Impact RE-3: The Project would not impair access to recreational resources during 
construction. (DEIR Section 5.11.3.4, Pages 5.11-25 to 5.11-27) 

• Impact RE-4: The Project would not damage recreational resources during operation. (DEIR 
Section 5.11.3.5, Pages 5.11-27 to 5.11-28) · 

• Impact RE-5: The Project would not deteriorate the quality of the recreational experience 
during operation. (DEIR Section 5.11.3.5, Pages 5.11-28 to 5.11-31) 

• Impact RE-6: Operation of the Project would not remove or damage recreational resources, 
impair access to, or deteriorate the quality of the recreational experience at Lake Merced. 
(DEIR Section 5.11.3.5, Pages 5.11-31to5.11-34) 

• Impact C-RE-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project would not result in 
significant cumulative impacts on recreational resources. (DEIR Section 5.11.3 .6, Pages 5.11-
34 to 5.11-37) 

• Impact C-RE-2: Operation of the Project would not result in significant cumulative impacts 
on recreational resources at Lake Merced. (DEIR Section 5.11.3.6, Pages 5.11-38 to 5.11-40) 

Utilities and Service Systems 

• Impact UT-2: Project construction would not exceed the capacity of wastewater treatment 
facilities, exceed wastewater treatment requirements, require or result in the construction of 
new or expansion of existing wastewater treatment facilities or stormwater drainage fadlities, 
the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. (DEIR Section 
5.12.3.4, Pages 5.12-14 to 5.12-16) 

• Impact UT-3 Project construction would not result in adverse effects on solid waste landfill 
capacity. (DEIR Section 5.12.3.4, Pages 5.12-16 to 5.12-17) 

• Impact UT-5: Project operation would not exceed the capacity of wastewater treatment 
facilities, exceed wastewater treatment requirements, or require or result in the construction 
of riew, or expansion of existing, wastewater treatment facilities or stormwater drainage 
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facilities, the construction of which could 1:1ause significant environmental effects. (DEIR 
Section 5·.12.3.5, Pages 5.12-19 to 5.12-20) 

Biological Resources 

• Impact BI-6: Operation of the Project would not adversely affect species identified as 
candidate, sensitive, or special-status wildlife species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS. (DEIR Section 5.14.3.6, Pages 5.14-84 to 5.14-85) 

Geology and Soils 

• Impact GE-1: The Project would not be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that would become unstable during construction. (DEIR Section 5.15.3.4, Page 5.15-19) 

• Impact GE-2: The Project would not substantially change the topography or any unique 
geologic or physical features of the site(s). (DEIR Section 5.15.3.4, Page 5.15-20) 

• Impact GE-5: The Project would not be located on corrosive .or expansive soil, creating 
substantial risks to life or property. (DEIR Section 5.15.3.5, Pages 5.15-25 to 5.15-26) 

• Impact C-GE-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in 
significant impacts related to soils and geology. (DEIR Section 5.15.3.6, Page 5.15-26). 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• Impact HY-3: Project operation would not alter drainage patterns in such a manner that could 
result in degraded water quality or cause on- or off-site floodihg. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.6, 
Pages 5.16-69 to 5.16-70) 

• Impact HY-4: Project operation would notimpede or redirect flood flows. (DEIR Section 
5.16.3.6, Pages 5.16-70 to 5.16-71) 

• Impact HY-5 Project operation would not result in a violation of water quality standards or in 
the degradation of water quality from the discharge of groundwater during well mail).tenance. 
(DEIR Section 5.16.3.6, Pages 5.16-71 to 5.16-72) 

• Impact HY-7: Project operation would not result in substantial land subsidence due to 
decreased groundwater levels in the Westside Groundwater Basin where the historical low 
water levels are exceeded. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-100 to 5.16-105) 

• Impact HY-8: Project operation would not result in seawater intrusion due to decreased 
groundwater levels in the Westside Groundwater Basin. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-
105 to 5.1°6-113) 

• Impact HY-10: Project operation would not have a substantial adverse effect on water quality 
that could affect the beneficial uses of Pine Lake. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-127 to 
5.16-128) 
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• Impact HY-11: Project operation would not have a substantial adverse effect on water quality 
that could affect the beneficial uses of Colma Creek, San Bruno Creek, Lomita Channel, or 
Millbrae Creek. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Page 5.16-128) 

• Impact HY-12: Project operation would not cause a violation of water quality standards due tp 
mobilization of contaminants in groundwater from changing groundwater levels in the Westside 
Groundwater Basin. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-128 to 5.16-139) 

• Impact HY-13: Project operation would not result in degradation of drinking water quality or 
groundwater quality relative to constituents for which standards do not exist. (DEIR Section 
5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-140 to 5.16-142) 

• Impact C-HY-3: Operation of the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to subsidence. (DEIR 5.16.3.8, Pages 
5.16-152 to 5.16-153) 

• Impact C-HY-4 Operation of the proposed Project would not have a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to seawater intrusion. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-153 to 5.16-156) 

• Impact C-HY-6: Operation of the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to water quality standards. (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-159 to 5.16-160) 

• Impact C-HY-7: Operation of the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to water quality degradation. (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-160 to 5.16-161) 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Impact HZ-1: The Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment related to transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials during construction. 
(DEIR Section 5.17.3.4, Page 5.17-27) 

• Impact HZ-4: The Project would not create a hazard to the public or environment.from the 
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or accidental release of hazardous 
materials during operatfon. (DEIR Section. 5.17.3.5, Pages 5.17-36 to 5.17-38) 

• Impact HZ-5: The Project would not result in impacts from the emission or use of hazardous 
materials within 0.25 JI\ile of a school during operation. (DEIR Section 5.17.3.5, Pages 5.17-
38 to 5.17-39) 

• Impact HZ-6: The Project would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working 
in the vicinity of a public use airport. (DEIR Section 5.17.3.5, Page 5.17-39) 

• Impact HZ-7: The Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk ofloss, 
injury, or death involving fires. (DEIR Section 5.17.3.5, Pages 5.17-39 to 5.17-40) 

Mineral and Energy Resources 
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• Impact ME-1: The Project would not ~ncourage activities that result in the use oflarge 
amounts of fuel and energy in a wasteful manner during construction. (DEIR Section 
5.18.3.4, Page 5.18-8) 

• Impact ME-2: The Project would not encourage activities that result in the use oflarge 
amounts of fuel and energy in a wasteful manner during operation. (DEIR Section 5.1_8.3.5, 
Pages 5.18-8 to 5.18-11) 

• Impact C-ME: Construction and operation of the proposed Project would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to mineral and energy 
resources. (DEIR Section 5.18.3.6, Pages 5.18-11to5.18-12) 

III. Findings of Potentially Significant or Significant Impacts That Can Be Avoided or Reduced to a 
Less-Than-Significant Level through Mitigation and the Disposition of the Mitigation Measures 

CEQA requires agencies to adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a project's 
identified significant impacts or potentially significant impacts if such measures are feasible (unless 
mitigation to such levels is achieved through adoption of a project alternative). The findings in this· 
Section III and in Section IV concern mitigation measures set forth in the ·EIR. These findings discuss 
mitigation measures as proposed in the EIR and recommended for adoption by the City and other 
implementing agencies, which the City and other implementing agencies can implement. The mitigation 
measures proposed for adoption in this section and referenced following each Project impact discussed in 
this Section III, are the same as the mitigation measures identified in the Final BIR for the project. The 
full explanation of potentially significant environmental impacts is contained in Chapters 5 and 9 (Section 
9.3) of the Final EIRand in text changes to Chapter 5 in Chapter 9 (Section 9.5) of the Final EIR. The full 
text of each mitigation measure listed in this section is contained in the Final EIR and in Exhibit 1, the 
MMRP. Exhibit 1 identifies the SFPUC .as the agency responsible for the implementation of all 
mitigation measures and establishes monitoring actions and a monitoring schedule. The Commission 
finds that the SFPUC through its design, construction and implementation of the Project can and should 
implement all ~f the mitigation measures. The Commission urges the SFPUC to adopt and implement all 
of the mitigation measures. 

This Commission recognizes that some of the mitigation measures as explained below are partially within 
the jurisdiction of other agencies besides the City, including the VA; CDFW; SWRCB, RWQCB, 
Cal trans, S_amTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, 
and South San Francisco; and SamTrans. The Commission urges these remaining agencies to assist in 
implementing these mitigation measures, and finds that these agencies can and should participate in 
implementing th~se mitigation measures. 

The Planning Commission hereby adopts all of the mitigation measures proposed for the Project and finds 
that the Planning Department will assist with the implementation of the mitigation measures partially 
within its jurisdiction: Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources; 
Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a Paleontological Resource is Identified; 
Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains; and Mitigation Measure M-
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HY-6: Ensure Irrigators' Wells Are Not Prevented from Supporting Existing or Planned Land 
Use(s) Due to Project Operation. 

The Commission finds that all of the mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible and that changes or 
alterations will be required in, or incorporated into, the Project that mitigate or avoid the significant 
environmental effects as identified in the Final EIR. The Commission finds that for the reasons set forth 
in the Final EIR and elsewhere in the record, the impacts identified in this section would be reduced to a 
less-than-significant level through implementation of the mitigation measures identified in this section. 
For each impact identified below, the impact statement for each impact identifies the sites where the 
impact will be less than significant with the implementation of the listed mitigation measures. The title of 
the mitigation measure or measures listed after each impact statement follow the approach used in the · 
Final EIR and indicate all sites where the mitigation measure or measures will be implemented as a result 
of any GSR Project impact and not just the sites that will cause the impact listed immediately above. If a 
site is not listed in the impact statement, either it will have no impact or a less than significant impact for 
that particular identified impact. 

A. Project Impacts 

Land Use 

• Impact LU-2: Project operations would result in substantial long-term or permanent impacts 
on the existing character or disrupt or displace land uses. (Sites 1, 5, 9, 18, Westlake Pump 
Station) (DEIR Section 5.2.3.5, Pages 5.2-35 to 5.2-38) · 

By requiring the design of the facilities to meet a performance standard of 50 dBA Leq, achieved 
by incorporating into the design such measures as additional sound insulation and 
we.atherstripping, implementatio11 of Mitigation Measure M-N0-5 would reduce noise levels 
from Project operations to less-than-significant levels. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control.Measures (Sites 1, 5, 7, 9, 
12, 18, Westlake Pump Station) 

Aesthetics 

• Impact AE-3: Project operation would have a substantial adverse impact on a scenic vista, 
resource, or on the visual character of a site or its surroundings. (Sites 4, 7, 14, 15, 18) (DEIR 
Section 5.3.3.5, Pages 5.3-79 to 5.3-99) · 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure's M-AE-3a, M-CR.:5a and M-CR-5b would reduce the 
aesthetic impact of siting well facilities at Sites 4, 7, 14, 15 and 18 to less-than-significant levels: 
Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a would screen views of these well facilities; Mitigation Measure M­
CR-5a would require at Site 14 the development of an architectural design compatible with the 
Golden Gate National Cemetery ("GGNC"); Mitigation Measure M-CR-5b would require at Site 
15 the development of a compatible architectural design more closely resembling the existing 
GGNC maintenance and operations buildings, minimizing the dimensions of the well facility to 
the extent practicable, moving the structure further away from the auxilia.rY entrance, and using 
landsC?aping that would be in visual harmony with the site's surroundings. 
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• Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a: Implement Landscape Screening (Sites 4,7,18) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-5a: Minimize Facilities Siting Impact~ on Elements of 
the Historical Resource at Site 14 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-5b: Minimize Facilities Siting Impacts on Elements of 
the Historical Resource at Site 15 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measures M-CR-5a and M-CR-5b are partially 
within the jurisdiction of the Veterans Affairs. This Commission urges the Veterans Affairs to 
assist in implementing these mitigation measures and finds that the Veterans Affairs can and 
should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 

• Impact C-AE-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to scenic resources and 
visual character. (Sites 12 and 13) (DEIR Section 5.3.3.6, Pages 5.3-102 to 5.3-104) 

The GSR Project's cumulative contribution to construction-period impacts on the visual quality 
would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with implementation of Mitigation Measures M­
AE-la, M-AE-lb, and M-AE-lc. These mitigation measures would ensure thatthe construction 
areas at Sites 12 and 13 are maintained by storing construction materials and equipment generally 
away from public view, removing construction debris promptly at regular intervals, and 
minimizing tree .removal. · 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance (Sites 4, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15, 18) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-lb: Tree Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-lc: Develop and Implement a Tree Replanting Plan (Site 
12) 

Cultural and Paleontological Resources 

• Impact CR-1: Project construction could cause an adverse change in the significance of a 
historical resource. (Sites 14 and 15) (DEIR Section 5.5.3.4, Pages 5.5-48 to 5.5-53) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-CR-la, M-CR-lb, and M-N0-2 would reduce 
potential construction impacts on the historical resources at Sites 14 and 15 to less-than­
signi.ficant levels by requiring the SFPUC and its contractors to implement physical and 
administrative measures to protect elements of the historical resources during construction, and 
by requiring the construction of pipelines within 25 feet of the structures near Site 15 to use either 
non-vibratory means of compaction or controlled low strength materials (CLSM) as backfill so 
that compaction is not necessary, thereby reducing significant vibration levels near the building to 
below the significance threshold of 0.25 in/sec PPV. 

SAN FRANGISCO 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-la: Minimize Construction-related Impacts to.Elements 
of the Historical Resource at Site 14 
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• Mitigation Measure M·:N0-2: Reduce Vibration Levels during Construction of 
Pipelines (Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, 18) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-lb: Minimize Construction-related Impacts to Elements 
of the Historical Resource at Site 15 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigatio.n Measure M-CR-la is partially within the jurisdiction 
of the Veterans Affairs. This Commission urges the Veterans Affairs to assist in implementing 
this mitigation measure and finds that the Veterans Affairs can and should participate in 
implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact CR-2: Project construction could cause an adverse change in the significance of an 
archeological resource (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) (DEIR Section 5.5.3.4, Pages 
5.5-53 to 5.5-55) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CR-2 would reduce impacts on any previously 
unrecorded and buried (or otherwise obscured) archaeological deposits to less-than-significant 
levels by requiring the SFPUC and its contractors to adhere to appropriate procedures and 
protocols for minimizing such impacts, in the event that a possible archaeological resource is 
discovered during construction activities associated with the Project. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources (All Sites except 
Westlake Pump Station) 

• Impact CR-3: Project construction could result in a substantial adverse effect by destroying a 
unique paleontological resource or site (All Sites except Westlake Pu:qip Station and Site 9) 
(DEIR Section 5.5.3.4, Pages 5.5-56 to 5.5-57) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CR-3 would reduce the Project's potential 
construction-related impacts on paleontological resources to less-than-significant level by 
requiring that construction work be temporarily halted or diverted in the event of a 
paleontological resource discovery, as well as avoidance or salvage of any significant 
paleontological resources. · 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a Paleontological 
Resource is Identified (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station and Site 9) 

• Impact CR-4. Project construction could result in a substantial adverse effect related to the 
disturbance of human remains. (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) (DEIR Section 
5.5.3.4, Pages 5.5-57 to 5.5-58) 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-4 would reduce impacts on buried human remains that may be 
accidentally discovered during Project construction activities to a less-than-significant level by 
requiring the SFPUC to adhere to appropriate excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, 
custodianship, and final disposition protocols. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains (All Sites 
except Westlake Pump Station) 
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• · Impact CR-5. Project facilities could cause an adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource. (Sites 14, 15) (DEIR Section 5.5.4, Pages 5.5-58 to 5.5-63) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CR-5a would reduce impacts on historic resources to a 
less-than-significant level at Site 14 by screening the new structure, decreasing its prominence on 
the existing landscape among the headstones, and. allowing for a design compatible with the 
overall site. Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-CR-5b would reduce impacts on historic 
resources to a less-than-{fignificant level at Site 15 by implementing measures to relocate or 
redesign Project facilities at the site to be in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's 
Standards for Rehabilitation. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-5a: Minimize Facilities Siting Impacts on Elements of 
the Historical Resource at Site 14 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-5b: Minimize Facilities Siting Impacts on Elements of 
the Historical Resource at Site 15 · 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measures M-CR-5a and M-CR-5b are partially 
within the jurisdiction of the Veterans Affairs. This .Commission urges the Veterans Affairs to 
assist in implementing these mitigation measures and finds that the Veterans Affairs can and 
should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 

• Impact C-CR-1. Construction of the proposed Project could result in a ·cumulatively 
considerable contribution to cumulative impacts on historical, archaeological, or 
paleontological resources, or human remains. (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) (DEIR 
Section 5.5.3.5, Pages 5.5-64 to 5.5-66) 

See Impacts CR-2, CR-3 and CR-4. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would 
reduce the Project's contribution to cumulative impacts on paleontological resources encountered 
during construction to a less-than-significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archeological Resources (All Sites except 
Westlake Pump Station) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work If a Paleontological 
Resource Is Identified (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station and Site 9) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains (All Sites 
except Westlake Pump Station) 

Transportation and Circulation 

• Impact TR-1. The Project would conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system. (Sites 4, 5, 
6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19)(DEIR Section 5.6.3.4, Pages 5.6-20 to 5.6-43) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 would reduce the potential traffic related impact 
to a less-than-significant level. This measure requires the SFPUC and/or its contractor to 
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implement a traffic control plan to reduce potential impacts on traffic flows and safety hazards· 
during construction activities. 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17, 18; 19) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SamTrans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Caltrans, 
Sam Trans, ·san Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City~ Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should partfoipate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact TR-2. The Project would temporarily impair emergency access to adjacent roadways 
and land uses during construction. (Sites 2, 5, 13) (DEIR Section 5.6.3.4, Pages 5.6-43 to 5.6-
50) · . 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 would reduce the impact of blocked access to the 
businesses and offices to a less-than-significant level by requiring that access be maintained using 
steel trench plates, and that the contractor have ready at all times the means necessary to 
accommodate access by emergency vehicles to such properties, such as plating over excavations, 
short detours, and/or alternate routes. 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17, 18, 19) ' 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SamTrans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Cohna, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this. mitigation measure and finds that Caltrans, 
SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact TR-3. The Project would temporarily decrease the performance and safety of public 
transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities during construction. (Sites 12, 13, 14, 15, 19) (DEIR 
Section 5.6.3.4, Pages 5.6-51to5.6-58) 

Implementation bf Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 would reduce the impact on sidewalk and 
pedestrian access to a less-than-significant level by maintaining, where safe, pedestrian access 
and circulation and detours in areas affected by Project construction. 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17, 18, 19) 
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This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SamTrans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Caltrans, 
Sam Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact C-TR-1. Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to transportation and 
circulation.(Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19) (DEIR Section 5.6.3.6, Pages 5.6-
60 to 5.6-68) · 

See Impacts TR-2 and TR~3. In addition, implementation of Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-1 
would ensure that the SFPUC and its contractor coordinate with other SFPUC construction 
projects in the region to avoid or minimize impacts on emergency access and on the safety of 
pedestrians and bicyclists during construction of the GSR Project. With implementation of these 
mitigation measures, the GSR Project's contribution to cumulative impacts related to impairing 
emergency access and hazards for alternative modes of transportation during construction would 
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. 

• Mitigation.Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17, 18, 19) 

.• Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-1: Coordinate Traffic Control Plan with other SFPUC 
Construction Projects (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SamTrans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Caltrans, 
SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Col.ma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

Noise and Vibration 

· • Impact N0-2. Project construction would result in excessive groundborne vibration. (Sites 3, 4, 
12, 15, 18) (DEIR Section 5.7.3.4, Pages 5.7-48 to 5.7-50) 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-2 requires that the construction of pipelines within 25 feet of the 
structures near Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, and 18 use either non-vibratory means of compaction or 
controlled low strength materials (CLSM) as backfill so that compaction is not necessary. Either 
of these pipeline construction methods would avoid significant vibration levels near the building. 
As a result, with implementation of Mitigation Measure M-N0-2 this groundbome vibration 
impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. 
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• Mitigation Measure M-N0-2: Reduce Vibration· Levels during Construction of 
Pipelines (Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, 18) 

• Impact N0-5. Operation of the Project would result in exposure of people to noise levels in 
excess of local noise standards or result in a ·substantial permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the Project vicinity. (Sites 1, Westlake Pump Station, 5, 7, 9, 12, 18) (DEIR Section 
5.7.3.5, Pages 5.7-84 to 5.7-94) 

See Impact LU-2. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5, 7, 9, 
12, 18, Westlake Pump Station) 

Air Quality 

• Impact AQ-2: Emissions generated during construction activities would violate air quality 
standards and would contribute substantially to an existing air quality violation. (All sites) 
(DEIR Section 5.8.3.4, Pages 5.8-23 to 5.8-26) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ:..2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures and 
M-AQ-2b would reduce fugitive dust emissions and NOx emissions to a less-than-significant 
level by requiring best management practices to minimize dust emissions and by requiring the 
construction contractors to use newer equipment or retrofitted equipment that would reduce 
construction NOx emissions at the alternate sites by 20 percent if alternative sites are constructed. 

• Mitigation· Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b: NOX Reduction durin.g Construction of Alternate 
Sites 

• Impact AQ-3. Project construction would expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentration (Site 5) (DEIR Section 5.8.3.4, Pages 5,8-27 to 5.8-29) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-3 would r_educe this impact to a less-than­
significant level by reducing TAC emissions below the significance threshold. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-3: Construction Health Risk Mitigation (Site 5) 

• Impact C-AQ-1. Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to air quality. (All 
Sites) (DEIR Section 5.8.3.6, Pages 5.8-31to5.8-32) 

See Impact AQ-2. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the Project's 
contribution to cumulative impacts to a less-than-significant level. 
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• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b: NOX Reduction during Construction of Alternate 
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• Impact RE-2. The Project would deteriorate the quality of the recreational experience during 
construction. (Sites 1, 2, 4) (DEIR Section 5.11.3.4, Pages·5.l 1-17 to 5.11-24) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a would reduce this recreation. impact to a less­
than-significant level with implementation of dust control measures and equipment and vehicle 
best management practices. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures (All Sites) 

Utilities and Service Systems 

• Impact UT-1: Project construction could result in potential damage to or temporary 
disruption of existing utilities during construction. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.12.3.4, Pages 
5.12-10 to 5.12-14) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-UT-la, M-UT-lb, M-UT-lc, M-UT-ld, M-UT-le, 
M-UT-lf, M-UT-lg, M-UT-lh, and M-UT-li would reduce impacts related to the potential 
disruption and relocation of utility operations or accidental damage to existing utilities to a less­
than-significant level by requiring that the SFPUC and/or its contractor(s) identify the potentially 
affected lines in advance, coordinate with utility' service providers to minimize the risk of damage 

·to existing utility lines, protect lines in place to the extent possible or temporarily reroute lines if 
necessary, and take special precautions when working near high-priority utility lines (e.g., gas 
transmission lines). 

SAN FRANCISCO 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential Accidents 
Related to Undergrom.1.d Utilities (Ail Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advance Notification (All Sites) 

• . Mitigation Measure M-UT-lf: Protection of Other Utilities during Construction (All 
Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidanc~ of Utilities Constructed or Modified by 
Other SFPUC Projects (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans with Affected 
Utilities (.All Sites) · 
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• Impact UT-4: Project construction could result in a substantial adverse effect related to 
compliance with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations pertaining to solid waste. 
(All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.12.3.4, Pages 5.12-17 to 5.12-18) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-UT-4 would mitigate this impact to a less-than­
significant level by requiring the construction contractor to prepare and implement a waste 
management plan. 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan (All Sites) 

• Impact C-UT-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to utilities and service 
systems. {All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.12.3.6, Pages 5.12-20 to 5.12-24) 

See Impacts UT-1 and UT-4. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the 
Project's contribution to cumulative impacts on utilities and service systems to a less-than­
significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential Accidents 
Related to Underground Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments (All 'Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advance Notification (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lf: Protection of Other Utilities during Construction (All 
Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidance of Utilities Constructed or Modified by 
Other SFPUC Projects (All Sites) · 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans with Affected 
Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan (All Sites) 

Biological Resources . 

• Impact BR-1. Project construction would adversely affect candidate, sensitive, or special­
status species. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.4, Pages 5.14-53 to 5.14-58) 
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Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BR-la, M-BR-lb, M-BR-lc and M-BR-ld would 
reduce construction impacts on special-status and migratory birds, special status bat species, and 
monarch butterflies to a less-than-significant level by (1) requiring pre-construction surveys by a 
qualified biologist to determine whether special-status or migratory bird nests are present at or 
near the well facility sites and implementing related protection measures; (2) requiring pre­
construction surveys and the avoidance of disturbance to roosting bats; (3) conducting surveys 
and installing bat exclusion devices; and ( 4) requiring an inspection by a qualified biologist prior 
to the limbing or felling of trees or the initiation of construction activities on these sites, 
whichever comes first; and by delaying construction at a particular site if overwintering 
congregations of monarch butterflies are identified on site or nearby. 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-1a: Protection Measures during Construction for Special 
status Birds and Migratory Passerines and Raptors (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-status Bats dui:ing 
Tree Removal or Trimming (Sites 1, 3, 4, 7, 10, 11; 12, 15, 16) 

• Mitigation Measure' M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure Demolition 
for Special-status Bats (Site 1) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-ld: Monarch Butterfly Protection Measures (Sites 1, 3, 
7, 10, 12) . 

This Comm.ission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-1 a is partially within the jurisdiction 
of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife. This Commission urges the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that 
the California Oepartment of Fish and Wildlife can and should participate in implementing this 
mitigation measure. 

• Impact BR-2. Project construction could adversely affect riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural communities. (Site 1) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.4, Pages 5.14-58 to 5.14-69) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 and M-BR-2 would reduce the potential impacts 
on riparian habitat at Site 1 to less-than-significant levels by requiring the installation of 
temporary fencing to demarcate the boundary for construction activities at this site and by 
protecting the area from construction-related runoff and sedimentation. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-2: Avoid Disturbance to Riparian Habitat (Site 1) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is. partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo Gounty, the Town of Colma, and .the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist. in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
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Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact BR-3. The Project would impact jurisdictional wetlands or waters of the United 
States. (Sites 8, 9, 11) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.4, Pages 5.14-69 to 5.14-73) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 would reduce impacts to less-than-significant 
levels by protecting the area from construction related runoff and sedimentation. 

\ 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo Cmmty, the Town of 
Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact BR-4. Project construction would conflict with local tree preservation. ordinances. 
(Sites3,4, 7,9, 10, II, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18)(DEIRSection5.14.3.4,Pages5.14-73to5.14-
79) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BR-4a, M-BR-4b, and M-AE-1 b would reduce to 
less-than-significant levels any impacts due to a conflict with local tree preservation ordinance by 
minimizing impacts on protected trees and requiring replacement trees for protected trees that are 
removed, in substantial accordance with local jurisdiction requirements. 

• ~itigation Measure M-BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement (Sites 4, 7, 9, 12, 15, 18) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-lb: Tree Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno and 
South San Francisco. This Commission urges the San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and 
the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno and South San Francisco to assist in implementing. 
this mitigation measure and finds that the San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities 
of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno and South San Francisco can and should participate in 
implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact ·BR-5. Project operations could adversely affect candidate, sensitive, or special­
status species. (Sites 1, 7, 12, 18, Westlake Pump Station) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.5, Pages 
5.14-19 to 5.14-82) 
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Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-N0-5 would reduce this potential impact on sensitive 
biological resources to a less-than-significant level by requiring noise reduction measures at the 
site. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5, 7, 9, 
12, 18, Westlake Pump Station) 

• Impact BR-7: Operation of the Project could adversely affect sensitive habitat types 
associated with Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.6, Pages 5.14-85 to 5.14-89) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BR-7, M-HY-9a and M-HY-9b requires the SFPUC to 
implement lake level management procedures to maintain Lake Merced at water levels due to the 
Project. Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce impacts on sensitive habitat 
at Lake Merced to a less-than-significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-7: Lake Level Management for Water Level Increases 
for Lake Merced 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-7 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Daly City. This Commission urges Daly City to assist in implementing this mitigation 
measure and finds that Daly City can and should.participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact BR-8: Operation of the Project could adversely affect wetland habitats and other 
waters of the United States associated with Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.6, 
Pages 5 .14-90 to 5 .14-97) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a; M-HY-9b, and M-BR-8 would reduce impacts 
on wetland habitats and other waters of the United states associated with Lake Merced to less­
than-significant levels by requiring corrective actions iflake levels exceed the range of lake level 
changes shown in Table 5.14-16 (Lake Merced Water Surface Elevation Range that Results in a 
Predicted No-Net-Loss of Wetlands), due to the Project (i.e., the right-hand column). 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-8: Lake Level Management for No-Net-Loss of Wetlands 
for Lake Merced 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-8 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Daly City. This Commission urges Daly City to assist in implementing this mitigation 
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measure and finds that Daly City can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact BR-9: Operation of the Project could adversely affect native wildlife nursery sites 
associated with Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.6, Pages 5.14-97 to 5.14-100) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-HY-9a and M-BR-7 would reduce potential impacts 
on native wildlife nursery sites to less-than-significant levels through management of water levels 
to avoid Project-related losses of this habitat, along with other sensitive communities. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-7: Lake Level Management for Water Level Increases 
for Lake Merced 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-7 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Daly City. This Commission urges Daly City to assist in implementing this mitigation 
measure and finds that Daly City can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact C-BR-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in 
significant cumulative impacts related to biological resources. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 
5.14.3.7, Pages 5.14-100 to 5.14-102) 

See Impacts BR-1, BR-2, BR-3, and BR-4. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures 
would reduce the GSR Project's contribution to cumulative temporary impacts on biological 
resources to a less-than-significant level. 

SAN FRANCISCO 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-la: Protection Measures during Construction for 
Special status Birds and Migratory Passerines and Raptors (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-status Bats' during 
Tree Removal or Trimming (Sites 1, 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 15, 16) 

• . Mitigation Measm:e M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure Demolition 
for Speciarstatus Bats (Site 1) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-ld: Monarch Butterfly Protection Measures (Sites 1, 3, 
7, 10, 12) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-2: Avoid Disturbance to Riparian Habitat (Site 1) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement (Sites 4, 7, 9, 12, 15, 18) 
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• Mitigation Measure M-AE-1b: Tree Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-la is partially within the jurisdiction 
of CDFW, Mitigation Measure M-BRAb is partially within the jurisdiction of San Mateo County, 
the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco; 
and Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction of SWRCB, San Mateo 
County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San 
Francisco. This Commission urges CDFW, SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, 
and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing these mitigation measures and finds that CDFW, SWRCB, San Mateo County, the 
Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can 
and should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 

• Impact C-BR-2: The Project would r~sult in cumulative construction or operational impacts 
related to special-status species, riparian habitat, sensitive communities, wetlands, or waters 
of the United States, or compliance with local policies and ordinances protecting biological 
resources at Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.7, Pages 5.14-103 to 5.14-106) 

See Impact BR-7. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the GSR 
Project's contribution to cumulative impacts on Vancouver rye grassland and fisheries and fish 
habitat at Lake Merced to less-than-significant levels. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-7: Lake Level Management for Water L.evel Increases 
for Lake Merced · 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-7 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Daly City. This Commission urges Daly City to assist in implementing this mitigation 
measure and finds that Daly City can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

Geology and Soils 

• Impact GE-3: The Project would exp~se people or structures to substantial adverse effects 
related to the risk of property loss, injury, or death due to fault rupture, seismic 
groundshaking, or landslides. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.15.3.5, Pages 5.15-20 to 5.15-22) 

Mitigation Measure M-GE-3 (Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigations and Implement 
Recommendations) would reduce the impact of seismic ground shaking, as well as settlement (see 
Impact GE-4), on well facilities to a less-than-significant level by requiring facilities to be 
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designed and constructed in conformance with specific recommendations contained in design­
level geotechnical studies, such as site-spedfic seismic design parameters and lateral earth 
pressures, use of engineered fill, and subgrade preparations for foundations systems and floor 
slabs. 

• Mitigation Measure M-GE-3: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigations and 
Implement Recommendations (All Sites) 

• Impact GE-4: The Project would be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 
would become unstable. (Sites 1, 5, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 19) (DEIR Section 5.15.3.5, 
Pages 5.15-23 to 5.15-25) 

Mitigation Measure M-GE-3 (Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigations and Implement 
Recommendati.ons) would reduce the impact of settlement on these well facilities to a less-than­
significant level by requiring facilities to be designed and constructed in conformance with 
specific recommendations contained in design-level geotechnical studies, such as over-excavation 
of artificial materials, re-compaction with moisture treated engineered fill, supporting structures 
on structurally rigid mat foundations, post-tensioning to reinforce and increase structural rigidity, 
and using flexible pipe connections. 

• Mitigation Measure M-GE-3: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigations and 
Implement Recommendations (All Sites) 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• Impact HY-1: Project construction activities would degrade water quality as a result of erosion 
or siltation caused by earthmoving activities or by the accidental release ofhaz.ardous 
construction chemicals during construction. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5 .16.3 .5, Pages 5 .16-62 
to 5.16-66) 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 (Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
[SWPPP] or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan) would reduce potential water quality impacts 
during Project construction activities to a less-than-significant level by requiring measures to 
control erosion and sedimentation ofreceiving water bodies and minimize the risk ofhaz.ardous 
materials releases to surface water bodies. At sites where more than one acre of land would be 
disturbed, compliance with the requirements of the NPDES General Permit for Storm Water 
Discharges Associated with Construction Activity would be required. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the· cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 

· Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 32 

1726 



Motion No. _____ _ 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

CASE NO. 2008.1396E 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

• Impact HY-2: Discharge of groundwater could result in minor localized flooding, violate 
water quality standards, and/or otherwise degrade water quality. (All sites except Westlake 
Pump Station) (DEIR Section 5.16.3.5, Pages 5.16-66 to 5.16-69) 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-2'(Management of Well Development and Pump Testing Discharges) 
would reduce potential water quality impacts from well development and pump testing to a less­
than-significant level by requiring the construction contractor to prepare and implement a 
Project-specific discharge plan that specifies how effluent would be managed to protect water 
quality. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-2: Management of Well Development and Pump Testing 
Discharges (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) · 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-2 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of the RWQCB. This Commission urges the RWQCB to assist in implementing this mitigation 
measure and finds that the RWQCB can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure.· 

• Impact HY-6: Project operation would decrease the production rate of existing nearby 
irrigation wells due to localized groundwater drawdown within the Westside Groundwater 
Basin such that existing or planned land use(s) may not be fully supported. (All Sites) (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-73 to 5.16-100; C&R Section 9.3.14, Pages 9.3.14-99 to 9.3.14-
147) . 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 would reduce impacts related to well 
interference, which may cause a decrease in production capacity at existing irrigation wells, "to a 
less-than-significant level by conducting irrigation well monitoring and identifying a specific 
trigger level for each irrigation well at which time mitigation actions would be implemented. 
Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 includes having the SFPUC install a connection to the Regional 
Water System to allow the delivery of surface water if trigger levels are approached and well 
production capacity is decreased by the project operations. Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 
includes actions by the SFPUC to reduce or redistribute project pumping based on identified 
trigger levels for each irrigation well. Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 also includes permanent 
mitigation actions that SFPUC would implement with the cooperation of irrigators to assure 
production rates are maintained at irrigation wells. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-~: Ensure Irrigators' Wells Are Not Prevented from 
Supporting Existing or Planned Land Use(s) Due to Project Operation 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County. This Commission urges San Mateo County to assist in implementing this 
mitigation measure and finds that San Mateo County can and should participate in implementing 
this mitigation measure. 

• Impact HY-9: Project operation could have a substantial, adverse effect on water quality that 
could affect the beneficial uses of Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.16.3.5, Pages 
5.16-66 to 5.16-69) 
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Impacts related to water quality and associated beneficial uses of Lake Merced would be reduced 
to a less-than-significant level with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-HY-9a and M­
HY-9b by requiring the ·sFPUC to implement lake level management procedures to maintain 
Lake Merced water levels above 0 feet City Datum. These procedures include the continuation of 
lake-level and groundwater monitoring; redistribution of pumping patterns or decreasing the 
Project pumping rate; or additions of supplemental water (either from the regional system water, 
treated stormwater, or recycled water), if available. · 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-RY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Impact HY-14: Project operation may have a substantial adverse effecfon groundwater 
depletion in the Westside Groundwater Basin over the very long term. (All Sites) (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-142 to 5.16-146) 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-14 would reduce impacts of the Project on long-term depletion of 
groundwater storage to less-than-significant levels by the SFPUC and the GSR Operating 
Committee requiring Project pumping to be restricted to extract only the volume of water in the 
SFPUC Storage Account, which would be adjusted to account for Basin storage losses. 

• Mitigation Measure M-,RY-14: Prevent Groundwater Depletion 

• Impact C-HY-1: Project construction could result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to cumulative impacts on surface water hydrology and water quality. (All sites) 
(DEIR Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-147 to 5.16-149) 

· See Impacts HY-1 and HY-2. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the 
Project's contribution to cumulative impacts associated with soil erosion and sedimentation and 
discharges of dewatering effluent to less-than-significant levels. 

• Mitigation Measure M-RY-1: ·Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-2: Management of Well Development and Pump Testing 
Discharges (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco and Mitigation Measure M-HY-2 is partially within the 
jurisdiction of the RWQCB. This Commission urges the SWRCB, RWQCB, San Mateo County, 
the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to 
assist in implementing these mitigation measures and finds that the SWRCB, RWQCB San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco can and should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 
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• Impact C-HY-5: Operation of the proposed Project could have a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to cumulative impacts on beneficial uses of surface waters. (All Sites) (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-156 to 5.16-159) 

See Impact HY-9. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the Project's 
contribution to cumulative impacts associated with beneficial uses of.Lake Merced to less-than­
significant levels. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Impact C-HY-8: Operation of the proposed Project would ·have a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a cumulative impact related to groundwater depletion effect (All Sites) (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-161-5.16-176) ' 

See Impact HY-14. Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-14 would reduce the Project's 
contribution to any potential long-term cumulative depletion of groundwater storage to a less­
than-significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-14: Prevent Groundwater Depletion 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-14 is partially within the 
jurisdiction of the cities of Daly City and San Bruno. This Commission urges the cities of Daly 
City and San Bruno to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that the cities of 
Daly City and San Bruno can and· should participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Impact HZ-2: The Project would result in a substantial adverse effect related to reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into 
the environment during construction. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.17.3.4, Pages 5.17-27 to 
5.17-32) 

The potential impact associated with release of hazardous materials during construction would be 
reduced to a less-than significant level with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-HZ-2a, · 
M-HZ-2b, M-HZ-2c and M-HY-1 by requiring: (1) a preconstruction hazardous materials 
assessment within three months of construction to identify new hazardous materials sites or 
substantial changes in the extent of contamination at known groundwater contamination sites that 
could affect subsurface conditions at proposed well facility sites; (2) preparation of a site health 
and safety plan to protect construction worker health and safety;(3) a hazardous materials 
management plan to ensure that appropriate procedures are followed in the event that hazardous 
materials, including unanticipated hazardous materials, are encountered during project 
construction, and to ensure that hazardous materials are transported and disposed of in a safe and. 
lawful manner; and ( 4) preparation and implementation of a storm water pollution prevention 
plan or an erosion and sediment control plan. See also Impact HY-1. 
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• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Preconstruction Hazardous Materials Assessment 
(All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan (AIJ Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Seqiment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County. This Commission urges San Mateo County to assist in implementing this 
mitigation measure and finds that San Mateo County can and should participate in implementing 
this mitigation measure. 

• Impact HZ-3: The Project would result in impacts from the emission or use of hazardous 
materials within 0.25 mile of a school during construction. (Sites 2, 3, 4, 19 and Westlake 
Pump Station) (DEIR Section 5.17.3.4, ·Pages 5.17-33 to 5.17-36) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-HY-land M-HZ-2c would reduce impacts on Ben 
Franlclin Intermediate School, Garden Village Elementary School, and R.W. Drake Preschool, 
due to emission or use of hazardous materials during construction, to a less-than-significant level 
by requiring measures for controlling non-stormwater (i.e., equipment maintenance and servicing 
requirements and equipment fueling requirements), waste, and potential hazardous materials 
pollution, which would also reduce the potential for the accidental release of hazardous 
construction chemicals, and by requiring the contractor to prepare a Hazards Materials 
Management Plan to ensure proper handling of all hazardous substances that are used during 
construction. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan [SWPPP] or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan {All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact C-HZ-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to hazards and 
hazardous materials. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5 .17.3 .6, Pages 5 .17-40 to 5 .17-45) 
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See Impact HZ-2. Implementation of the GSR Project's contribution to cumulative impacts 
related to release of hazardous chemicals during construction would be reduced to a less-than­
significant level with implementation ·of the listed mitigation measures. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Preconstruction Hazardous Materials Assessment 
{All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control,.Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County. This Commission urges San Mateo County to assist in implementing this 
mitigation measure and finds that San Mateo County can and should participate in implementing 
this mitigation measure. 

B. Impacts of Mitigation 

The Final BIR identified potentially significant secondary impacts that could result from construction 
activities associated with implementation of certain mitigation actions identified in Mitigation Measure 
M-HY-6. The Final BIR determined that mitigation measures identified to mitigate construction-related 
impacts of the Project would also mitigate construction-related impacts associated with implementation of 

these mitigation actions. In making these findings and adopting Exhibit 1, the MMRP, the Commission 
finds that application of Project mitigation measures to the secondary impacts of implementing mitigation 
actions under Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 will reduce the impacts listed in this Section III to less-than­
significant levels. Exhibit 1, the MMRP, includes Table MMRP-2, Mitigation Measures Applicable to 
Implementation of M-HY-6 Mitigation Actions. Table MMRP-2 to the MMRP identifies which Project 
mitigation measures would apply to reduce the secondary impacts associated with construction activities 
undertaken to implement any of the ideritified mitigation actions in Mitigation Measure M-HY-6. This 
information is also summarized below and discussed in the DEIR Section 5.16, Pages 5.16-162 to 5.16-
174 and in the C&R Section 9.5, Pages 9.5-63 to 9.5-72. 

Land Uses 

• Impacts to recreational land uses at golf courses and visual quality or scenic views in golf 
courses or cemeteries. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control ).>Ian 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures 
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• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission ttrges Caltrans, Sam Trans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae,. San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Caltrans, 
SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

Aesthetics 

• Impacts due to view of construction equipment, vehicles and activities. (Mitigation Action 
#3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #6: Lower Pump in Irrigation 
Well; Mitigation Action #7: Lower And Change Pump in Irrigation Well; Mitigation 
Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply Mitigation Action #9: Replace 
Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance 

Cultural and Paleontological Resources 

• Impacts due to constructing close to an historic resource. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace 
Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation 
Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• . Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a: Implement Landscape Screening 

• Impacts from disturbance of archeological or paleontological resources. (Mitigation Action 
#3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for 
Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a Paleontological 
Resource is Identified 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains 

Transportation and Circulation 

• Temporary impacts to local roadway circulation. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation 
Water Source; Mitigation Action #6: Lower Pump in Irrigation Well; Mitigation Action 
#7: Lower And Change Pump in Irrigation Well; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage 
Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

. • Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 

SAN FRANCisco 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 38 

1732 



Motion No. _____ _ CASE NO. 2008.1396E 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SamTrans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 

. San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure an4 finds that Caltrans, 
SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco ·can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

Noise and Vibration 

• Impacts from construction noise exceeding local noise standards or increasing ambient noise 
levels. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source (LSM); Mitigation 
Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply (LSM); Mitigation Action #9: 
Replace Irrigation Well (SUM, See Section N, B).) 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan 

Air Quality 

• Impacts during construction from fugitive dust or emissions of other criteria air pollutants. 
Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add 
Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures 

Utilities and Service Systems 

• Impact from generation of solid waste. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water 
Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation 
Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan 

• Impacts from potential disruption and relocation of utilities or accidental damage to existing 
utilities. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: 

SAN FRANCISCO 

Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation 
Well.) 

• MitigatiQn Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information 

• · Mitigation Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential Accidents 
Related to Underground Utilities 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan 
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• Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advan~e Notification 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lf: Protection of Other Utilities during Construction 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of Utilities 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidance of Utilities Constructed or Modified by 
Other SFPUC Projects 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final ConstructiOn Plans with Affected 
Utilities 

Biological Resources 

• Impacts from tree removals or disturbance of sensitive habitats. (Mitigation Action #3: 
Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for 
Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-la: Protection Measures during Construction for Special 
status Birds and Migratory Passerines and Raptors 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-status Bats during 
Tree Removal or Trimming 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure Demolition 
for Special-status Bats 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
· Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

• Mitiga~ion Measure M-BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-la is partially within the jurisdiction 
of CDFW, Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b is partially within the jurisdiction of San Mateo County, 
the Town of Colma, .and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco; 
and Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction of SWRCB, San Mateo 
County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San 
Francisco. This Commission urges CDFW, SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, 
and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing these mitigation measures and finds that CDFW, SWRCB, San Mateo County, the 
Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can 
and should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 

Geology and Soils 
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• Impacts from placement of pipelines or storage tank on or in unstable soil. (Mitigation Action 
#3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #7: Lower And Change Pump · 
in Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-GE-3: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigations and 
Implement Recommendations 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• "Impacts to water quality from erosion and sedimentation caused by vegetation removal. 
(Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add 
Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
ofSWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Impacts from accidental release of hazardous materials, including near a school. (Mitigation 
Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #6: Lower Pump in 
Irrigation Well; Mitigation Action #7: Lower And Change Pump in Irrigation Well; 
Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action 
#9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impacts from siting pipelines, storage tanks or replacement wells near a hazardous materials 
site. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add 
Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Preconstruction Hazardous Materials Assessment 
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• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan 

• Mitigation Measure M~HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County. This Commission urges San Mateo County to assist in implementing this 
mitigation measure and finds that San Mateo County can and should participate in implementing 
this mitigation measure. 

IV. Significant Impacts That Cannot Be A voided or Reduced to a Less-ThaJ.)-Significant Level 

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record of these proceedings, the Commission finds that, where 
feasible, changes or alterations have been required or incorporated into t4e GSR Project to reduce the 
significant environmental impacts as identified in the Final EIR for the Project. The Commission finds 
that the mitigation measures in the Final EIR and described below are appropriate, and that changes have 
been required in, or incorporated into, the GSR Project that, to use the language of Public Resources Code 
section 21002 and CEQA Guidelines section 15091, may substantially Jessen, but do not avoid (i.e., 
reduce to less than significant levels), the potentially significant environmental effect associated with 
implementation of the Project, a8 descri.bed in the GSR Final EIR Chapter 5. The Commission adopts all 
of the mitigation measures proposed in the GSR Final EIR that are relevant to the Project and set forth in 
the MMRP, attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

The Commission further finds, however, for the GSR Project impacts listed below, that no mitigation is 
currently available to render the effects Jess than significant. The effects, therefore, remain significant 
and unavoidable. . Based on the analysis contained within the Final EIR, other considerations in the 
record, and the standards of significant, the Commission finds that because some aspects of the GSR 
Project would cause potentially significant impacts for which feasible mitigation measures are not 
available to reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level, the impacts are significant and 
unavoidable. 

The Commission further finds that the GSR Project is a component of the WSIP and, therefore, will 
contribute to the significant and unavoidable growth-inducing impact caused by the WSIP water supply 
decision· as analyzed in the WSIP PEIR, Chapter 7, which is incorporated by reference in the GSR Project 
Final EIR in Chapter 6. For the WSIP growth-inducing impact listed below, the effect remains 
significant and unavoidable. 

The Commission determines that the following significant impacts on the environment, as reflected in the 
GSR Final EIR, are unavoidable, but under Public Resources Code Section 21081(a) (3) and (b), and 
CEQA Guidelines Sections 1509l(a) (3), 15092(b) (2) (B), and 15093, the Commission determines that 
the impacts are acceptable due to the overriding considerations described in Section VI below. These 

. findings are supported by substantial evidence in the record of this proceeding. 

A. GSR Project Impacts 
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The project-specific impacts associated with GSR Project construction are determined to be significant 
and unavoidable at one or more sites where GSR Project facilities will be constructed despite the 
SFPUC' s adoption of all feasible mitigation measures. No significant and unavoidable impacts will result 
from the GSR Project operations. 

For each impact identified below, the impact statement for each impact identifies the sites where the 
impact will be less than significant with the implementation of the listed mitigation measures 
(denominated as "LSM") and the sites where the impact will be significant and unavoidable despite the 
implementation of listed mitigation measures (denominated as "SUM"). If a site is not listed in the impact 
statement it either will have no impact or a less than significant impact for that particular identified 
impact. The titles ·of the mitigation measures listed after each impact statement follow the approach used 
in the Final BIR and indicate all sites where the mitigation measures will be implemented as a result of 
any GSR Project impact and not just the sites that will cause the particular listed impact discussed. 
immediately above. 

Land Use 

• Impact LU-1: Project construction would have a substantial impact on the existing character 
of the vicinity and could substantially disrupt or displace existing land uses or land use 
activities. (DEIR pages 5.2-20 to 5.2-35.)(LSM Sites 5 [Consolidated Treatment], 7, 10, 11, 
13, 15, and 17; SUM Sites 1, 3, 4, 5 [On-site Treatment], 9, 12, 14, 16, 18 and 19.) 

Project construction would have a significant but mitigable impact on land ·uses at Sites 5 
[Consolidated Treatment], 7, 10, 11, 13, 15, and 17 through the implementation of the Mitigation 
Measures M-LU-1, M-TR-1, M-N0-1, M-N0-3, M-AQ-2a, and M-AQ-3, which would provide 
for (1) cemetery visitor access and access to businesses and bus stops through a transportation 
control plan; (2) construction noise controls that limit noise levels to specified amounts at 
specified hours and locations; and (3) controls on construction-related air pollutants. 

Nighttime noise from well drilling at Sites 1, 3, 4, 12, 16, and 19, which must proceed 
continuously for a seven day period, Will have a significant and unavoidable impact on nearby 
residential uses despite implementation of mitigation measures. The land use impact at Site 5 will 
be significant and unavoidable even with the implementation of mitigation measures to control 
construction noise due to the proximity of residential users to this site and daytime construction 
over 14 months. The land use impact at Sites 9, 14, and 18 will be significant and unavoidable 
even with the implementation of mitigation measures to control construction noise due to the 
proximity of residential users to these site's, daytime construction over 16 months, and night time 
construction associated with well installation over a seven day period. 
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• Mitigation Measure M-LU-1: Maintain Internal Cemetery Access (Site 7 
[Consolidated Treatment at Site 6] and Site 14). 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sftes 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17[Alternate],18 [Alternate] and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11; 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17[Alternate],18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 
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• Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 91 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic C!lnstruction Measures (All Sites). 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-3: Construction Health Risk Mitigation (Site 5 On-site 
Treatment). 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SarriTrans; San 
Mateo Colinty, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Caltrans, 
SarnTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact C-LU-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to land use. (DEIR 
pages 5.2-39 to 5.2-40; 5.7-98 to.5.7-99.)(LSM Site 15; SUM Sites 9, 12, and 19.) 

Impacts from the GSR project would make a considerable contribution to cumulative project 
construction impacts due to construction noise at Sites 9, 12, 15, and 19, which could alter the 
character or disrupt or displace land uses at these sites. Noise mitigation measures M-N0-1, M­
N0-3, and M-N0-5 would reduce these impacts to less-than-significant level at Site 15, but due 
to nighttime construction, land use disruption at Sites 9, 12, and 19 would remain significant and 
unavoidable. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18· [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17[Alternate],18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5 [On­
site Treatment], 9, 18 [Alternate] and Westlake Pump Station. 

Aesthetics 

• Impact AE-1: Project construction would result in a significant and unavoidable impact on 
the viSual character of the area surrounding Site 7, related to the removal of trees. (DEIR 
Section 5.3.3.4, Pages 5.3-56 to 5.3-76.)(LSM Sites 4, 12, IJ, 14, 15, and 18; SUM Site 7.) 

Project construction would have a signifi~ant but mitigable visual impact through the 
implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AE-la, M-AE-lb, M-AE-lc, M-AE-ld, M-AE-le, 
and M-CR-la, which wouid keep construction materials out of view, keep construction sites 
clean, and require protection and replacement of trees at Sites 4, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 18. Visual 
impacts at Site 7 would remain significant and unavoidable because site construction requires the 
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removal of 41 eucalyptus trees in the SFPUC right-of-way that are part of a tree mass identified 
in the Town of Colma's General Plan. The SFPUC's Integrated Vegetation Management Policy 
prohibits eucalyptus trees in the right-of-way, thereby precluding the replanting of eucalyptus 
trees at the same location. Even with the implementation of the listed mitigation measures, the 
project would permanently change the visual quality of Site 7, resulting in a significant and 
unavoidable impact at this location. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance (Sites 4, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 18 
[Alternative]) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-lb: Tre'e Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 
13, 14, 15, and 17 [Alternative] 

• Mitigation Measures M-AE-lc: Develop and IIDplement a Tree Replanting Plan 
(Site 12) 

• Mitigation Measure M:-AE-ld: Construction Area Screening (Site 15) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-le: Tree Removal and· Replacement (Site 7) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR~la: Minimize Construction-related Impacts on 
Elements of the Historical Resource at Site 14 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-AE-le is partially within the jurisdiction 
of the Town of Colma and Mitigation Measure M-CR-la is partially within the jurisdiction of 
Veterans Affairs. This Commission urges the Town of Colma and the Veterans Affairs to assist 
in implementing these mitigation measures and finds that the Town of Colma and the Veterans 
Affairs can and should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 

Noise 

• Impact N0-1: Project construction would result in noise levels in excess of local standards. 
(DEIR pages 5.7-39 to 5.7-48.)(LSM Sites 3, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, and 17; SUM Sites 1, 4, 9, 12, 
16, 18, and 19.) 

Project construction would conflict with daytime noise standards or night time noise·restrictions 
or both in the San Mateo County, the Town of Colma; and the cities of Daly City; Millbrae, San 
Bruno and South San Francisco. Mitigation Measure M-N0-1 would reduce these impacts at 
Sites 3, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, and 17 to a less-than-significant level. But, even with mitigation, 
construction associated with well drilling and pump testing would exceed local nighttime noise 
limits or restrictions at Sites 1, 4, 9, 12, 16, 18, and 19. This impact would remain significant 
and unavoidable at these sites. 

SAN FRANCISCO 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 
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• Impact N0-3: Project construction would result in a substantial temporary· increase in 
ambient noise levels. (DEIR pages 5.7-50 to 5.7-81.)(LSM Sites 5 [Consolidated Treatment], 
10, 11, 13, 15, and 17; SUM Sites 1, 3, 4, 5 [On-site Treatment], 9, 12, 14, 16, 18 and 19.) 

Project construction would result in a temporary increase in ambient noise levels that would 
exceed speech and sleep interference thresholds at nearby buildings. Mitigation Measures M­
N0-1 and M-N0-3 would reduce these impacts to a less-than-significant level at Sites 5 
[Consolidated Treatment], 10, 11, 13, 15, and 17. But, the daytime speech threshold or nighttime 
sleep interference threshold would be exceeded, even with the implementation of mitigation 
measures, at Sites 1, 3, 4, 5 [On-site Treatment], 9, 12, 14, 16, 18, and 19. This impact would 
remain significant and unavoidable at these sites. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17[Alternate],18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Impact C-N0-1: Construction and operation of ·the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to noise. (DEIR pages 5.7-
95 to 5.7-99.)(LSM Sites 1, 5 [On-site Treatment], 7 [On-site Treatment], 8, 9, 11, 15, 17, 18, and 
Westlake Pump Station; SUM Sites 12 and 19.) 

Operation of the project could make a considerable contribution to cumulative impacts in excess 
of established standards and to ambient noise levels at Sites 1, 5 [On-site Treatment], 7 [On-site 
Treatment]. 9, 12, 18 and the Westlake Pump Station but mitigation measures would reduce the 
Project's contribution to a less than significant level. 

Construction of the Project could make a considerable contribution to cumulative noise levels in 
excess of established noise standard in the To:wn of Colma at Sites 8 and 17 and in South San 
Francisco at Site 11 but the listed mitigation measures would reduce the Project's contribution to 
a less-than-significant level. 

The project could make a considerable contribution to increases in cumulative ambient noise 
levels at Sites 8, 15, and 17 but the listed mitigation measures would reduce the Project 
contribution to a less-than-significant level. However, at .Sites 12 and 19, even with the 
implementation of mitigation measures, the Project would have a cumulative considerable 
contribution to increased ambient noise levels that would affect a church and preschool noise 
levels during the daytime and the Project impact would remain significant and unavoidable at 
Sites 12 and 19. 
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• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17[Alternate],18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 
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• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5 [On­
site Treatment], 9, 18 [Alternate] and Westlake Pump Station 

B. Impacts of GSR Mitigation, Measures 

The Final BIR identified potentially significant secondary impacts that could result from construction 
activities associated with implementation of certain mitigation actions identified in Mitigation Measure . 
M-HY-6. The Final BIR determined that mitigation measures identified to mitigate construction-related 
impacts of the Project would also mitigate construction-related impacts associated with implementation of 
these mitigation actions, as explained in Section III, with the exception of one impact related to 
construction noise, which is explained in this Section IV. In making these findings and adopting Exhibit 
1, the MMRP, the Commission finds that application of Project mitigation to the secondary impact 
related to noise discussed below associated with mitigation actions under Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 
will reduce but that this noise impact will remain significant and unavoidable. Exhibit 1, the MMRP, 
includes a Table MMRP-~, Mitigation Measures Applicable to Implementation of M-HY-6 Mitigation 
Actions. Table MMRP-2 to the MMRP identifies which Project mitigation measures would apply to 
reduce the secondary impacts associated with construction activities undertaken to implement any of the 
identified mitigation actions in Mitigation Measur~ M-HY-6. This information is also summarized in 
Section III and below and discussed in the DEIR Section 5 .16, Page 5 .16-168 and in the C&R Section 
9.5, Pages 9.5-63 to 9.5-72. 

Noise and Vibration 

• Impacts from construction noise associated with well drilling in proximity to sensitive noise 
receptors. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source (LSM); Mitigation 

· Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply (LSM); Mitigation Action #9: 
Replace Irrigation Well (SUM).) 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-2: Reduce Vibration Levels during Construction of 
Pipelines 

C. WSIP Water Supply Impacts 

The WSIP PEIR and the SFPUC's Resolution No. 08-0200 related to the WSIP water supply decision 
identified three significant and unavoidable impacts of the WSIP: Impact 5.4.1-2- Stream Flow: Effects 
on flow along Alameda Creek below the Alameda Creek Division Dam; Impact 5.5.5-1-Fisheries: Effects 
on fishery resources in Crystal Springs reservoir (Upper and Lower); and Impact 7-1-Indirect growth 
inducing impacts in the SFPUC service area. Mitigation measures proposed in the PEIR were adopted 
by the SFPUC for these impacts; however, the mitigation measures could not reduce all the impacts to a 
less than significant level, and these impacts were determined to be significant and unavoidable. The 
SFPUC adopted the mitigation measures proposed in the PEIR to reduce these impacts when it approved 
the WSIP in its Resolution No. 08-0200. ·The SFPUC also adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program as part of that approval. The findings regarding the three impacts and mitigation 
measures for .these impacts set forth in Resolution No. 08-0200 are incorporated into these findings by 
this reference, as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. 
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Subsequent to the certification of the PEIR, the Planning Department has conducted more detailed, site­
specific review of two of the significant and unavoidable water supply impacts identified in the PBIR, 
Impact 5.4.1-2 and Impact 5.5.5-1, as explained in the GSR Project BIR at Section 6.3.2 (Draft BIR, page 
6-10). The Planning Department updated analyses based on more project-specific information has 
determined that these two impacts will not be significant and unavoidable. These CBQA Findings 
summarize these upd_ated impact analyses as well as the PBIR analysis of Impact 7 .1. 

• PEIR Impact 5.4.1-2-Stream Flow: Effects on flow along Alameda Creek below the 
Alameda Creek Division Dam 

The project level analysis in the Calaveras Dam Replacement project Final BIR modifies the 
PBIR determination regarding PBIR Impact 5.4.1-2 and concludes that the impact related to 
stream flow along Alameda Creek between the diversion dam and the confluence with Calaveras 
Creek) will be less than significant based on more qetailed, site-specific modeling and data. · 
Project-level conclusions supersede any contrary impact conclusions in the PEIR. The SFPUC 
adopted CEQA Findings with respect to the approval of the Calaveras Dam Improvement project 
in Resolution No. 11-0015. The CEQA Findings in Resolution No. 11-0015 related to the 
impacts on fishery resources due to inundation effects are incorporated ihto these findings by this 

. reference, as though fully set forth in these CBQA Findings. 

• PEIR Impact 5.5.5.-1-Fisheries: Effects on fishery resources in Crystal Springs 
reservoir (Upper and Lower) 

The project-level fisheries analysis in the Lower Crystal Springs Dam Improvement project Final 
BIR modifies the. PEIR impact determination regarding PEIR Impact 5.5.5-1 ba5ed on more 
detailed site-specific data and analysis and determined that impacts on fishery resources due to 
inundation effects would be less than significant. Project-level conclusions supersede any 

. contrary impact conclusions in the PEIR. The SFP_lJC adopted CBQA Findings with respect to 
the approval of the Lower Crystal Springs Dam Improvement project in Resolution No. 10-0175. 
The CEQA Findings in Resolution No. l 0-017 5 related to the impacts on fishery resources due to 
inundation effects are incorporated into these findings by this reference, as though fully set forth 
in these CEQA Findings. 

• PEIR Impact 7-1-lndirect growth inducing impacts in the SFPUC service area 

The remaining significant and unavoidable water supply impact listed in Resolution No. 08-0200 
is related to WSIP Water Supply and System Operation Impact 7-1 Growth: The WSIP 
would result in potentially significant and unavoidable indirect growth-inducement impacts in the 
SFPUC service area. 

By providing water to support planned growth in the SFPUC service area, the WSIP will result ih 
significant and unavoidable growth inducement effects that are primarily related to secondary 
effects such as air quality, traffic congestion and water quality. (PEIR Chapter 7). The WSIP 
identifies mitigation measures adopted by jurisdictions that have prepared general plans and 
related land use plans and major projects in the SFPUC service area to reduce the identified 
impacts of planned growth. A summary of projects reviewed under CEQA and mitigation 
measures identified are included in Appendix E, Section E.6 of the PBIR. 
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Despite the adoption of mitigation measures, some of the identified impacts of planned growth 
cannot be reduced to a less-than-significant levels, and the WSIP, which has a longer planning 
horizon and somewhat different growth projections than some general plans, would also be 
expected to result in impacts not addressed by adopted mitigation measures as summarized in the 
PEIR Chapter 7. Jurisdictions have adopted overriding consideration in approving plans that 
support growth for which mitigation measures have not been identified and the SFPUC adopted 
overriding considerations in approving the WSIP through Resolution No. 08-0200. Thus, some 
of the growth that the WSIP would support would result in secondary impacts that would remain 
significant and unavoidable. 

V. Evaluation of Project Alternatives· 

This section describes the Project as well as alternatives and the reasons for approving the Project and for 
rejecting the alternatives. CEQA mandates that an EIR evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to the 
project or the project location that generally reduce or avoid potentially significant impacts of the project. 
CEQA requires that every EIR also evaluate a "No Project" alternative. Alternatives provide a basis of 

comparison to the Project in terms of their significant impacts and their ability to meet project objectives. 
This comparative analysis is used to consider reasonable, potentially feasible options for minimizing 
environmental consequences of the Project. 

A. Reasons for Approval of the Project 

The overall goals of the WSIP for the regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water and a gravity-driven system. 

• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes - deliver basic service to the three regions in the service area. 
within 24 hours and restore facilities to meet average-day demand within 30 days after a major 
earthquake. 

• Increase delivery reliability - allow planned maintenance shutdown without customer service 
interruption and minimize risk of service interruption from unplanned outages. 

• Meet customer water supply needs through 2018 - meet average annual water purchase requests 
during nondrought years and meet dry-year delivery needs while limiting rationing to a maximum· 
20 percent systemwide; diversify water supply options during nondrought and drought years and 
improve use of new water resources, including the use of groundwater, recycled water, 
conservation and transfers. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system. 
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The Project would help meet WSIP goals by providing additional dry-year supply and providing 
additional pumping capacity in the South Westside Groundwater Basin in an emergency. Specific 
objectives of the GSR Project are: 

• Conjunctively manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinated use of 
SFPUC surface water and groundwater pumped by the Partner Agencies. 

• Provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Partner Agencies in normal and wet years, 
with a corresponding reduction of groundwater pumping by these agencies, which then allows for 
in-lieu recharge of the South Westside Groundwater Basin. 

• Increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of the South Westside Groundwater Basin 
· by an average annual 7 .2 mgd. 

• Provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for the SFPUC's customers and increase water 
supply reliability during the 8.5-year design drought cycle. 

B. Alternatives Rejected and Reasons for Rejection 

The Commission rejects the alternatives set forth in the Final BIR and listed below because the 
Commission finds that there is substantial evidence, including evidence of economic, legal, social, 
technological, and other considerations described iri. this section in addition to those described in Section 
VI below under CEQA Guidelines 1509l(a)(3), that make such Alternatives infeasible. In making these 
infeasibility determinations, the Commission is aware that CEQA defines "feasibility" to mean "capable 
of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of titµe, taking into account 
economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors." The Commission is also aware that 
under CEQA case law the concept of "feasibility" encompasses (i) the question of whether a particular 
alternative promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project, and (ii) the question of whether an 
alternative is "desirable" from a policy standpoint to the extent that desirability is based on a reasonable 
balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors. 

Alternative 1: No Project 

Under the No Project Alternative, the GSR Project would not be constructed or operated. The SFPUC 
would not conjunctively manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin with the Partner Agencies and 
the basin would continue to be operated as it is now. The 16 groundwater wells and associated well 
facilities (pump stations and treatment facilities) would not be constructed or operated, the Westlake 
Pump Station would not be upgraded, and a new dry-year water supply would not be developed. The six 
test wells installed at Site 2 (Park Plaza Meter), Site 5 (Right-of-way at Serra Bowl), Site 6 (Right-of-way 
at Colma BART), Site 8 (Right-of-way at Serramonte Boulevard), Site 10 (Right-of-way at Hickey 
Boulevard) and Site 13 (South San Francisco Linear Park) would be abandoned in accordance with 
regulatory standards or converted to monitoring wells. 
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The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the project objectives, which are to conjunctively 
manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinated use of SFPUC surface water and 
groundwater pumped by the Partner Agencies; provide suppl~mental SFPUC surface water to the Partner 
Agencies in normal and wet years; increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of the South 
Westside Groundwater Basin by an average annual 7.2 mgd; and provicle a new dry-year groundwater 
supply for the SFPUC's customers and increased water supply reliability during the 8.5-year design 
drought cycle. 

Under the No Project Alternative, ~egional water system customers would experience water shortages and 
need to implement water rationing more frequently and water rationing would be more severe, exceeding 
the 20 percent systemwide rationing expected under full implementation of the WSIP projects. 
Wholesale customers would likely pursue other dry year supply projects, but numerous hurdles would 
need to be overcome: 

• Water demand among customers is highest when supplies are most constrained and therefore 
more difficult to secure. 

• Major new water supply projects can take 20-25 years to complete, so pursuit of other projects 
would likely not avoid increased water shortages and water rationing . 

. • The SFPUC wholesale customers already have planned for and adopted increased water 
conservation and recycling initiatives, making greater efforts in these regards more difficult. 

The No Project Alternative would fail to meet the WSIP goals and objectives that rely dir~ctly on the 
contribution of the Project to fulfill systemwide level of serviCe objectives. If the Project is not 
constructed, the SFPUC's water supply portfolio would not include 7.2 mgd of dry-year supply from the 
South Westside·Groundwater Basin or provide for an alternative local supply in the event of emergency 
conditions. As a result, the No Project Alternative would fail to meet dry-y.ear delivery needs identified 
in the WSIP while limiting rationing to a maximum 20 percent systemwide. It would also result in a less 
diversified water supply during dry-years than would be achieved with th~ GSR Project. 

The No Project Alternative would avoid all of the constructi0n impacts identified for the GSR Project, 
including the significant and unavoidable impacts associated with noise, land use, and· aesthetics. It 
would also avoid all construction and operation-related impacts that can be reduced to a less-than­
significant level with the implementation of mitigation measures, including in the areas of land use, 
aesthetics, cultural resources, transportation and circulation, noise and vibration, air quality, recreation, 
utilities and service systems, biological resources, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, and 
hazards and hazardous materials . 

.In the absence of the dry-year water supply that the Project would provide, under. the No Project 
alternative the SFPUC or its wholesale customers or both would likely take action to secure supplemental 
dry-year supply, which ·could have similar or additional secondary environmental effects as the Project. 
Supplemental dry-year supply options could include additional Tuolumne River diversions and water 
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transfers from the Turlock Irrigation District or the Modesto Irrigation District, increased groundwater 
use, additional water conservation and water recycling and desalination projects. The WSIP PEIR 
evaluated the environmental effects of such projects as part of the WSIP alternatives. Secondary effects 
could include: construction impacts and operational impacts such as groundwater overdraft, subsidence, 
seawater intrusion, and water quality effects associated with ·development of groundwater sources; 
impacts on fisheries and biological resources, including sensitive species, associated with additional 
Tuolumne River diversions; and construction impacts and operational impacts on land use, aesthetics, 
hydrology and water quality, air quality, hazards, and energy associated with the development desalinated 
water supplies. 

The Commission rejects the No Project Alternative as infeasible because it would not meet any of the 
project objectives, and it would jeopardize the SFPUC's ability to meet the adopted WSIP goals and 
objectives as set forth in SF.PUC Resolution No. 08-0200. Further, its secondary effects would likely 
result in similar impacts to those of the Project. Thus, the No Project Alternatives may not result in fewer 
environmental impacts than the Project, given that all Project impacts can be mitigated to less than 
significant levels with the exception of temporary construction-related impacts on land use, temporary 

· construction noise impacts, and aesthetic impacts due to removal of trees at one location. 

Alternative 2A: Reduce Lake Merced Impacts and Maintain Project Yield 

Under Alternative 2A, the same facilities would be constructed as for the Project, except the SFPUC 
would construct only 14 wells and well facilities instead of 16 wells by not constructing a well or well 
facility at Site 1 in Daly City or Site 4 in unincorporated Broadmoor. Without wells at Sites 1 and 4, 
pumping would be reduced by approximately 1.0 mgd. To maintain the overall yield of 7.2 mgd, 
pumping would be redistributed to 11 wells at Sites 5 through 15. Pumping at each of Sites 5 through 15 
would increase by approximately 20 percent compared to the proposed Project and production rates at 
Sites 5 through 15 could support this increased pumping. Pumping at Sites 2 and 3 would not increase 
under this alternative to minimize impacts on Lake Merced as compared to the proposed Project. 
Pumping at Site 16 also would not increase because groundwater availability i.s restricted at this location. 
Under this alternative, pumping near Lake Merced would decrease by approximately 54 percent when 
compared to the Project. 

Alternative 2A would meet all of the Project Objectives, including increasing the dry-year and emergency 
pumping capacity of the South Westside Groundwater Basin by an average annual 7.2 mgd in the event of 
a 8.5-year design drought. It would have the same construction-related impacts as the proposed Project 
except that all ilhp<j.cts associated with construction at Sites 1 and 4 would be avoided. As a result, the 
significant and unavoidable construction-related noise impacts associated with exceeding local noise 
standards and increasing ambient noise levels, and the disruption of residential land uses from nighttime 
noise at these two sites would not occur. 

The main difference between this Alternative 2A and the Project in terms of environmental effects is that 
by reducing pumping by 54 percent in the Lake Merced area, this alternative would decrease the decline 
in Lake Merced levels by a similar 54 percent. With the Project, lake levels after the end of the design 
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drought are expected to drop to four feet lower than under modeled existing conditions. With Alternative 
2A, laktl levels would be expected to drop two feet lower than under modeled existing conditions. The 
Project identifies mitigation in the form of lake monitoring, provision of supplemental water or altering of 
pumping to mitigate Project impacts. Similar mitigation still would be needed with Alternative 2A, but 
this alternative would not require the same degree of mitigation because the effects of Alternative 2A on 
Lake Merced levels would be about half as severe as with the Project. Although the Project would fully 
mitigate impacts to Lake Merced, it would require greater mitigation in the form of additional 
supplemental water, redistributed pumping or discontinued pumping as compared to Alternative 2A. 
Eliminating other wells would not fur);her reduce impacts on Lake Merced water levels because other 
wells are too far from the lake to have a substantial influence on lake levels. 

Other operational impacts with Alternative 2A would be nearly the same as for the proposed Project. 
Although pumping near Lake Merced would decline, this decline in pumping would be offset by 
increased pumping at Sites 5 through 15. As a result, the less-than-significant impact on irrigation welis 
at the Olympic Club and San Francisco Golf Club would be further reduced; I;ake Merced Golf Club 
would continue to experience significant but mitigable impacts to its irrigation· wells, and the nine 
cemeteries and California Golf Club in the Colma area would experience a 20 percent increase in well 
interference impacts. As for the Project, these well interference impacts would be significant but 
mitigable, but greater mitigation actions may be needed to fully mitigation impacts as compared to the 
Project. Other operational impacts associated with the Project, including subsidence potential, seawater 
intrusion, and effects on water quality and groundwater depletion, would be similar for Alternative 2A 
and the Project. 

The Commission rejects Alternative 2A as infeasible for several reasons. First, it does not provide an 
appreciable enyironmental benefit as compared to the Project. While it eliminates all of the construction­
related impacts associated with Sites 1 and 4, including the significant and unavoidable construction­
related noise and land use imp~cts, these construction-related impacts are temporary, occurring over 
approximately seven nights of well drilling, and would not result in any permanent environmental effect. 
Alternative 2A reduces the need for mitigation associated with maintaining Lake Merced levels, but these 
impacts are mitigable under mitigation measures identified in the EIR and which the SFPUC proposes to 
adopt. By moving pumping away from Lake Merced further to the south, it has a greater lm.pact on 
irrigation wells and cemeteries in the Colma area These increased well interference impacts also are 
mitigable but Alternative 2A would trigger the need for greater mitigation of well interference impacts as 
compared to the Project. The overall effect of Alternative 2A is to decrease Lake Merced level impacts at 
the expense of increasing well interference impacts in the Colma area, and eliminating temporary 
construction noise and associated land use disruption impacts at two sites. 

Further, while Alternative 2A would decrease some project costs due to elimination of Sites l and 4, there 
would be an associated increase in other costs at. Sites 5 through 15 for larger pumps, piping and 
treatment equipment to accommodate the increased pumping at these sites. Well interference mitigation 
costs would be increased because Alternative .2A would .trigger the need for mitigation earlier and more 
often as compared to the Project due to the increased pumping at Sites 5 through 15. Finally, reducing the 
number of wells from 16 to 14 would reduce operational flexibility in the event of planned or unplanned 
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maintenance needs. With two fewer wells operating, the ability to reallocate pumping or rotate pumping 
without reducing pumping quantity would be more difficult. In· sum, Alternative 2A would reduce 
operational flexibility in the event of planned or unplanned Project maintenance need, increase "'."ell 
interference mitigation costs, and fail to provide an appreciable environmental benefit as compared to the 
Project. 

Alternative 2B 

Under Alternative 2B, the same facilities would be constructed as for the Project, except the SFPUC 
would construct only 14 wells and well facilities instead of 16 wells by not constructing a well or well 
facility at Site .1 in Daly City or Site 4 in unincorporated Broadmoor. Without wells at Sites 1 and 4, 
pumping would be reduced by approximately 1.0 mgd. Unlike Alternative 2A, pumping lost from not 
constructing wells at Sites 1 and 4 would not be redistributed. 

Alternative 2B would meet most, but not all, of the Project objectives. It would not meet the objective of 
·increasing the SFPUC's dry-year and emergency pumping capacity by 7.2 mgd during an 8.5-year 
drought. Instead, it would provide 6.2 mgd during an 8.5-year drought. It would meet the other project 
objectives of providing for the conjunctive use of ·the. South Westside Groundwater Basin and 
supplemental SFPUC surface water to Partner Agencies during normal and wet years to allow for in-lieu 
recharge of the Basin, but at a level reduced by 1 mgd as compared to the Project. The reduction in yield 
with Alternative 2B would limit the regional water system's ability to meet the WSIP goal of seismic and 
delivery reliability, adopted as part of the approval of the WSIP under SFPUC Resolution 08-0200: The 
SFPUC per the adopted resolution will reevaluate 2030 demand projections, regional water system 
purchase requests, and water supply options by 2018. With the reduction in yield from this alternative, 
the SFPUC may need to revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop additional water supply projects 
depending on demand projections. Alternatively, the SFPUC's wholesale customers could decide to 
pursue additional projects such as water transfer to increase dry-year and emergency pumping capacity to 
achieve a yield of7.2 mgd as called for by the adopted WSIP. 

Alternative 2B would have the same construction-related effects as Alternative 2A - it would eliminate 
all less-than-significant, significant and mitigable, and significant and unavoidable impacts of 

·construction associated with Sites 1 and 4. It would also have .the same impacts on Lake Merced as 
Alternative 2A - it would reduce lake level decline by 54 percent as compared to the. Project. Unlike 
Alternative 2A, it would not redistribute the pwnping lost by not installing wells at Sites 1 and 4. 
Consequently, the well interference impacts of Alternative 2B would be less than the Project at the Lake 
Merced Golf Club, Olympic Club and San Francisco Golf Club, but would not change the significance 
conclusions. Well interference impacts at the Olympic Club and the San Francisco Golf Club would be · 
less-than-significant under both the Project and Alternative 2B; likewise, the well interference impact at 
Lake. Merced Golf Club would be significant but mitigable under both the Project and Alternative 2B. 
Other operational impacts - land subsidence and sea water intrusion - would be reduced as compared to 
the Project, but as they were less-than-significant under the Project, the significance determination would 
remain unchanged. Likewise, Alternative 2B would decrease, but result in the same significance 
determination for groundwater depletion impacts as the Project, with such impacts remaining significant 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 54 

1748 



Motion No. _____ _ 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

CASE NO. 2008.1396E 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

but mitigable. Impacts on water quality would remain the same, less-than-significant, with Alternative 
2B as for the Project. 

The main difference between Alternative 2B and the Project in terms of environmental effects is that by 
reducing pumping by 54 percent in the Lake Merced area it would decrease the decline in Lake Merced 
levels by a similar 54 percent. With the Project, lake levels after the end of the design drought are 
expected to drop to four feet lower than under modeled existing conditions. With Alternative 2B, lake 
levels would be expected to drop two feet lower than under modeled existing conditions. The Project 
identifies mitigation in the form of lake monitoring, provision of supplemental water or altering of 
pumping to mitigate Project impacts. Similar mitigation still would be needed with Alternative 2B, but 
this alternative would not require the same degree of mitigation because the effects of Alternative 2B on 
Lake Merced levels would be about half as severe as with the Project The Project would fully mitigate 
impacts to Lake Merced, ·but it would require greater mitigation - additional supplemental water, 
redistributed pumping or discontinued pumping - as compared to Alternative 2B. Eliminating other wells 
would not further reduce impacts on Lake Merced water levels because other wells are too far from the 
lake to have a substantial·influence on lake levels. 

Environmentally Superior Alternative. The CEQA Guidelines require the identification of an 
environmentally superior alternative'to the proposed project and if it is determined to be the No Project 
Alternative, then the BIR must identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other Project 
alternatives. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(e).) The EIR identified Alternative 2B as the 
environmentally superior alternative. Some impacts associated with Alternative 2B while initially less 
intense than those of the Project (well interference, groundwater depletion), with mitigation, the resulting 
impact level would be the same under Alternative 2B and the Project (less-than-significant with 
mitigation). But, Alternative 2B would eliminate construction impacts at two sites, Sites 1 and 4, and 
reduce impacts on Lake Merced level declines by 54 percent. Although the Project would fully mitigate 
impacts to Lake Merced, it would require greater mitigation in the form of additional supplemental water, 
redistributed pumping or discontinued pumping as compared to Alternative 2B. Greater costs would be 
associated with this mitigation, although these costs ·may be offset by savings associated with not 
constructing facilities at Sites 1 and 4. 

The Commission rejects Alternative 2B as infeasible. It would not meet the objective of increasing the 
SFPUC's dry-year and emergency pumping capacity by .7.2 mgd during an 8.5-year drought. Instead, it 
would provide 6.2 mgd during an 8.5-year drought. It would meet the other project objectives of 
providing for the conjunctive use of the South Westside Groundwater Basin and supplemental SFPUC 
surface water to Partner Agencies during normal and wet years to allow for in-lieu recharge of the Basin, 
but at a level reduced by 1 mgd as compared to the Project. The reduction in yield with Alternative 2B 
would limit the regional water system's ability to meet the WSIP goal of seismic and delivery reliability, 
adopted as part of the approval of the WSIP under SFPUC Resolution 08-0200. With the reduction in 
yield from this alternative, the SFPUC may need to revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop 
additional water supply projects depending on demand projections. 
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While Alternative 2B eliminates construction impacts at Sites 1 and 4, including the significant and 
unavoidable construction-related noise and land use impacts,. these construction-related impacts are 
temporary, occurring over approximately seven nights of well drilling, and would not result in any 
permanent environmental effect. Alternative 2B reduces the need for mitigation associated with 
maintaining Lake Merced levels, but these impacts are mitigable under mitigation measures identified in 
the EIR and which the SFPUC proposes t9 adopt. 

Alternative 3A 

Alternative 3A was selected for analysis because,it would reduce the significant well interference impacts 
of the Project during dry years at existing irrigation wells that are located at the Colma-area cemeteries. 
Under Alternative 3A, the same facilities would be constructed as for the Project, except the SFPUC 
would construct only 14 wells and well facilities instead of 16 wells. by not constructing a well or well 
facility at Sites 7 and 8 in Colma. Without wells at Sites 7 and 8, ·pumping would be reduced by 
approximately 1.2 mgd, decreasing pumping in the Colma area by approximately 32 percent. To maintain 
the overall yield of 7.2 mgd, pumping would be redistributed to nine wells at Sites 1 through A and Sites 
11 through 15. Pumping at each of these sites would increase by approximately 31 percent as compared 
to the proposed Project; production rates at Sites 5 through 15 could support this increased pumping. 
Pumping at Sites 5, 6, 9, and 10 would remain the same, as they are in the Colma area; pumping at Site 16 
also would not increase because groundwater availability is restricted at this location. 

Alternative 3A would fully meet the Project Objectives, including increasing the dry-year and emergency 
pumping capacity of the South Westside Groundwater Basin by an average annual 7.2 mgd in the event of 
a 8.5 year design drought. It would have the same construction-related impacts as the proposed Project 
except that all impacts associated with construction at Sites 7 and 8 would be avoided. As a result, all 
impacts that are less-than-significant and less-than-significant with mitigation at either site would be 
avoided as would the significant and unavoidable construction-related aesthetic impact as Site 7. This 
latter impact is the result of the need to remove trees associated with a designated tree mass in the Town 
of Colma General Plan and the fact that despite the adoption of mitigation to replace trees, these trees 
include eucalyptus trees on SFPUG's right-of-way, the presence of which conflicts with the SFPUC's 
vegetation management policy for its right-of-way. While SFPUC will work with the Town of Colma to 
find replacement trees off-site, Site 7 will be aesthetically altered. 

The intensity of well interference impacts on existing irrigation wells in the Colma area before mitigation 
would be reduced as a result of a 32 percent reduction in pumping near these wells. However, well 
·interference impacts with the implementation of mitigation would be less-than-significant for both 
Alternative 3A and the proposed Project. Potential impacts on Lake Merced water levels would be 
slightly greater for Alternative 3A than for the Project prior to mitigation, but with mitigation, both would 
result in less-than-significant impacts on the water quality of Lake Merced .. But, under Alternative 3A, 
more supplemental water, redistribution of pumping, or discontinued pumping would be required to 
mitigate such impacts as compared to the proposed Project. Potential impacts on groundwater quality and 
groundwater depletion would be the same for the proposed Project and Alternative 3A. The potential for 
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subsidence impacts and for seawater intrusion would be slightly greater for Alternative 3A when 
com_pared to the proposed Project but would be less-than-significant as for the proposed Project. 

The Commission rejects Alternative 3A as infeasible. First, it does not provide an appreciable 
environmental benefit as compared to the Project. It results in similar environmental impacts as with the 
Project.after the application of mitigation measures. The main differences between Alternative 3A and 
the Project is that Alternative 3A eliminates the significant and unavoidable aesthetic impact associated 
with removal of trees in the SFPUC right-of-way at Site 7, increases impacts associated with Lake 
Merced levels and decreases the impacts associated with well interference in the Colma area. As a result, 
Alternative 3A increases the amount of mitigation associated with maintaining Lake Merced levels, 
including the need to secure supplemental water, reduce pumping or redistribute pumping to reduce the 
effect of the Project on Lake Merced levels. But, the resulting impacts to Lake Merced levels after 
implementation of mitigation measures identified in the EIR, which the SFPUC proposes to adopt, would 
be the same for Alternative 3A and the Project. By moving pumping away from the Colma area, 
Alternative 3A reduces well interference impacts, but these impacts also are mitigable, so the main effect 
is to increase the amount of required mitigation associated with. maintaining Lake Merced levels. After 
mitigation, Alternative 3A and the Project result in the same mitigated impact associated with well 
interference. 

Further, while Alternative 3A would decrease some project costs due to elimination of Sites 7 and 8, it 
would increase other project costs associated with Sites 1 through 4 and Sites 11 through 15 due to the 
need for larger pumps, piping and treatment equipment to accommodate the increased pumping at these 
sites. Also, Lake Merced mitigation costs would be increased because mitigation would be triggered 
earlier and more often due to the increased pumping at Sites 5 through 15. Finally, by reducing the 
number of wells from 16 to 14, Alternative 3A. would reduce operational .flexibility as compared to the 
Project in the event of planned or unplanned maintenance. With two fewer wells operating, the ability to 
reallocate pumping or rotate pumping without reducing pumping quantity would be more difficult. In 
sum, Alternative 3A would reduce operational flexibility in the event of planned or unplanned Project 
maintenance need, increase mitigation costs associated with maintaining Lake Merced levels, and not 
provide an appreciable environmental benefit as compared to the Project. 

Alternative 3B 

Alternative 3B was selected for analysis because it would reduce the significant well interference impacts 
of the Project during dry years at existing irrigation wells that. are located at the Colma-area cemeteries. 
Under Alternative 3B, the same facilities would be constructed as for the Project, except the SFPUC 
would construct only 14 wells and well facilities instead of 16 wells by not constructing a well or well 
facility at Sites 7 and 8 in Colma. Without wells at Sites 7 and 8, pumping would be reduced by 
approximately 1.2 mgd, decreasing pumping in the Colma area by approximately 32 percent. 

Alternative 3B would meet most but not all, of the Project goals and objectives. Alternative 3B would 
not fully meet the Project goal to provide 7.2 mgd of water for new dry-year water supply for the SFPUC 
and Partner Agencies because Alternative 3B would reduce the number of well and reduce the dry-year 
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and emergency pumping capacity to 6.0 mgd. This alternative would partially support the WSIP goals 
and objectives to provide dry-year and emergency water pumping capacity. However, additional· 
measures may be necessary to fully provide the dry-year and emergency water pumping volume required 
in order to meet the WSIP goal of limiting rationing to a systemwide maximum of 20 percent during an 

8.5-year drought. 

It would have the same construction-related impacts as the proposed Project except that all impacts 
associated with construction at Sites 7 and 8 would be avoided. As a result, all impacts that are less-than­
significant and less-than-significant with mitigation at either site would be avoided as would the 
significant and unavoidable construction-relate~ aesthetic impact as Site 7. This latter impact is the result 
of the need to remove trees associated with a designated tree mass in the Town of Colma General Plan 
and the fact that despite the adoption of mitigation to replace trees, these trees include eucalyptus treer> on 
SFPUC's right-of-way, the presence of which conflicts with the SFPUC's vegetation management policy 
for its right-of-way. While SFPUC will work with the Town of Colma to find replacement trees off-site, 

Site 7 will be aesthetically altered. 

This alternative would decrease pumping near the Colma area by approximately 32 percent. Operational 
impacts would be similar to those expected for the proposed Project. The expected groundwater levels 
would still result in the potential for well interference impacts as would the proposed Project and these 
impacts, in most cases, are similar to those that would occur with the proposed Project. With mitigation, 
the well interference impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels under both the Project and 
Alternative 3B. Alternative 3B would reduce the potential for subsidence and seawater intrusion; 
however, both the proposed Project and Alternative 3B would result in less than significant subsidence 
and seawater intrusion impacts. Potential impacts on groundwater qualify would be the same for the 
proposed Project and the altemative. Potential impacts related to groundwater depletion would be similar 
for both the Project and this alternative. 

The Commission rejects Alternative 3B as infeasible. Alternative 3B does not fully meet project 
objectives. It would not meet the objective of increasing the SFPUC's dry-year and emergency pumping 
capacity by 7.2 mgd during an 8.5-year drought. Instead, it would provide 6.0 mgd during an 8.5-year 
drought. It would meet the other project objectives of providing for the conjunctive use of the South 
Westside Groundwater Basin and supplemental SFPUC surface water to Partner Agencies during normal 
and wet years to allow for in-lieu recharge of the Basin, but at a level reduced by 1.2 mgd as compared to 
the Project. The reduction in yield with Alternative 3B would limit the regional water system's ability to 
meet the WSIP goal of seismic and delivery reliability, adopted as part of the approval of the WSIP under 
SFPUC Resolution 08-0200. With th.e reduction in yield from this alternative, the SFPUC may need to 
revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop additional water supply projects. depending on demand 

projections. 

Further, it does not provide an appreciable environmental benefit as compared to the Project. It results in 
similar environmental impacts as with the Project after the application of mitigation measures. The main 
differences between Alternative 3B and the Project is that Alternative 3B eliminates the significant and 
unavoidable aesthetic impact associated with removal of trees in the SFPUC right-of-way at Site 7, 
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increases impacts associated with Lake Merced levels and decreases the impacts associated with well · 
interference in the Colma area. As a result, Alternative 3B increases tlie amount of mitigation associated 
with maintaining Lake Merced levels, including the need to secure supplemental water, reduce pumping 
or redistribute pumping to reduce the effect of the Project on Lake Merced levels. But, the resulting 
impacts to Lake Merced levels after implementation of mitigation measures identified in the EIR, which 
the SFPUC proposes to adopt, would be the same for Alternative 3B and the Project. By moving 
pumping away from the Colma area, Alternative 3B reduces well interference impacts, but these impacts 
also are mitigable, so the main effect is to increase the amount of required mitigation associated with 
maintaining Lake Merced levels. After mitigation, Alternative 3B and the Project result in the same 
mitigated impact associated with well interference. 

In sum, Alternative 3B does not fully meet Project or WSIP goals and objectives and does not provide an 
appreciable environmental benefit to the Project. With the reduction in yield from this alternative, the 
SFPUC may need to revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop additional water supply projects 
depending on demand projections. 

·VI. Statement of Overriding Considerations 

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

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

• The Project will further a number of the WSIP goals and objectives. As part of the approval of 
WSIP by Resolution 08-2000, the SFPUC adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations as 
to why the benefits of the WSIP outweighed the significant and unavoidable impacts associat~d 
with the WSIP. The WSIP Statement of Overriding Considerations is relevant to the significant 
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and unavoidable impacts of the GSR Project as it will further WSIP goals and objectives, as well 
as the GSR Project's contribution to the WSIP's significant and unavoidable indirect effects 
related to growth. The findings regarding the Statement of Overriding Considerations set forth in 
Resolution No. 08-2000 are incorporated into these findings by this reference, as though fully set 
forth in these CEQA Findings. 

• The GSR Project will provide a substantial amount of the dry-year supply that the SFPUC 
calculates it will need under a long-term drought scenario. The Project will provide an average 
annual 7.2 mgd of new dry-year groundwater supply for the SFPUC's customers. The ~FPUC's 
WSIP, adopted by the SFPUC in 2008, identifies a goal of limiting rationing in a drought to a 
maximum of 20 percent for the 2.46 million persons in San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, 
Alameda and Tuolumne counties served by the SFPUC's regional water system. The WSIP 
identified a reasonable worse case drought scenario as one that would last 8.5 years. The WSIP 
identified two projects that would assist in limiting rationing to 20 percent during a drought - the 
GSR Project, which would provide 7.2 mgd of groundwater, and dry-year water transfers of about 
2 mgd from the Modesto or Turlock Irrigation Districts. The GSR Project is critical to the ability 
of the SFPUC to implement its WSIP dry-year water supply strategy. 

• The conjunctive management of the South Westside Groundwater Basin, as proposed with the 
Project, will make more dry-year water available to the SFPUC Regional System without the 
environmental impacts associated with building a new storage facility and without impacting 
other water supplies. The conjunctive management of the South Westside Groundwater Basin 
provides for groundwater to accumulate in the basin during norinal and wet years when the 
SFPUC can provide surface water to Partner Agencies, and for SFPUC and Partner Agencies to 
extract the accumulated groundwater during dry )'.ears. The Project achieves a 7.2 mgd increase 
in water supply during an 8.5-year design drought while having no impact on meeting Partner 
Agencies' water needs during normal and wet years. Because storage space is already available 
in the South Westside Groundwater Basin, the project is able to make use of the groundwater 
storage space without the need to construct an entirel)( new water storage system and incur the·· 
environmental impacts associated with such construction and operation. With the exception of an 
aesthetic impact at one site related to tree removal, and noise and land use impacts on residences 
associated with temporary construction-related noise, the Project will be able to mitigate the 
direct environmental impacts associated with its construction and operation,· including any 
potential impact to water needs of overlying irrigators. 

• The SFPUC WSIP identifies the goal of reducing vulnerability to earthquakes. It establishes an 
objective of delivering basic service to three regions in the SFPUC service area-East/South Bay, 

. Peninsula, and San Francisco within 24 hours after a major earthquake. The performance 
objective is to deliver 104 mgd to the East/South Bay, 44 mgd to the Peninsula, and 81 mgd to 
San Francisco. The GSR Project will make up to 7 .2 mgd of local groundwater supply available 
for delivery in the event of an emergency such as an earthquake. 
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• The WSIP aims to substantially improve use of new water supply and drought management, 
including use of groundwater, recycled water, conservation, and transfers. The GSR Project is 

important to meeting the WSIP goal of providing improved use of new water supply, because it 
will provide up to 7.2 mgd of local groundwater during drought and emergency periods. 

• The WSIP projects are designed to meet applicable federal and state water quality requirements. 
This Project will further this objective a.S the EIR for the Project determined that the Proj~ct 
would have no significant impact on water quality and would not degrade drinking water. 

Having considered these benefits, including the benefits discussed in Section I above, the Commission 
finds that the benefits of the Project and the Project's furtherance of the WSIP goals and objectives 

outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, and that the adverse environmental effects are 

therefore acceptable. 

DECISION 

That based upon the Record, the submissions of the SFPUC, the Department and SFPUC staff, and other 
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other 
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby ADOPTS findings under the 
California Environmental Quality Act, including rejecting alternatives as infeasible, adopting a Statement 
of Overriding Considerations, and ADOPTS a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, attached 

as Exhibit 1. 
r 

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on August_7, 2014. 

Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: 

NAYES: 

ABSENT: 

ADOPTED: 
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EXHIBITl 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E)-MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact I Impact Summary 
No. 

Mitigation Measure 

LAND USE AND LAND USE PlANNING . 

LU-1 Project construction 
wouldhaYea 
substantial impact on 
the existing character 
of the iicinitv and 
could sub~tially 
disrupt or displace 
existing land uses or 
land use activities, 

·~TH!lTICS .· 

~1 

c.n 
.O") 

AE-1 

(cont.) 

Project construction 
would ham a 
substantial adverse 
impact on a scenic 
vista. resource, or on 
the visual characler of 
a site or its 
surroundings. 

Project construction 
wouldbaye a 
substantial adverse 
impact on a scenic 
vista., resour~ or on 
the ,.;sunl character of 
a site orits 
surrotmdings._ 

Case No. 2D08.1396E 

M-LU-1: Maintain Internal Cemetery Access (Site 7 [Consolidated Treatment at Site 6] and Site 14). 

Pi:ior to commencing construction at either Site 7 (where treatment for Site 7 is consolidated at Site 6) or at Site 14, the SFPUC 
or its construction contractor shall develop an access plan to be implemented during construction to ensure fuat access is 
available for visitors to all portions of the Wood.fat'\'!\ Memorial Park and Golden Gate National Cemetery within a 
reasonable period of time upon their arrival at the cemetery. The access plan shall include, for example, trench plating and 
alternative routing for visitors. The plan shall also address measures to maintain access for cemetery operations and 
maintenance. A copy of the access plan shall be submitted to the ovmer or operator of the Woodlawn Memorial Park and the 
Golden Gate National Cemetery prior to commencing construction, and they also shall be provided with the name of, and 
contact information for, a person identified to act as a liaison dur~g construction at these sites. 

M-AE-la: Site Maintenance (Sites 4, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 18 [Alternate)) 

The SFPUC shall req~re the contractor to ensure that construction-related activity is as clean and inconspicuous as practical 
by storing construction materials and equipment at areas of the construction site that are generally away from public view, 
and by removing construction debris promptly at regular iJ:itervals. 

M-AE-lb: Tree Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 17 [Alternate]) 

The SFPUC shall identify trees to be protected and retained during constructi'on and minimize potential impact to these trees by 
implementing Ute following measures: 
• Construction activities within the dripline of trees to be retained adjacent to construction area boundaries or adjacent to 

pipeline routes shall be avoided. 
• A qualified arborist shall identify the location of exclusion fencing to be installed around trees to be retained. 
• Prior to the start of construction, the SFPUC or its contractor shall install exclusion fencing around the dripline of trees to be 

retained and within 50 feet of any grading or construction ·activity. 
• Prior tO construction, the SFPUC shall verify that the temporary construction fencing is installed and approved by a qualified 

arborist. Any encroachment within these areas must first be approved by a qualified arborist and the SFPUC. Temporary 
fencing shall be continuously maintained by the contractor 1:ll'til all construction activities near the trees are completed. No 
construction activities shall occur within the exclusion fencing. 

• For trees on slopes, exclusion fencing shall consist of a silt fence that will be installed at the upslope base of the tree to 
prevent soil from moving into the root zone (defined as the extent of the tree dripline) if work is performed upslope of any 
protected trees. 

• Pruning of trees to be retained shall be completed by either a certified arborist or by the contractor under supervision of 
either an International Society of Arboriculture qualified arborist,. American Society_ of Consulting Arborists consultin 
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Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Implementation and Reporting 

Responsible Party I 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

~ 

1. ,,,oc - I ' CMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
2. SFPUCCMB 

3
. 

SFPUCBEM 
3. SFPUCCMB 

1. SFPUCEMB 

2. SFPUCCMB 

1. SFPUCEMB 

2. SFPUCCMB 
(qualified 
arborist) 

1. SFPUCBEM 

2. SFPUCBEM 

1. SFPUCBEM 

2. SFPUCBEM 

Monitoring and 
Reporting Actions 

1. If consolidated treatment at Site 6 is 
selected for Site 7, ensure that contract 
documents include requirement for 
contractor to develop Access Plans for 
Sites 7and14andsubmit to Woodlawn 
Memorial Park and Golden Gate National 
Cemetery, respectively. 

2. If consolidated treatment at Site 6 is 
selected for Site 7, ensure that Contractors 
Site·7 and Site 14 Access Plans are 
completed and submitted to Woodlawn 
Memorial Park and Golden Gate National 
Cemetery as required. 

3. Designate construction period liaison. 

1. Ensure that contract documents include 
requirement for contractor to store 
material and equipment away from 
public vie¥.· and properly removing 
construction debris at regular intervals. 

2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
implements requirements. Report 
noncompliance and ensure corrective 
action. 

1. Ensure that the contract documents 
include the listed tree protection 
measures, including requirement for 
contractor to pro.vide a qualified arborist 
and identify trees to be protected, 
specifically at Sites 3, 4, 7, l 0, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, and 17 [Alternate]. 

2. Monitor to ensure that contractor 
implements measures. Report· 
noncompliance and ensure corrective 
action. 

Implementation 
Schedule 

1. Design 

2. Construction 

3. Construction 

,:.,,,. 

l. Design 

2. Construction 

1. Design 

2. Pre­
construction/ 
Construction 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summitry Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation · Implementation and Reporting 

Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

orborist, or a au:alified horticulturnlisl 

AE-1 Project construction M-AE-lc: Develop and Implement a Tree Replanting Plan (Site 12) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUC Water 1. Develop Tree Replanting Plan 1. Design 

(cont.) 
would haye a 

2. SFPUCEMB 
Enterprise, WRD 2. Ensure that contract doruments include 2. Design substantial adverse 

impact on a scenic The SFPUC shall develop and implement a tree replanting plan to address the removal of trees along El Camino Real at Site 3. SFPUCCMB 
2. SFPUCBEM the listed tree repl~ting requirements 

3. Construction 
vista,. resource, or on 12. The tree replanting plan shall include planting locations (which may include non-SFPUC properties), native tree and 3.SFPUCBEM 

plan for site 12. 

the visual character of shrub species (consistent with those near the well facility site), planting ratios, and irrigation requirements. Tree replanting 4. SFPUC Water 3. Monitor to ensure that contractor 4. Post-

a site or its activities occurring on SFPUC properties or right-of-1.-.·ay shall be consistent 1'\ith the requirements of the SFPUC's Integrated Enterprise, WST 4. SFPUC Waler implements measures in contract Construction 

surroundings. Vegetation Management Policy (SFPUC 2007). The planting ratio for replacement trees shall be a minimum of 1:1, or in Enterprise, WRD doruments. Report noncompliance, and Monitoring (at 

substantial compliance with the City of South San Francisco's tree preservation ordinance (Chapter 13.30.080, Replacemen~ of ensure corrective action. least five years, 

Protected Trees). Replanting shall occur the first year after completion of construction. The SFPUC shall monitor the 4. Perform annual tree replacement 
depending on 

replacement trees annually for five years after project completion to ensure that the trees survive; if necessa1y, the SFPUC monitoring. 
success) 

shall implement additional measures, such as replanting for trees that did not survive. 

AE-1 Project construction M-AE-ld: Construction Area Screening (Site 15) 1.SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design 
wo1tldhana requirement for construction screening for (cont.) 2.SFPUCCMB 2.SFPUCBEM 2. Construction substantial adverse Site 15. 
impact on a scenic The SFPUC and its contractors shall screen the construction area at the facility site at Site 15. Screening shall be designed to 

__. vista. resource, or on minimize view of construction equipment and construction activities from views from Sneath Lane and the surrounding 2. Monitor to ensure that contractor 

-J the visual character of areas. Vehicles and other construction equipment shall be parked in the screened construction area at night and when implements measures in contract 

(.Tl a site or its equipment is not actively being used for pipeline construction along Sneath Lane. doruments. Report noncompliance, and 

- I 
surroundings. ensure corrective action. 

AE-1 Project construction M-AE-le: Tree Removal and Replacement (Site 7) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contra.ct documents include 1. Design 

.(cont) 
would have a 

2. SFPUC Water 2. Town of Colma 
the listed requirements for a qualified 

2. Pre-Construction 
substantial adveJSe arborist, tree retention survey, and on- and 
impact on ·a scenic Prior to the removal of any trees within the construction area boundary at Site 7, the SFPUC shall determine if any trees within Enterprise, ''\'RD 

3.SFPUCBEM off-site tree planting for Site 7. 3. Construction 
vista resource. or on the Town-designated tree mass can be retained without causing confllcts ·with construction equipment and/or safety risks 3. SFPUCCMB 

4. SFPUC Water 2. Approve off-site plantings. 
the visual character of during construction at this site. A qualified arborist shall conduct the tree retention survey. Any trees found not to conflict with 4. Post-

a site or its construction activities or create a safety risks shall be protected during construction. 4. SFPUC Water Epterprise, WRD 3. Verify arborist's credentials. Monitor to Construction 

surroundings. Enterprise, WST ensure that contractor implements Monitoring (at 

For eac;h tree to be removed, the SFPUC shall plant replacement trees on-site to the extent allowable by its lntegrated measures in contract documents. Report least five years, 
noncompliance, and ensure corrective depending on 

Vegetation Management Policy (Section 13.006) (SFPUC 2007). Each replacement tree shall be in- a minimum 15-gallon 
action. success) 

container and shall be of species listed in the vegetation management policy. The on-site plantings shall be located such that the 
visual continuity of the existing tree ID ass is restored to the extent feasible. To the extent tree replacement on-site is not feasible, 4. Perform annual tree replacement 

replacement trees shall b'e pl~ted off-site in substantial complimce with the Town of Colma's Tree Cutting ;md Removal monitoring. 
ordinance. 

Jn all cases, the planting ratio shall be a minimum of 1:1 (i.e., one tree planted for each tree removed). Replanting shall occur 
withln the first year after completion of construction. The SFPUC shall monitor plantings annually for five years after project 
completion to ensure that the replacement planting(s) has developed and that the trees survive. If necessary, the SFPUC shall 
implement additional measures (e.g., replanting.. installation of irrigation) to address continued survival of the plantings, and 
shall re-plant ~dditional trees should a significant amount of the original plantings not surviye during the monitoring period. 

AE-3 Project operation 
M-AE-3a: Implement Landscape Screening (Sites 4, 7, and 18 [Alternate]) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUC Water 1. Develop Landscape Screening Plan 1. Design would baYen 

substantiol adverse 2. SFPUCEMB 
Enterprise, WRD 2. Ensure that contract do01ments include 2. Design 

impact on a scenic The SFPUC shall develop and implement a lundscape-screening plan to screen views of the well facility. The landscape plan ?- SFPUCBEM Landscape Screening Plan requirements 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. 

Implementation and Reporting 
Monitoring and Implementation 

Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

vista.. resource. or on shall include native trees and shrubs common to the surrounding areas. The landscape pfon shall include plant species, 3. SFPUCCMB 3.SFPUCBEM for Sites 4, 7, and 18. 3. Construction 
the yisua1 character of planting specificatiohs, and irrigation requirements necessary to screen the well facility. The SFPUC shall monitor landscape 3. Monitor to ensure that contractor a site or its plantings annuaJly for five years after project completion to ensure that sufficient ground coverage has developed and that the 4. SFPUC Water 4. SFPUC Water 

implements measures in contract 
4. Post-

surroundings. Enterprise, WST Enterprise, WRD Construction shrubs survive. H necessary, the SFPUC shall implement additional measures (e.g., replanting, temporary irrigation) to address documents. Report noncompliance, and Monitoring (at 
continued survivaJ of the plantings, and shall replant additional shrubs should a significant amount of the plantings not ensure corrective action. least five years, 
survive during the monitoring period. 

4. Perform annual tree replacement depending on 
monitoring for at least 5 years. success) 

ctJtronAt ~spum::Es . ". > · ,~: · · '··· .\ ·": .:..· .;· .. .. •.•·:••>,_.•.}<;-/i5/:'-c:'·<Y./••.•;::,,_ >:C. >.--·i_ • .• ?---·. • •. ·, -, .·._-_ ·:: - ·. :· .. . _,•:;:c:;·o·:; ~:;:~);}%~}?:::77\\/·\:~::··'• ··/'.:'/· 
CR-1 Project construction 

M-CR-la: Minimize Construction-related Impacts to Elements of the Historical Resow:ce at Site 14 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUC BEM/V A 1. Submit final plans and specifications to 1. Pre-construction 
could cause an adverse VA to obtain VA approval 
change in the 2.SFPUCEMB 2.SFPUCBEM 2. Design 
significance of(! The SFPUC and. its contractor shall implement the following measures during construction at Sit"e 14 to protect elements of the 2. Ensure that contract doaunents include 
his1orica1 resource. historical resource: 3. SFPUC CMB/ 3. SFPUCBEM historical protection measures for Site 14, 3. Construction 

historical including requirements for contractor to 
• The SFPUC shall lay plywood or other materi~ down temporarily for access between the cemetery access road and the architect provide a qualified historical architect or 

construction area during construction~ architectural historian and provide a 

...... • Temporary protective barriers shall be constructed for protection of the headstones during construction, including those near training program . 

....... the existing pump structure to be removed. 3. Verify credentials of historical architect or 

CJ"! • Final plans and specifications shall be submitted to the VA prior to construction. architectural historian. Monitor to ensure 
that contractor implements measures in 00 • Construction workers shall undergo a training program to be made aware of the importance of the site and the contributing contract documents. Report 

elements of the historical resource that would be affected by the proposed work. The training program. shall be approved by noncompliance, and ensure corrective 
either a qualified historical architect or architectural historian. action. 

• Through measurements and photographs. a historical architect shall dorument the roads and concrete curbs where trenching 
would occur. This documentation shall ·serve as a reference for replacing the curbs to matCh the existing curbs where 

removed for trenching. The SFPUC shajl replace curbs removed for trenching i'Vith new curbs to match the existing curbs. 

• Grass shall be restored where removed for trenching. 

CR-1 Project construction M~CR-lb: Minimize Construction-related Impacts on Elements of the Historical Resource at Site 15 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM/VA 1. Submit final plans and specifications to 1. Pre-construction 

(con~) 
could c.ause an ad\°erse 

The SFPUC and its contractor shall implement the following mea:Sures during construction at Site 1~ to protect elements of the 2.SFPUCEMB 2.SFPUCBEM 
VA to obtain VA approval. 

2. Design 
change in the 

historical resource; 2. Ensure that contract documents include 
significance of a 3. SFPUC CMB/ 3. SFPUCBEM historical protection measures for Site 15, 3. Construction 
historical resource. historical including requirements for contractor to 

• Temporary px;otective barriers shall be constructed for protection of the adjacent bu,ilding to the north during construction. architect provide a qualified historical architect or 
~ Final plans and specifications shall be submitted to the VA prior to construction. architectural historian and provide a 
• Construction workers shall undergo a training program to be made aware of the importance of the building adjacent to Site training program. 

15 and the contributing elements of the historical resource that would be affected bj• the proposed work. The training 3. Verify cred.,;tials of historical architect or 
pr~gram shall be approved by either a qualified historical architect or architectural historian. architectural historian. Monitor to ensure 

• Through measurements and photographs, a historical architect shall document the roads and concrete curbs where trenching that contractor implements measures in 
would occur. This documentation shail serve as a reference for replacing the curbs to match the existing curbs where contract documents. Report 

removed for trenching. The SFPUC shall replace curbs removed for trenching with new curbs to match existing. Grass shall noncompliance, and ensure corrective 

be restored where removed for trenching action. 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E)-MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

hnpact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. 

Implement~tion and Reporting 
Monitoring and Implementation 

·Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Pacty 

Reviewing and 
Approval Pacty 

CR-2 Project construction M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources (All Sites except West Lake Pump Station) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure th~t the contract documents 1. Design could cause an ad,•erse 
change in the Archtmolc>giccrt Monitoring Program. Despite the negative results of archaeological test investigations at Site 11, there is some 2. SFPUCEMB 2. SFPUC BEM/ERO 

include requirements for a qualified 
2. Design 

significance of an poten\ial that remnants of a known prehistoric· archaeological site (CA-SMA-299) ace located below the ground surface. (Archeologisl) 
archeologist and measures related to 

archaeological 3. SFPUCBEM archeologicnl monitoring during 3. Pre-construction 
resource. Consequently, an archaeological monitoring plan shall be prepared and implemented for construction at Site 11. The monitoring 3. SFPUC CMB construction for Site 11. and Construction 

plan shall specify the location and duration of monitoring activities and shall be subject to review by the Envirorunental Review 4. SFPUC BEM/ERO 

Officer (ERO). The scope of the monitoring plan shall conform to MEA WSIP Archaeological Guidance No. 4. 
4. SFPUCCMB 

5. SFPUC BEM/ERO 
2. Development of an Archaeological 4. Construction 

(Archeologist) Monitoring Plan for Site 11. 
5. Construction 

Accidental Discovery. To avoid potential adverse effe~ on accidentally discovered archaeological resources, the SFPUC shall 5. SFPUC 3. Ensure that all project perstJ!"IIlel for each 

distribute the San Francisco Planning Department's archaeological resource "ALERT" sheet to: the Project prime contractor; any CMB/BEM well facility site receive "Alert'' sheet. 

subcontractors (including firms subcontracted to perform demolition, excavation, grading.. foundation, p.ile driving. etc.); and/or 
(Archeologisl) Maintain file of affidavits for submittal to 

ER0.1'1onitor to ensure that the contractor 
any utilities firm involved in soil-disturbing activities within the archaeological C-APE for each well facility site. Prior to any implements measures in the contra.ct 
soil-disturbing activities, each contractor shall be responsible for ensuring that the ALERT sheet is circulated to all field doruments, report noncompliance, and 
personnel, including machine operators, field crew, pile drivers, supervisory personneL etc The SFPUC shall provide the ERO ensure corrective action. 
with a signed affidavit from the responsi'ble parties (prime contractor, subcontractor[s], and utilities firm) confirming that all 4. Ensure that all potential discoveries are 
field personnel have received copies of the ALERT sheet reported to the ERO as required and that 

...... the contractor suspends work in the 
H potential archaeological resources are tmc-0vered, the discovery site shall be secured, personnel and equipment shall be '~cinity. Mobilize an archeologist (whose 

-.J redirecte~ and the ERO shall be notified immediately. If the ERO determines that an archaeological resource may be present credentials have been verified) to the area 
CJ'1 within the C-APE, the SFPUC shall retain the services of a qualified archaeological consultant For construction at Site 11, an if the ERO determines that an 

co archaeological monitoring plan shall be prepared and implemented. The monitoring plan shall specify the location and duration 
archeologkal resource may be present. 

of monitoring activities and shall be subject to review by the ERO. 5. In the event of a potential discovery, 
archaeologist shall evaluate the potential 

If archaeological resources are discovered at Site 11 or any of the other well facility sites, the archaeological consultant shall discovery and advise ERO as to the 

advise the ERO as to whether the discovery is an archaeological resource that retains sufficient integrity and is of potential 
significance of the discovery. Proceed with 
recommendations, evaluations, and 

scientific/historical/cultural significance. If an archaeological Tesource is present, the consultant shall identify and evaluate the implementation of additional measures in 
archaeological resource. The archaeological consultant shall make a recommendi'.ltion as to what action, if any, is i'\'arranted. consultation with ERO. Prepare and 
Based on this information, the ERO may require, if warranted, specific additional measures to be implemented by the SFPUC. distribute Final ADRR as required. 

Cll.-2 Measures might include: preservation in situ of the archaeological resource; an archaeological monitoring program; or an 

(cont.) archaeological evaluation program. If an archaeological monitoring program or archaeological testing program is required, it 

shall be subject to review by the ERO. The ERO may also require that the SFPUC immedia)ely implement a site security 

program if the archaeological resource is at risk from vandalism, looting, or other d~maging actions. 

For any discovery of an ar~aeological resource, the archaeological consultant shall submit an archaeological data recovery 
report (ADRR) to the ERO which. in addition to the usual contents of the ADRR, shall: include an evaluation of the historical 
significance of any discovered archaeological resource; describe the archaeoJogical and historical research methods employed in 

the archaeological monitoring/data recovery program(s) undertaken; and present; analyze and interpret the recovered data. 

fuformation that ma.y put at risk any archaeological resource shall be provided in a separate removable insert within the final 
report. Once approved by the ERO, copies of the ADRR shall be distributed as foDows: the relevant California Historical 

Resources Information System Information Center shall receive one copy, and the ERO shall receive one copy of the transmittal 

letter of the ADRR to the Information Center. The San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division, shall 

receive three copies of the ADRR along with copies of any formal site recordation forms (California Department of Parks and 
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EXIITBIT 1.(continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

Recreation Form 523 series) and/or documentation for nomination to the National Register/California Register. The SFPUC shall 

receive copies of the ADRR in the number requested. In instances of high public interest in or high interpretive value of a 

resource, the ERO may require a dilierent final report content. format and distribution than that presented above. All 
archaeological work performed under this mitigation measure shall be subject to review by the ERO or designee: 

CR-3 Project construction MwCR~3: Suspend Construction Work if a Paleontological Resource is Identified (All Sites except Site 9 and Westlake Pump J.SFPUCEMB J. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that the contract documents 1. Design 
could resul1 in a Station) include the listed measures related to 
substantial adverse 2. SFPUC 2. SFPUC BEM/ERO discovery of paleontological resources. 

2. Construction 
effect by destrO)ing a If a paleontological resource (fossilized invertebrate, vertebrate, plant or micro-fossil) is discovered during construction at any CMB/BEM 
unique paJeontoJogical of the proposed well facility sites, all ground disturbing activities within 50 feet of the find shall be temporarily halted but may (paleontologist) 3. SFPUC BEM/ERO 2. Ensure that all potential discoveries are 

3. Construction 
resource or site. be diverted to areas beyond 50 feet from the discovery to continue working. An appointed representative of the SFPUC shall reported to the ERO as required and that 

3. SFPUC 
notify a qualified paleontoJogist, who will document the discovery as needed, evaluate the potential resource, and assess the CMB/BEM 

the contractor suspends work in the 

nature and significance of the find. Based on the scientific value or uniqueness of the find, the paleontologist may record the (paleontologist) 
vicinity as required. Mobilize a qualified 

find and allow work to continue, or recommend salvage and recovery of the material, if the SFPUC determines that the find paleontologist (whose credentials have 

cannot be avoided. The paleontologist shall make recommendations for any necessary treatment that is consistent with the SVP been verified) to the area if the ERO 

Guidelines (SVP 2012) and currently accepted scientific practices. If required, treatment for fossil remains may include detennineS that a paleontological resource 

preparation and recovery of fossil materials so that they can be housed in an appropriate museum or university collection and may be present. __,, 
may ~o include p.teparation and publication of a report describing the find. The paleontologisrs recommendations shall be 3. In the event of a potential discovery, 

-...J subject to review and approval by the ERO or designee. The SFPUC shall be responsible for ensuring that treatment is evaluate the potential discovery and 
O') implemented and reported to the San Francisco Planning Department. If no report is reqt.tired, thE7 SFPUC shall nonetheless advise ERO as to the significance of the 
0 ensure that information on the nature, location and depth of all finds is readily available to the scientific community through discovery. Proceed with 

university ruration or other appropriate means. recommendations, evaluations, and 
implementation of additional measures in 
consultation with ERO. 

CR-4 Project construction M~CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) J. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that Contract Documents include 1. Design 
could result in a measures related to disa;>vexy of human 
substantial adverse The treatment of any ·h~man remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects discovered during soil-disturbing 2. SFPUC 2. SFPUC BEM/ERO 2. Construction 
effect related to the activities shall comply with applicable State laws. Such treatment would include immediate notification of the San Mateo CMB/BEM 

remains. 

disturbance ofhumnn County Coroner and, in the event of the coroner's determination that the human remains are Native American, notification of (Archeologist) 
3. SFPUCBEM 

2. If potential human remilins are 
3. Construction 

temains. 
the NAHC, which would appoint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) (PRC Section 5097.98). A qualified archaeologist. the encountered, mobilize an archeologist 

3. SFPUC 
SFPUC and MLD shall make all reasonable efforts to develop an agreement for the treaimen~ with appropriate dignity, of any CMB/BEM 

(whose credentials have been verified) to 

human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[d]). The agreement would confirm existence of human remains. If 
take into consideration the appropriate excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, custodianship, and final disposition of the human remains are confirmed, perform 

human remains and associated or unassociated fonerary objects. The PRC allows 48 hours to reach agreement on these matters. required coordination and notifications. 

If the MLD and the other parties could not agree on the reburial method, the SFPUC shall follow Section 5097.98(b) of the PRC, 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
which states that nilie landowner or his or her authorized representative shall reinter the human remains and items associated implements measures in contract 
with Native American burials V\'ith appropriate dignity on the property in a location not subject to further subsurface documents including insuring that all 
disturbance." All archaeological work performed under this mitigation measure shall be subject to review by the ERO or potential human remains are reported to 
designee. the San Mateo County Coroner as requiJ:ed 

and that contractor suspends work in the 
vicinity. Report noncompliance and ensure 
corrective action. 

CR-5 Project facilities could 
M-CR-5a: Minimize Facilities Siting Impacts on Elements of the Historical Resource at Site 14 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM I. Ensure that Construction Documents 1. Design 

cause an adverse 
include required design elements for Site 14 change in the 2. SFPUCEMB 2. SFPUCBEMNA 2. Pre-Construction 

significance of a The SFPUC shall implement the following measures to minimize impacts on Site 14: 
officials/Historical 

including landscaping and fencing. 

historical resource. 3.SFPUC EMB/BEM 3. Pre-Construction 

Case No. 2008.1396E Page 5 of 41 Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project 



EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

mpact Impact Summaxy Mitigation Measute Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation Implementation and Reporting 

Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party Reviewing and 

Approval Party 

• The proposed .well facility structure shall be located as close to the northern fence as feasible taking into consideration the (architectural Architect 2.. Review and approve final design of Site 14 
need of the VA for vehicle access along this fence line. The SFPUC shall confirm with the VA the minimum width of the historian) 

3. SFPUCBEM with VA and il historical architect (, .. ,.hose 
required access. The SFPUC shall construct a well facility building or a fenced enclosure to house the well and well credentials have been verified). 

appurtenances as discussed below: 2. Document the existing pwnp structure and 
• If the SFPUC constructs a building to house the well and well appurtenances, the proposed lacilily building shall be equipment prior to its demolition. The 

constructed at a height of no more than eight feet. Landscaping shall be planted around the new building to act as a screen, · documentation shall follow the Historic 

lessening the visual intrusion. Cladding materials for the proposed facility building shall be compatible with those existing American Buildings Survey guidelines. The 

on the site and the adjacent maintenance structures (i.e:, stucco walls and clay tile hipped roofs). The design of the well level of documentation of this resource 

facility, including the proposed screening plaritings, shall meet any applicable VA .planting guidance, and prior to 
(Level 1, Level JI, Level lil, or Level IV) 
shall be determined by VA officials and an 

construction shall be reviewed and approved by appropriate VA officials and a historical archltect meeting the Secretary of architectural historian meeting the 
the Interior's Prof~ssional Qualification Standards. The proposed building and associated outside areas shall be constructed Secretary of the Interior's Professional 
in compliance 1'1th the Secretary of the Interior's Smnolards for Rehabilitation and be compatible with the existing Qualification Standards. Verify credentials 

maintenance bw1dings in the use of materials 1A.-ith minimal detaiJing. of architectural historian. 

• If the SF PUC constructs il wall around the well and well ilppurtenances, the wall shilli be constructed ilt a height of no more 
than eight feet. Landscaping shall be planted around the new fence to act as a screen, lessening the visual intrusion. The 

design of the well facility, including the proposed screening plantings, shall be reviewed and approved by appropriate VA 
....... officials and a historical architect meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professio~al Qualification Standards and any 
-J applicable VA planting guidance, prior to construction. The proposed fence and associated planted areas shall be constructed 
en in compliance with the SccretanJ of the Interior's Standards for Rehrrbilitntfrm and be compatible with the existing maintenance ....... buildings in the use of materials with minimal detailing. 

• The SFPUC shall lay plywood or other material down temporarily for access between the cemetery access road and 
construction area during construction, unless the type and use of grass pavers proposed are determined by SHPO to be 
compiltible with the historical resource. 

• The .existing pump structure and ancillary equipment shall be documented prior to its demoliti.o~ The documentation shall 
follow the Historic American Buildings Survey guidelines. Although a contnbuting resource, this resource is il uti.litilrian 
structure whose contributfon to the GGNC as a whole is minor. Therefore, the level of documentation of this resource (Level 
1, Level .II, Level III, or Level IV) shall be determined by VA officials and an architectural historian meeting the Secretary of 
the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards. 

CR-5 Project facilities could M-CR-Sb: Minimize Facilities Siting Impacts on Elements of the Historical Resom:ce at Site 15 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that Construction Documents 1. Design 

(cont.) 
cause an adYerse The SFPUC shall implement the following measures to minimize impacts on elements of the historical resource at Site 15: 2. SFPUCEMB 2, SFPUC BEM/V A 

include required design elements for Site 
2. Pre-

change in the 
officials/Historical 

15 including landscaping and f\!ndng. 
Construction 

significance ofa . The proposed facility building and associated outside areas shall be constructed in compliance with the Secretary of the Architect 2. Review and approve final design of Site 
historical resource 

Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and be compabble with the existing maintenance buildings in the use of 15 with VA and a historical architect 

materials with minimal detailing. (whose credentials have been veriiied). . The size and scale of the proposed facility building shall be smaller than that of the existing structure, so as not to 

overwhelm the existing maintenance building. 

0 The height shall be below the eave of the adjacent maintenance building. The height of the new 8-foot high 
concrete wall with stucco finish, perpendicular to the existing building wall, shilll be kept below the adjacent 

maintenance building's window sills. 
0 The length shall be kept to the minimum and the building located farther to the east; the east elevation would 

align with the east elevation. of the maintenance building. 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact I Impact Summazy 
No. 

_.. 
...... 
en 
ilhb:nc . 
TR-1 The Project would 

conflict wi1h an 
applicable pion, 
ordinance or policy 
establishing measures 
.of effecth'eness for the 
performance of the 
circulation system· 

Mitigation Measure 

o The western elevation of the new building shall be set back (to the east) from the face of the western eleviltion 

of the existing building by at least 10 feet 
o The fence line along Sneath Lane shall be maintained and shall not wrap around the new building; it is 

acceptable for the building to break the fence line. 
• The proposed facility building shall be separated from the existing building by a minimum of approximately eight feet 

(the width of the planting area south of the existing maintenance building), to maintain the relationship of the historic 

maintenance buildings with the entry gates. 
• Oadding materials for the proposed facility building shall be compa!rble with those existing on the site and the 

·adjacent maintenance structures (I.e., stucco walls and day tile hipped roofs). 
• Paved parking shall be kept to the minimum necessary and shall not be within 10 feet of the entry gate . 

. Wrought iron, or equivalent, fencing shall replace the.-existing chain link fencing. 
A landscaping plan shall be developed for the east, south and west elevations nnd shall reflect the lnndscaping Ltround 
nearby structures. The row of existing street trees in front of the maintenance yard fence shall extend to the west to 

where the wrought Iron fence.begins. The SFPUC shall work with the YA to develop the landscaping plan. 
The design of the proposed facililJ'• including landscape plantings, shall be reviewed and approved by appropriate VA 
officials and a historical architect meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards to ensure 

that proposed structure and associated outside areas are constructed in compliance with the Secretary of the Interior's 
Standards for Rehabilitation and any applicable YA planting guidance, prior to construction. 

;._..... ..· :--;- ··-~. '· .. 

M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 11, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]) 

Prior to construction, the SFPUC and its contractor(s) shall prepare and implement traffic control plans for each local 
jurisdiction in which construction would affect roadways and intersections. The traffic control plan shall be submitted to the 
applicable focal jurisdiction for review as part of the encroachment pemut process. Each contractor shall prepare a traffic control 
plan for the well facility sites under their contract, and where construction at well facility sites could occur within and/or across 
multiple streets in the same vicinity, the SFPUC and its construction contractors shall coordinate the traffic control plans to 
mitigate the impact of traffic disruption. 

The traffic control plan shall include sufficient measures to address the overall Project construction, as well as appropriate site­
specific measures, including measures to reduce potential impacts on traffic flows on roadways affected by Project construction 
activities. The traffic control plan shall comply with local jurisdiction and Caltrans requirements and be tailored to reflect site­
specific traffic and safety con~ms, as appropriate. The traffic control plan shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, the 
following measures as applicable to site-specific conditions: 

Traffic Controls 

• Citrulation and detour pli'.¥1S shall be ?eveloped to minimize impacts on loca1 street circulation. H<!ul routes that 
minimize truck traffic on local roadways and residential streets shall be utilized to fue extent feasible. Flaggers and/or 
signage shall be used to guide vehicles through and/or around the construction zone. 

• A public information program to advise motorists, nearby residents, and adjacent commercial establishments of the 
impending construction activities (e.g., media coverage, direct distribution of flyers to impacted properties1 email 
notices, portable message signs, informational signs at the job sites) shall be developed and implemented. 

• Truck routes designated by local jurisdictions shall be identified in the traffic control plan and shall be utilized to the 
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Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Implementation and Reporting 

Responsible Party 

I. SFPUCEMB 

2. SFPUCCMB 

3. SFPUCCMB 

4. SFPUCCMB 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

1. SFPUCBEM 

2. SFPUC BEM/ Caltrans/ 
Sam Trans/Colma/ 
Daly City/ Millbrae/ 
San Bruno/South San 
Francisco/San Mateo 
County, as applicable 

3. SFPUC BEM/ 
SamTrans/ South San 
Francisco 

4. SFPUCCMB 

Monitoring and 
Reporting Actions 

l. Ensure that the contract documents 
include the requirement to prepare a 
Traffic Control Plan including submittals 
to applicable local.jurisdiction. 

2. Ensure that contractor submits a Traffic 
Control Plan to the appropriate agencies 
or local jurisdiction, as necessary and 
obtains any required permits and 
approvals. Verify that the plan complies 
with the applicable loca1 requirements. 
Ensure that the contractor coordinates its 
plans with those of Caltrans and other 
applicable agencies and dti~ for affected 
roadways and intersections. 

3. Arrange with SamTrans and City of 
South San Francisco to relocate SamTrans 
bus stops on El Camino Real and 
Huntington Ave. 

4. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
implements measures in Traffic Control 
Plan. Reportnoncompliance and ensure 
corrective action. 

Implementation 
Schedule 

1. Design 

2. Pre-
Construction/ 
Construction 

3. Pre-
Construction 

4. Construction 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 

REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

lnpact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation Implementation and Reporting 

Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

extent feasible to minimize truck traffic on local roadways and residential str~ets that are not identified locally as 
designated haul routes. . Lane closures shall be limited during peak hours .to the extent feasible. In addition, outside of allowed working hours, 
or when work is not in progress, roads shall be restored to normal operations, with all trenches covered 'With steel 

plates. . Roadside safety protocols shall be implemented, sudt as advance "Road Work Ahead" warning sign$, and speed 
contro1 (including signs informing drivers of State-legislated double fines for speed infractions in a construction zone} 

shall be provided to achieve required speed reductions for safe traffic flow through the work zone. . Roadway rights-of-way shall be repaired or restored to their general pre-construction condition (or better) upon 

completion of construction. . The traffic contro] plan shall also conform to applicable provisions of the State's M1mual of Traffic Controls for 
Construction and Miiintcmancc Work Areas. 

TR-1 Private and Emergency Access 
(cant.) . Access to driveways and private roads shall be maintained. as feasi'ble, by using steel trench plates. If access must be 

restricted for brief periods (more than one hour), property owners shall b~ notified by the SFPUC in advance of such 

closures . ........ At locations where the main access to a nearby property is blocked, the SFPUC shall be required to have ready at all 
.....i 

. 
O"> 

times the means necessary to accommodate access by emergency vehicles to such properties, such as plating over 

00 excavations, short detours, and/or alternate routes. . Construction shall be coordinated with facility owners or administrators of land uses that may be more significantly 

affected by traffic impacts, such as police and fire stations, transit sb.tions, hospitals, ambulance providers, and schools. 

Emergency responders, and other more significantly affected facility owners and/or operators shall be notified by the 
SFPUC in advance of the timing, location, and duration of construction activities and the locations and durations of 

any temporary detours and/or lane closures. 

Transit Controls . Construction shall be coordinated "'ith local transit service providers to arrange the temporary relocation of bus routes 

or bus stops in work zones1 if necessary. . Prior to construction activities, the SFPUC shall work "1th SamTrans and the City of South San Francisco to ' 
temporarily relocate the SamTrans bus stop located along the southbound lane of El Camino Real near West Orange 

Avenue. The temporary bus stop shall be located in an acceptable location that minimizes impacts to bus users and 
meets safety requirements. . Prior to construction activities, the SFPUC shall work with SamTrans and the City of South San Francisco to 

' temporarily relocate the So.mTrans bus stop located in the pipeline construction zone along the northbound lane of 

Huntington Avenue. The temporary bus stop shall be located at an acceptable location that minimizes impacts to bus 

users and meets safety requirements. 

P.edestrian and Bicvcle Access . Pedestrian and bicycle access and circulation shall be maintained during Project construction where safe to do so. If 

construction activities encroach on a bicycle lane, warning signs shall be posted that indicate bicycles and vehicles are 
sharing the lane. 

Detours shall be included for bicycles and pedestrians in all areas potentially affected by Project construction. Notices 
shall be provided to advise bicyclists and pedestrians of any temporary detours around construction zones. 
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Impact 
No. 

C-TR-
1 

........ 

........ 

°' ..i:::. 

Impact Summaxy 

Constn1ction and 
operation of the 
proposed Project could 
result in a cumulatively 
considerable 
contribution to 
cumulntive impacts 
related to 
transportation and 
circulation . 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E)-MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Monitoring and Implementation 
Implementation and Reporting Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

M-C-TR-1: Coordinate Traffic Control.Plan with other SFPUC Construction Projects (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design 
[Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]) the requirement to coordinate with other 

2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 2. Pre-
Prior to construction, the SFPUC and its contractors shall coordinate with other SFPUC construction projects in the region and (traffic 

SFPUC projects. 
construction/ 

update traffic control plans to avoid overlapping construction schedules or, if not practical to minimize impacts to congestion, coordinator) 2. Assign a qualified construction Construction 
emergency access, and alternative modes of tran.Sportation. coordinator responsible for coordinating 

the GSR project-specific traffic control 
plan with other SFPUC projects. I 
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Impact j Impact Smnmary 
No. 

NOlSE' 

N0-1 

__. 
-.i 
en 
U'I 

Project construction 
would result in noise 
leYels in e.\.-cess of 
loClll stendaros. 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Mitigation Measure 

M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (l, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, ll, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]) 

The SFPUC will limit well fociljty and pipeline construction as follows: 

• For Site 1 in Daly City, the proposed construction hours for well facility and pipeline construction (i.e., exclusive of well 

drilling and pump testing) fall with.fu the locally allowable construction hours and therefore may occur as proposed; 
• For Sites 3 and 4 in the County.of San Mateo, well facility (exclusive of well drilling and pump testing) and pipeline 

construction vnJ.1 be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 9:00 a.m.. to 5:00 p.m. on 
Saturday, and shall be disallowed on Sundays and holidays; 

• For Sites 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 18 (Alternate), and19 (Alternate) in the City of South San Francisco, well facility (exclusive of well 
drilling and pump testing at Sites 9, 11. 12, 16 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]) and pipeline construction will be limited to the 
hours ofB:OO a.m. to 8:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturday and from 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 
p.m. on holidays; 

• For Sites 8and17 (Alternate), in the Town of Colma, well facility (exclusive of well drilling and pump testing at Site 17 

[Alternate]) and pipeline construction will be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 10:00 

a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Saturday and from 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on holidays; and 

• For Site 16 in Millbrae, well facility (exclusive of well drilling and pump testing) and pipeline construction will be limited to 

the hours of 7:30 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays and from 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 
on holidays. The proposed construction hours (exclusive of well drilling and pump testing) from Monday to Friday fall 
within the locally allowable construction hours and therefore may occur as proposed. 

The SFPUC will retain a qualified noise consultant to prepare a Noise Control Plan and the SFPUC will approve the Noise 

C.::ontrol Plan and ensure that it is implemented to reduce construction noise levels at nearby noise--sensitive land uses to meet 

the performance standards described below. Upon request, the SFPUC Yo.ill provide a copy of the completed Noise Control Plan 

to the jurisdictions listed below: 

• For Sites 3 and 4, in unincorporated San Mateo County, well drilling and testing will be limih.d to 57 dBA L., at the property 
line of the nearest sensitive receptor; 

• For Sites 8 and 17 (Alternate), in the Town of Colma, any single piece of construction equipment will be limited to 85 dBA L~ 
at 25 feet during the day; 

• For Sites 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 18 (Alternate), and 19 (Al"rnate), exclusive of rughttime well drilling and pump !~sting-in South 
San Francisco, daytime noise levels will be limited to 90 dBA L~ from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. Monday to Friday and from 9:00 

a.m. to 8:00 p.m. on Saturdays, measured at the property plane or at 25 feet from the loudest single piece of equipment; 

• To the extent feasible, well drilling and pump testing at Sites 9, 11, 12, 18 (Alternate), and Sites 19 (Alternate) in South San 
Francisco that occurs between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m.1 Monday to Saturday, and from 6:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m. 

on Sundays, L"' dBA noise levels will be limited to 60 dBA; from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m., Monday through Sundal', L;o dBA 
noise levels will be limited to 50 dBA; and from 7:00 a.m. to:S:OO a.m. Monday to Friday, from 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. on­

Saturdays and from 7:00a.m.to10:00 a.m. on Sundays and holidays, L."' dBAnoise levels will be limited to 60 dBA; and 
• For Site 14, in San Bruno, a single piece of construction equipment will be limited to 85 dBA Lmnx at 100 feet from 7:00 a.m. to 

10:00 p.m. or to 60 dBA L~, at JOO feet from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. 
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Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Implementation and Reporting 

Responsible Party 

1. SFPUCEMB 

2. SFPUCCMB 
(qualified noise 
consultant) 

3.SFPUCCMB 

4. SFPUCCMB 

5. SFPUC CM.B 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

1. SFPUCBEM 

2 SFPUCBEM 

3.SFPUCBEM 

4. SFPUCBEM 

5.SFPUCBEM 

Monitoring and 
Reporting Actions 

1. Incorporate appropriate language into 
contract documents regarding allowable 
work days and hours per each local 
jurisdiction for each site, includlli.g 
.requirement for qualified noise consultant 
(whose credentials have been verified) to 
prepare a noise control plan. 

2. Ensure that the noise control plan is 
prepared in accordance with the contract 
documents nnd includes allowable work 
days and hours per each local jurisdiction 
for each site. 

3. Submit noise control plan to loc'11 
jurisdictions on request. 

4. Designate project liaison responsible for 
responding to noise complaints. Ensure 
that liaison's name and phone number is 
included on posted notices. Develop a 
reporting program for tracking complaints 
received and for documenting their 
resolution. 

5. Monitor to ensure that the contractor(s) 
implements noise control requirements,-· 
provides 24-hour notice to residents near 
we!l drilling sites; reports complaints and 
resolution, reports noncompliance; ensure 
corrective action within tirnelines specified 
in contract. 

Implementation 
Schedule 

J, Design 

2. PreRConstruction 

3. Pre-Construction 
and Constructio~ 

4. Pre-Construction 
and Construction 

5. Construction 

Regional Groundwate~ Storage and Recovery Project 



EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

hnpact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting. Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

N0-1 The contractor will determine the specific methods to meet the performance standards provided above. Specific measures that 
(cont.) 

can be feasibly implemented to comply with these performance standards include, ~ut are not limited to, the foilowing: 
• Best available noise control practices (including mufflers, intake silencers, ducts, engine enclosures, and acoustically 

attenuating shields or shrouds) shall be used for illl equipment and trucks in order to minimize construction noise impacts. 
• If impact equipment (e.g., jack hammers, pavement breakers, rock drills) is needed during Project construction, hydraulically 

or electric-powered equipment shall be used wherever feasible to avoid the noise associated with compressed-air exhaust 

from pneumatically powered tools. However, where use of pneumatically powered tools is unavoidable, an exhaust muffler 
on the compress.ed-air exhaust shall be used. External jackets on the tools themselves shall also be used if available and 

feasible. 
• To the extent consistent with applicable regulations and safety considerations, operation of vehicles requiring use of back-up 

beepers shall be avoided near sensitive receptors during nighttime hours and/or, the work sites shall be arranged in a way 
that avoids the need for any reverse motions of large trucks or the sounding of any reverse motion alarms during nighttime 
work. If these measures are not feasible, trucks operating during the nighttime hours with reverse motion alarms must be 
outfitted with SAE ]994 Class D alarms (ambient-adjusting, or "smart alarms" that automatically adjust the alarm to 5 dBA 
above the ambient near the operating equipment). _.. 

• Stationary noise sources shall be located as far from sensitive noise receptors as feasible. If they must be located near -........ receptors, adequate muffling (with enclosures where feasible and appropriate) shall be used. Enclosure openings or venting 
O'> shall face away from sensitive noise receptors. 
O'> • A designated project liaison shall be responsible for responding to noise complaints during the construction phases. The 

name and phone number of the liaison shall be conspicuously posted at construction areas and on all advanced notifications. 

This person shall take steps to resolve complaints, including periodic noise monitoring, if necessary. Results of noise 
monitoring shall be presented at regular Project meetings with the contractor. The liaison shall coordinate with the contractor 
to modify any construction activities that generate noise levels above the levels identified in the performance standards listed 
in this measure. 

• A reporting program shall be required that documents complaints received, actions taken to resolve problems, and 

~ffectiveness of these actions. 

• Locate equipment at the work area to maximize the distance to noise-sensitive receptors, and to take advantage of any 

shielding that may be provided b)~ other on-site equipment 
• Operate the equipment mindful of the residential uses nearby, especially during the nighttime hours. 

• Maintain respectful and orderly conduct among workers, including worker conversation noise during the nighttime hours. 

• Maintain the equipment properly to minimize extraneous noise due to squeaking or rubbing machinery parts, damaged 
mufflers, or misfiring engines. 

• Provide advance notice to nearby residents prior to starting work at each work site, wiili information regarding anticipated 
schedule, hours of operation and a Project contuct person. 

• Provide a minimum 24-hour advance notice to residents within 250 feet of the production well site prior to nighttime work 
involving drilling, drilling~related activities, pumping tests, or truck deliveries. 

• Schedule work and deliveries to minimize noise-generating activities during nighttime hours at work sites (e.g., no deliveries 
or non-essential work). 

• Utilize a tempor'ill}' noise barrier placed as close to the receptor (e.g., along th~ residential property line) or to the work site 
(e.g., as dose as 15 to 20 feet from the drill rig or loudest generating activity area) as possible. 

• Utilize sound blankets. 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Cm pact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

N0-2 Project construction 
M-N0-2: Reduce Vibration Levels during Construction of Pipelines (Sites 3, 4, 12, 151 and 18 [Alternate]) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Incorporate appropriate language into 1. Design 

woi1ld result in 
excessiYe groundbome 2. SFPUCCMB 2 SFPUCBEM 

contract doaunents for no vibratory 
2. Construction 

Yibration. The SFPUC shall require that the construction contractor not use vibratory compaction equipment i'Vithin 25 feet of structures 
compaction equipment within 25 feet of 
structures adjacent to Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, and 

adjacent to Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, and 18 (Alternate). Non-vibratory compaction or controlled low strength materials (CL.SM) backfill 18. 
may be used in lieu of vibratory compaction equipment at these locations. 

2. :Monitor to ensure that the contractor(s) 
implements non-vibratory compaction at 
Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, and 18, report 
noncompliance, and ensure corrective 
action within timelines specified in 
contract. 

N0-3 Project construction 
M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan('.!, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 [Altemate), 18 [Altemate], and 19 [Altemate)) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Incorporate appropriate language into 1. Design 

would result in a 
substantial tempormy 2. SFPUC 2 SFPUCBEM 

contract documents including requirement 
2. PreconstruCtion 

increase in ambient Jn addition to the requirements of Mitigation Measure M-NCH (Noise Control Plan) under Impact N0-1, the SFPUC will CMB(qualified 
for qualified noise consultant to prepare an 

noise lerels. require 1hat its construction contractor prepare and implement an Expanded Noise Control Plan to further reduce construction noise consultant) 
3.SFPUCBEM expanded noise control plan for Sites 1, 3 3. Preconstruction 

noise levels at nearby noise-sensitive land uses. The SFPUC v-.ill provide a copy of the ~ompleted Expanded Noise Control Plan 4. SFPUCBEM 
1hrough 5, and 91hrough 19. and Construction 

3. SFPUC CMB/ 
to jurisdictions upon request. Construction noise shall not exceed the following performance standards as measured at the Communications 

2. Ensure that the expanded noise control 4. Construction ...... exterior of the closest sensitive receptor: If noise m~asurements are not permitted at the exterior of the sensitive receptor's plan is prepared in accordance with the 

......... location, the SFPUC shall take noise measurements and then estimate the noise level at the sensitive receptor by adjusting for 
4. SFPUCCMB contract documents and includes noise 

en the attenuation across the additional distance. If there is any conflict between 1'1itigation Measure M-N0-1 (Noise Control Plan) 
performance standards of 

......... and Mitigation Measure M-N0-3 (Expanded Noise Control Plan), the most stringent requirement would be applicable. a) 70 dBA L.., between 1he hours of 7:00 a.m. 
and 10:00 p.m.(Monday through Friday at 

• 70 dBA L,. between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., Monday through Friday at residences. senior care and religious 
residences, senior care and religious 
{acilities, and schools 

facilities, and schools. 
and 

• 50 dBA L,. at residential type buildings during normal ·sleeping hours, which are considered to be 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. b) 50 dBA L., at residential type buildings 
during normal sleeping hours, which are 

The contractor will determine the specific methods to meet the performance standards given above. Specific measures that can considered to be 10:00 p.m. to 7:oo·a.m. 

be feasibly implemented to comply with these performance standards include, but are not limited to, those listed in Mitigation 3. For Sites 1, 3, 4, 9, 12, 14, 16, 16, and 19, the 
Measure M-N0-1 (Noise Control Plan) under Impact N0-1. SFPUC shall offer hotel vouchers to 

residents wJ;io are subject to noise levels 

For Sites 1, 3, 4, 9, 12, 14, 16, 18 (Alternate), and 19 (Alternate), 1he SFPUC shall offer hotel vouchers to residents who are subject from well drilling and testing that exceed 

to noise levels from well drilling and testing that exceed the performance standard of 50 dBA Lni at the exterior of the residence 
1he performance standard of 50 dBA L<q at 
the exterior of the residence for the period 

for the period of 1he well drilling and pump testing 1hat will occur during the nighttime hours. of the well drilling and pump testing that 
will occur during the nighttime hours 

4. Monitor to ensure that the contractor(s) 
implements noise control requirements, 
report noncompliance, and ensure 
corrective action within timelines specified 
in contract. 
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Impact I Impact Summary 
No. 

N0-5 

....... 

...... 
O'> 
00 

Operation of the 
Project \Yould result in 
e.'<posure of people to 
noise leYels in exc.ess 
oflocaI noise standards 
or result in 11 

substantinl permanent 
increm;e in ambient 
noise leYels in the 
Project-Yicinit)·. 

AIRQUAL~. 
AQ-2 I Emissions gener:ited 

dunng construction 
activities would violate 
air quality standards 
and ·would contribute 
substantially to an 
existing air quality 
Yiolalion. 

Case No, 2008.1396E 

EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Mitigation Measure 

M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5 [On-site Treatme~t], 7 [Qn...gite Treatment], 9, 12,. 18 [Alternate], 
and the Westlake Pump Station) 

The SFPUC shall incorporate noise controls that reduce noise levels from operation of the Project to meet the foll01·\'ing 

performance standards: . 

• For Sites 1, 5 (On-site Trea:bnent), 9, 12, 18 (Alternate), and the Westlake Pump Station, operational noise levels shall be 

·reduced to 50 dBA Leq or less. 

• For Site 7 (On-site Treatment), operational noise leveis shall be reduced to 58 dBA L., or less. 

To meet these performance standards, noise control measures,. which could include the following or other equally effective 
measures, will be implemented, as needed. The designs for the enclosure buildings will be reviewed by a qualified acoustical 

expertl to confirm that the following measures have been appropriately incorporated into the final design documents and that 

they are sufficient to achieve the stipulated performance standard for each site: 

• Install sound-absorbing material on the interior ceiling and/or wall surfaces, as necessary, to control reverberant buildup 
within the encl6sure building . 

• Utilize standard construction methods to eliminate cracks and gaps at the wall-roof junction and at penetrations through the 

walls and roof. 

• Install a gypsum board ceiling, or equivalent to provide a sound insulating roof construction. 

• Orient louvers away from sensitive receptors, where possible. Where it is not possible to orient louvers away from sensitive 
receivers, utilize sound attenuators or additional baffies that provide up to 20 dBA of transmission loss from fu.side to outside 

the building as needed to meet the performance standard. 

• Use doors that are filled steel and fully weather-stripped. 

• Do not allow unprotected ventilation openings through the building walls or roof. Control all ventilation sound transmission 

paths, as appropriate for the fan. types and ventilation systems used. 

1 Qualifications shall include the following: A) Bachelor of Sdenc:e or higher degree from a qualified program in engineering. physics, or 
architecture offered by an accredited university or college, and·five years' experience in noise control engineering and construction noise 

analysis. B) Demonstrated substantial and responsible experience in preparing and implementing construction and operational noise control 
treatments and monitoring plans, calcuJating construction and operational noise levels, and overseeing the implementation of construction 
and operational noise abatement measures. 

.,,, ".-;\:!· 

M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures (All Sites) 

The SFPUC shall post one or more publicly visible signs with the telephone number and person to contact at the SFPUC with 

complaints related to excessive dust or vehicle idling. This person shall respond to complaints and, if necessary, take corrective 
action vdthin 48 hours. The telephone number Bnd person to contact at th~ BAAQ1'1D's Compliance and Enforcement Division 

shall also be provided on the sign(s) in the event that the complainant also wished to contact the applicable air district 
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Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Implementation and Reporting 

Responsible Party 

1. SFPUCEMB 

2 .. SFPUCCMB 

!. SFPUCE.MB 

2. SFPUC 
Communicatio 
ns/CMB 

3. SFPUCCMB 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

J. SFPUC Water 
Enterprise. WRD 
(qualified acoustical 
expert) 

2 SFPUCBEM 

1. SFPUCBEM 

2. SFPUCBEM 

3. SFPUCBEM 

Monitoring and 
Reporting Actions 

1. Incorporate design elements for Sites J, 5, 
7, 9, 12. and 18 to meet performance 
standilrds. Qualified acoustical expert 
(whose credentials have been verified) 
shall review design and confirm measures 
are appropriately incorporated into the 
final design documents 

2. Monitor to ensure that operational noise 
performance standards at Sites l, 5, 7, 9, 
12, and 18 are met 

!. Ensure that the contract documents 
include specified dust control measures 
and exhaust control measures, including 
signage requirements. 

2. Designate project liaison responsible for 
developing and implementing 

Implementation 
Schedule 

1. Design 

2. Post­
Construction 
(prior to project 
closeout) 

1. Design 

2. Pre-
construction/ 
Construction 

3. Construction 

Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project 



EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E)-MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

mp act Impact Summary :Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation Implementation and Reporting 

Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

1n addition, to limit dust, criteria pollutants, and precursor emissions associated with Project construction, the follov-.'ing procedures responding to complaints 
BAAQMD-recommended Basic Construction Measures shall be included in all construction contract specifications for the related to dust or vehicle idling. :Monitor 

proposed Project to ensure that the contractor implements 

• All exposed surfaces (e.g., pnrking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded nreas and unpaved access roads) shall be watered 
measures in contract documents. Report 
noncompliance and ensure corrective 

two times per day; action. 

• All haul trucks transporting soiL sand, or other loose material off-site shall be covered; 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor(s) 

• All visible mud or dirt tracked~out onto adjacent public roads shall be removed using wet power varuum street sv.-eepers at implements dust control requirements, 

least once per day. The use of dry power sweeping shall be prohibited; report noncompliance, and ensure 
corrective action with.in timelines 

• All vehicle speeds on unpaved areas shall be limited to 15 miles per hour; specified in contract. 

• All paving shall be completed as soon as possible after pipeline replacement work is fi.nish~d; 

• Idling times shall be mhi.imized either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the maximum idling time to 

five minutes (as required by the California airborne toxics control measure- Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of 

Regulations). Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at all access points; and 

...... • All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with manufacturer's specifications. All 

-· equipment shall be checked by, a certified mechanic and determined to be running in proper condition prior to operation. 

Cl!Q-z Emissions generated M-AQ-2b: NOx Reduction during Construction of Altemate Sites 1.SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that the contract documents 1.Design/ 

fiQ.t.) 
during construction If one to three wells at Sites 1 through 16 are drilled but found to be unusable for any reason, and one to three well facilities are 2.SFPUCEMB/ 2. SFPUCBEM 

include specifications for a 20 percent Construction 
acthities would violate reduction in NOii; emissions if one to three therefore com:tructed at alternate sites, the SFPUC shall reduce NOx emissions by 20 percent during construction at the alternate CMB 2. Pre-construction/ air quality standards 

site or sites. To meet this performance standard, the SFP.UC shall develop and implement a plan demonstrating that the off-road 3. SFPUCBEM wells are drilled but unusable and 
and would contribute 3.SFPUCCMB alternate wells would be constructed at 

Construction 

substantiolly to an equipment (i.e., equipment rated at more than 50 horsepower that is owned or leased by the contractor or subcontractors) to be 
Sites 17, 18, and 19. 3. Cons1ruction 

existing air quality used in constructing the wells and facilities at the alternate sites would achieve a fleet-w:ide average of 20 percent NO,. reduction 
yiolation. compared to the most recent C.ARB fleet average. AcceptabJe options for reducing emissions include the use of late model 2. If one to three wells are drilled but 

engines (i.e., meeting U.S. EPA Tier 3 standards or later), low-emission diesel products, alternative fuels that have lower NO~ unusable and alternate wells would be 
emissions, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment products, add-on devices, and/or other options as such become available. constn1cted a plan to meet the NOx 

emissions performance standard will be 
developed. 

3. Monitor to ensure that the cont:ractor(s) 
implements measures identified in the 
plan to reduce NOx emissions at Sites 17, 
18, and 19, report noncompliance, and 
ensure corrective action. 

AQ-3 Project construction 
M·AQ-3: Construction Health Risk Mitigation (Site 5 On-site Treatment) 1. SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that the contract documents 1. Design 

would e:...-pose sensitive 
include specified !equirements for off-road receptors to substantial 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 2. Construction 

pollutant The SFPUC shall require the construction conh"actor to utilize, during the construction of Site 5 (On-site Treatme~t), off-road 
equipment for Site 5. 

concentrations. 
equipment (more than 50 horsepower) with late model engines meeting U.S. EPA Tier 4 (Interim), or utilize a combination of 2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
Tier 2 or Tier 3 engines with add-on devices that consist of level 3 cliesel particulate filters. utilizes off-road equipment at Site 5 as 

required. Report noncompliance and 
ensure corrective action. 

Cese No. 2006.1396E Page 14 of 41 Regional Groundwater Storage end Recovery Project 



EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summaxy Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

, UTIUTiEs Af.ro ~ERVICE s~STEMS ·', '. ·· i.:> :.·::··:' .. ••.•<·.:· ···: ..• . .•.·: · .. ·•. ·'k .> ..... :.,,_.:,.,,.-. ,:·..:<·::·.· ·: ,·:<. ·' i .. ',·· .. ·.:<. '. ·:' :•, :::.: '·,·:•:'· ··.·: ·:::·,, ·::: :.· .... :; .... :•: .. : :.:.;··· ''·.··::·:·' .. ::.:·:-~ \., ;···: ·• .. :·.,·:;. ····:. ··'.'-; <·· •«: .. , '.'(/ ·•;<. ::::·<···:,:· .. ·· ··. 

UT-1 Project construction 
M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line InfoIXnalion (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Coordinate final construction plans and 1. Design 

could result in specifications during the design phase and potential damage to or 
temporlll)· disruption Prior to excavation and/or other ground-disturbing construction activities, the SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall locate overhead ensure utility lines are identified on all 
of existing utilities and underground utility lines, such as natural gas, electricity, sewer, telephone and waterlines, that may be encountered during construction drawings. Ensure that the 

', during construction. excavation work. Pursuant to State Jaw, the SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall notify USA North. Information regarding the size contract documents include the 
I and location of existing utilities shall be confirmed before excavation and other ground-disturbing activities commence. These requirement that contractor coordinate and 

utilities shall be highlighted on all construction drawings. Utilities may be located by rustomary techniques such as geophysical notify utility service providers. 
methods and hand excavation. 

UT-1 M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential Accidents Related to Underground Utilities (All Sites) While any excavation 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract doruments include 1. Design 

(conL) is open, the SFPUC or its. contractor(s) shall protect, support, or remove underground utilities as necessary to safeguard 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
applicable requirements to safeguartj 

2. Construction 
employees. As part of contractor specifications, the contractor(s) shall be required to provide updates on planned excavations employe;!s from potential accidents related 

for the upcoming week and to specify when construction will occur near any high-priority utility lines that are identified. At the 3. SFPUCCMB 3. SFPUCBEM to uli.derground utilities. 3. Construction 

beginning of each week when this work 1'ill take place, the SFPUC construction managers sholl conduct meetings with 2. Conduct weekly tailgate meetings with 
contractor staff, as required by the California Occupati.onal. Safety and Health Administration (CalOSHA), to record all contractor prior to any work near high-

...... protective and avoidance measures regarding such excavations. priority utility lines, and record all 

-.I 
protective and avoidance measures that 

-.I 
will be implemented in such excavations. 

0 3. Monitor·to ensure that the contractor 
implements measures in contract 
documents and the protective and 
avoidance measures identified at tailgate 
meetings. Report noncompliance and 
ensure corrective action. 

UT-1 M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design 

(cont.) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
the requirement that the contractor is to 

2. Construction 

In the event that construction actMties result In damage to high-priority utility lines, Including leaks or suspected leaks, the 
notify local fire departments In the event of 

SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall immediately notify local·ftre departments to protect worker and public safety. 
damage to high-priority utility lines. 

2. Obtain documentation from contractor of 
their notification to local fire departments 
if damage to a gas utility results in a leak 
or suspected leak, or whenever damage to 
any utility results In a threat to public 
safety. 

UT-1 M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract·documents include 1. Design 

(conL) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
requirement to prepare em~gency 2. Pre-

Prior to commencing construction activities, the SFPUC shall develop an emergency response plan that outlines procedures to 
response plan. 

construction 
3. SFPUCCMB 3. SFPUCBEM 

follow in the event of a leak or explosion resulting from a uti1ity rupture. The emergency response plan shall identify the names 2. Ensure that contractor prepares the 
3. Construction 

and phone numbers of PG&E staff who would be available 24 hours per day in the event of damage or rupture of the high- emergency response plan and verify 
pressure PG&E natural gas pipelines. The plan shall also detail emergency response protocols including notification, inspection compliance with r~quirements. 
¥U'd evaruation procedures; any equipment and vendors necessary to respond to an emergen9', such as an alarm system; and 

3. Monitor to ensure that contractor 
implements measures in contract 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

lnpac:t Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation Implementation and Reporting 

Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

routine inspection guidelines. documents and emergency response 
plan. Report non-compliance, and ensure 
corrective action. 

UT-1 M·UT·le: Advance Notification (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Coordinate final construction plans and l.Design 

(cont.) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM specifications during the design phase 2. Construction 
including obtaining, as necessary, 

The SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall notify all affected utility service providers in advance Of Project excavation and/or other agreements and/or permits. Ensure that the 
ground-disturbing activities. The SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall make arrangements with these entities regarding the contract documents include the 
protection, relocation, or temporary disconnection of services prior to the start of exc~vation and other ground-disturbing requirement for contractor(s) to coordinate 

activitiei,;. The SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall coordinate with the appropriate utility service providers to ensure advance with utility service providers and te ensure 

notification to residents, mvners and businesses in the Project area of a potential utility service disruption h\•o to four days in advance notification to residents, °"'"llers 

advance of construction. The noti.ficntion shall provide information about the timing and duration of the potential service and businesses in the Pr?ject area of a 

disruption. 
potential utility service disruptiOn hvo to 
four days in advance of construction. 

2. Monltor to ensure that contractor 
implements measures in the contract 
documents. Report noncompliance, and 
ensure corrective action. 

JJ:tl M·UT·lf: Protection of Other Utilities during Construction (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Coordinate final construction plans and 1. Design 

(teJ.t.) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
specifications during the design phase 

2. Construction ...... 
Detailed specifications shall be prepared as part of the design plans to include procedures for the excavation, support and fill of 

including obtaining, as necessary, 
agreements and/or pennits. Ensure that 

areas around subsurface utilities, cables and pipes. If it is not feasible. to avoid an overhead utility line during construction, the the contract documents include the 
SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall coordinate 'V'tith the affected utility owner to either temporarily or permanently support the line, requirement for contractor(s) to coordinate 
to de-energize the lirle while temporarily supporting the overhead line, or to temporarily re-route the line. ¥<-ith utility service providers. 

2. Monitor to ensure that contractor(s) 
implements measures in the contract 
documents. ReportnOncompllance, and 

- ensure corrective action. 

UT-1 M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of Utilities (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that the contract documents include 1. Design 

(cont.) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM the requirement for contractor(s) to not!lj• 2. Construction 
utility service providers. 

The SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall promptly notify utility providers to recomect any disconnected utility lines as soon as it is 
2. Monitor to ensure that contractor 

safe to do so. implements measures in the contract 
documents. Report noncompliance, and 
ensure corrective action. 

. UT·1 
M-UT~llc Avoidance of Utilities C~nstructed or Modified by Other SFPUC Projects (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Coordinate final construction plans and 1. Design 

(cont.) specifications during the design phase 

The final construction drawings for the Project shall reflect any changes in utility locations, as well as the locations of any new 
including coordinating any changes in 
utility locations, as well as the locations of 

utilities installed during construction of other SFPUC projects m San Mateo County whose disturbance areas overlap with the any new utilities installed during 
Project area. construction of other SFPUC projects in 

San Mateo Coimty. Ensure that the 
contract documents include modifications 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E)- MITIGATION MONITORINGAND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

UT-1 M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans with Affected Utilities (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Provide construction plans and 1. Design 

(cont.) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
speci£cations to utilities. Ensure that the 

2. Construction 
contract documents include the 

The SFPUC or its contractor(s) shall coordinate final construction plans and specifications with affected utility providers. requirement for contractor(s) to notify 
affected utilities in advance of work near 
their facilities. 

2. Monitor to ensure that contractor(s) 
implements measures in the contract 
documents. Report noncompliance, ani:f 
ensure corrective action. 

. UT-4 Project construction M-UT-<k Waste Management Plan (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design 
could result in a 
substantial adverse The SFPUC shall require the consb:uction contractor(s) to prepare a Waste Management Plan identifying the types of debris that 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 

applicable measures including 
2. Pre-

effect related to would be generated by the Project and how all waste streams would be handled within each jurisdiction. In accordance with the requirement to prepare a Waste 
construction 

compliance ·with priorities of AB 939, the plan shall emphasize source reduction measures followed by recycling and composting methods to 3· SFPUCCMB 3. SFPUCBEM Management Plan and submittal of 
federal, State, and local 

reduce the amount of waste being disposed of in landfills. The plan shall include actions to divert waste with disposal in a required waste management 3. Construction 
stntutes and regulations documentation. 
pertaining to solid landfill in accordance with local ordinance requirements as follows: __., 
waste. 2. Ensure that contractor prepares a Waste ....... Daly Ci\)' CSites 1. 2 5. 6 and 1he Westlake Pump Station) 

....... For sites within Daly City, at least 60 percent of waste tonnage from construction and demolition shall be diverted from Management Plan and verify applicable 

N> disposal through reuse or recycling. The maximum feasible amount of designated recyclable and reusable materials shall be compliance with requirements for each 

salvaged prior to demolition. Construction and demolition debris is defined as discarded materials generally considered to site. 

be not water soluble and nonhazardous in nature, including, but not limited to: steel, copper, aluminum, glass, brick, 3. Monitor to ensure that contractor 
concrete, asphalt material, pipe, gypsum, wallboard,. and lumber; rocks, soils, tree remains, trees, and other vegetative matter implements measures in a Waste 
that normally results from land clearing, landscaping. and development operations for a construction project and rerrmants Management Plan, including submittal of 
Of new materials, including, but not limited to: cardboard, paper, plastic, wood, and metal scraps. required waste management 

Unincor_pgrated San Mateo County fSitgs 3 42 documentation. Report non-compliance, 

For sites within unincorporated San Mateo County, salvage all or parts of a struc~re where practicable; recycle or reuse 100 
and ensure corrective action. 

pe~cent of inert solids at approved facilities; direct source separating non~inert materials (e.g., cardboard and paper, Wood, 

metals, green waste, new gypsum wallboard, tile, porcelain fixtures, and other easily recycled-materials) tQ recycling facilities 

approved by the County, the remainder (but no more than 50 percent by weight or yardage) of which shall be taken to a 

facility for disposal. 

UT-4 Colma (Sites 7. 8. and Site 17 [Altemgtell 
(cont.) For sites within Colma, recycle 50 percent of the waste tonnage from any demolition project where the waste includes 

concrete and asphalt (or 15 percent where there is no concrete and/or asphalt); and recycle 50 percent of waste tonnage for 
new construction. 

South San Frangaco (Sites 9, lQ, 11, 12, 1~, 18 [Alt~rnate], and 19 [Alterna!g]) 
For sites within South San Francisco, recycle 100 percent of inert solids (i.e., asphalt, concrete, rock, stone, brick, sand, soil 
and fines), and recycle at least 50 percent of the remaining construction and demolition debris. 

San Bruno CSi!!:s 14 and l Sl 
For sites within San Bruno, recover the maximum feasible amount of salvageable designated recyclable and reusable 
materials prior to demOlition; divert 50 percent of construction and demolition debris from residential and commercial 
buildings. 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E)- MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation Implementation and Reporting 

Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

~1illbrne Gli~ l!:il 
For sites Mthin Millbrae. recycle 50 percent of all waste generated for the Project by weight, with at least 25 percent achieved 
through reuse and recycling of materials other than source separated dirt, concrete, and asphalt 

The plan shall be reviewed by the SFPUC, and upon Project completion, the contractor shall submit receipts to the SFPUC 
documenting achievement of the stated waste reuse, recycling, and disposal goals. 

'>' ,· .. ' ':.-''' ·: · .. ! .•• :>·:·· ·' ', <· <'·• :, ,,,.,. ,.-:••.'.,'· .. ' .,::~::'. ··-_., '.>->•·<, ,.·.,..:, ... ._,..,,,) .': .. ·.,_·>.··;'··,.,<''ii•:•.: . .'··',,..: . .,r:,,.',><'':,;,,;\::··,_•,,,,::c<·: .. ,:;,·,. l!IOLOGICAL RESOURCES -. ; >·; ..,.,·,.·.,,: 
' 

llR·l Project construcj:ion 
M~BRwla: Protection Measures during Construction for Special-status Bll:ds and Migxatoxy Passerines and Raptors (All 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM I. Ensttre that contract documents specify 1. Design would adversely affect 

measures for protection of special status candidate:- sensitive, or Sites) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUC BEM/CDFW 2. Pre-
special-status species. (qualified 

birds, migratory passerines and raptors. 
construction/ The SFPUC shall conduct tree and shrub removal at the facility sites during non-breeding season (generally August 31 through 

biologist) 
3. SFPUCBEM 

2. If tree removal is not completed during Construction 
February 28) for special status, migratory birds and rapiers, to the extent feasible. 

the nottbreeding season, then obtain and 
3. SFPUCCMB 

review resume or other documentation 
3. Construction 

If construction activities must occur during the breeding season for special-status birds (March 1 to August 30), the SFPUC shall to verify consulting biologist's 
retain a qualified wildlife biologist who is experienced in idei:itifying birds and their habitat to conduct a pre-construction qualifications, consult with CDFW if 
survey for nesting special-status birds and migratory passerines ~d raptors. The preconstruction surveys must be conducted necessary. Conduct surveys, mapping, 

...... ·within two weeks prior to the initiation of tree removals or pruning, grading, grubbing, structure demolition, or other and agency coordination. Place and 

-.J construction activities scheduled during the breeding season (March 1 to August 30). If the biologist detects no active nesting or maintain buffers, as needed. Document 

-.J breeding activity by special-status or migratory birds or raptors, then work ni.ay proceed without restrictions. To the extent activities in monitoring logs. 

(,\) allowed by access, all active passerine nests identified within 100 feet ancf all active raptor nests identified within 250 feet of the 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
limiis of work shall be mapped. implements measures in contract 

documents. Report noncompliance and 
If migratory bird and/or active raptor nests are identified within 250 feet of a facility site or if an active passerine nest.is ensure corrective action. 
identified within 100 feet of a facility site, a qualified biologist shall determine ,..,·hether or not construction activities might 

impact the active nest or disrupt reproductive behavior. If it is determined that construction would not affect an active nest or 

disrupt breeding behavior, construction may proceed without any restriction. 

If the qualified bio1ogist determines that construction activities would likely disrupt raptor breeding or passerine nesting 
activities, then the SFPUC shall establish a no-disturbance buffer around the nesting location to avoid disturbance or destruction 

of the nest site until after the breeding season or after a wildlife biologist determines that the young have fledged (usually late 
June through mid-July). The extent of these buffers would be determined by a wildlife biologist in consultation with CDFW and 

would depend on the species' sensitivity to disturbance (which can vary among species); the level of noise or construction 
disturbance; line of sight between the nest and the disturbance; ambient levels of noise and other disturbances; and 
consideration of other topographical or artificial barriers. The 1"1>ildlife biologist shall analyze and use these factors to assist the 
CDFW in making an appropriate decision on buffer distances .. 

BR·l Project construction M-BR-lb: Protection MeasUies for Special-status Bats during Tree Removal or Trimming (Sites 1, 3, 4,. 7, 10, 11, 12,. 15, and 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUC.BEM 1. Ensure that contract documents specify 1. Design 

(cont.) 
would adYersely affect 

16) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
measures for protection of special-status 

2. Construction; candidate. sensitiYe, or 
(qualified 

bats. 
nomoreihan special-status species. The SFPUC will ensure that, prior to the removal of large trees scheduled durjng seasonal periods of bat activity (February 15 

biologist) 
3. SFPUCBEM 

2. Conduct surveys pd or to large tree 30 days prior 
through April 15 and August 15 through October 30), a qualified bat biologist conducts a bat habitat assessment to determine 

removal at Sites l, 3,4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 15, to the removal 
the presence of suitable bat roosting habitat. No more than 30 days before removal of any large tree or snag. a blologist familiar 3. SFPUCCMB 

and 16. Exclud~ bats from suitable of any large 
with identification of bats and signs of bats will conduct a pre-construction survey for s~gns of bat activity. If tree removal or habitat, as described. Document 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REP.ORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measme· Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

trimnUng is postponed or interrupted for more than 30 days from the date of the initial bat survey, the biologist will repeat the activities in monitoring logs. tree or snag. 
pre-construction survey. 

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 3. Construction 

' implements measures required as a Ii a tree provides potentially suitable roosting habitat but bats are not present the SFPUC shall exclude bats by temporarily 
sealing cavities, pruning limbs, or removing the entire tree, in consultation with the qualified bat biologist. Trees and snags ¥<-ith result of bat surveys. Report 

cavities or loose bark that exhibit evidence of use by bats shall be scheduled for bat exclusion and/or eviction.. conducted during noncompliance and ensure corrective 

appropriate seasons (i.e., February 15 through April 15 and August 15 through October 30) and supervised by the biologist. 
action. 

If the biologist determines or presunies bats are present, the biologist shall exclude the bats from suitable tree cavities by 
installing one-way exclusion devices. After the bats vacate the cavities, the biologist shall plug the cavities or remove the limbs. 

The construction contractor shall only remove trees after the biologist verifies that the exclusion methods have successfully 
prevented bats from returning. usually in seven to 10 days. To avoid impacts on non-volant (i.e., non-flying) bats, the biologist 

shall only conduct bat exclusion and eviction from February 15 through April 15 and from August 15 through October 30. After 
construction activities are complete, the biologist will remove the exclusion devices. 

J!R-1 M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure Demolition for Special-status Bats (Site 1) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents specify 1. Design 

~!.) 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
measures for protection of special-status 

2. Construction Not more than m·o weeks prior to building demolition at Site 1, a qualified biologist (i.e., one familiar with the identification .of bats at Site 1. 
-.I ba~ and signs of bats) shall survey the building for the presence of roosting bats or evidence of bats. If no roosting bats or 

(qualified 
3. SFPUCBEM 3. Construction 

biologist) 2. Conduct surveys for bats prior to -.I evidence of bats are foµnd in the structure, d~olition may proceed. H the biologist determines or presumes bats are present, demolition at Site 1. Exclude bats from ..i:::a the biologist shall exclude the bats from suitable spaces by installing one-way exclusion devices. After the bats vacate the space, 3. SFPUCCMB 
suitable habitat as described. Document 

the biologist shall close off the space to prevent recolonization. The construction contractor shall only demolish the building activities in monitoring logs. 
after the biologist verifies that the exclusion methods have successfulJy prevented bats from returning. usually in seven to 

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
10 days. To avoid impacts on non-volant (i.e., non-flying) bats, the biologist shall only conduct bat exclusion and ~viction from 

implements measures required as a result 
February 15 through April 15 and from August 15 through October 30. of bat surveys. Report noncompliance and 

ensure corrective action. 

BR-1 Project construction M-BR-ld: Monarch Butterfly Protection Measures (Sites 1, 3, 7, 10, and 12) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents specify 1. Design 

(cont.) 
would adversely affect 

The SFPUC will eriSure that two weeks priOr to removing or pruning large eucalyptus, Monterey pine or Monterey cypress 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
measures for protection of monarch 

2. Construction candidate,. sensitive, or butterflies at Sites 1, 3, 7, IO, and 12. 
special-status species. trees that occur in a dense stand, a qualified biologist conduct surveys for monarch butterflies if the trees are to be removed or (qualified 

3. SFPUCBEM 3. Construction 
limbed between October 15 and March 1. If no congregations of monarch butterflies are present within the contiguous stand of biologist) 2. Conduct surveys for monarch butterflies 

dense trees, work may proceed without restriction .. 3. SFPUCCMB 
as required. Document activities in 
monitoring logs. 

A pre-construction inspection is not needed for construction activities occurring between March 2. and October 14. 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
implements measures required as a 

If overwintering congregations of monarch butterflies are identified within the tree stand, work may not proceed until the result of monarch butte7flies surveys. 
butterflies have left the roosting site. No limbing or tree cutting shall occur in a contiguo~s stand of trees occupied by monarch Report noncompliance and ensure 
butterflies. A qualified biologist shall determine ~·hen the butterflies have left and when work in the area may proceed. corrective action. 

BR·2 Project construction M-BR-2: Avoid Disturbance to Riparian Habitat (Site 1) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents .specif)~ 1. Design could adversely affect 
riparian habitat or The SFPUC shall require its construction contractor to avoid the riparian habitat at Site 1. Prior to any ground disturbing 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 

measures to avoid disturbance to 
2. Construction 

other sensitiYe natural activity, a qualified biologist shall map the lQcation of the Central Coast riparian scrub habitat, and the construction contractor (qualified 
riparian habitat at Site 1. 

communities. 
shall install temporal)r fencing to protect the habitat for the duration of cons1ruction. biologist) 

3. SFPUCBEM 
2. A bio1ogist (whose credentials have been 

3. Construction 

verified) shall conduct mauoim~: urior to 
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EXIITBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summazy Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

3. SFPUCCMB ground disturbing activities ut Site 1. 
Document activities in monitoring logs. 

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
implements measures as required. 
Report noncompliance o.nd ensure 
corrective action. 

BR-4 Project construction 
M·BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 17 [Alternate]) 1. SFPUCEMB 1.SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents specify 1. Design would conflict with 

local tree presen•ation 2.SFPUCCMB 2.SFPUCBEM 
measures to identify trees to be 

2. Construction 
ordinances. The SFPUC shall identify trees to be p~otected durIDg construction activities. These trees shall be marked on construction plans protected at Sites 3, 4, 7, 10 through 15, 

and protected during construction activities according to requirements presented in Mitigation Measure M-AE-lb (see Section and 17, in accordance with applicable 
5.3, Aesthetics for a description of the tree protection measures). For each protected tree that is removed as part of construction local requirements. 

activ:ities, replacement trees shall be planted according to local requirements, as stated in Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b 2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
(Protected Tree Replacement). implements measures as required. 

Report noncompliance and ensure 
corrective action. 

§-4 Project construction M·BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement (Sites 4, 7, 9, 12, 15, and 18 [Alternate]) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure tha.t contract documents specify 1. Design 

~t.) 
would.conflict 1'-ith The SFPUC shall replace protected trees in accordance with the requirements specified in. this mitigation ~easure and at the 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUC BEM/Local 

measures to replace protected trees at 
local tree presen·ation Sites 4, 7, 91 12, 15, and 18. 

2. Pre-
-.I ordinances. ratios specified in this measure for the jurisdiction whete the trees to be removed are located. Protected non-native trees (arborist, jurisdiction if off-site Construction/ 
C11 removed shall be replaced with native tree species determined suitable for the site by a qualified arborist, horticulturist, horticu1turis~ or 

3. SFPUC BEM . 
2. An arborist horticulturist, or landscape Construction 

landscape arcltltect, or bi0logist. landscape architect (whose credentials have been 
architect) 4. SFPUC Water verified) shall determine the selection of 

3. Construction 

Tree Replacement Requirements Common to All Jurisdictions 3. SFPUCCMB Enterprise, WRD species, location, and timing of 4. Post-
plantings. Obtain any necessary permits Construction 

• Trees shall be replaced within the first year after completion of construction, or as soon as possible in areas where 4. SFPUCWater and approvals for off-site plantings. 
construction has been completed, during a favorable time perfod for replanting, as determined by a qualified arborist1 

Enterprise, WST Document in monitoring logs. 
horticulturist, or landscape architect. 

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
• Selec?on of replacement sites and installation of replacement plantings shall be supervised by a qualified arborist implements measures as required. 

horticulturist, landscape architect, or landscape contractor. Irrigation of trees during the initial establishment period Reportnoncompliance and ensure 
(generally for h¥o to four growing seasons) shall be provided as deemed necessary by a qualified arborist, horticulturist corrective ilction. 

landscape architect, or landscape contractor. 4. Perform bi-annual tree replac~ment 

• Trees shall be planted at or in close proximity to removal sites, in locations suitable for the replacement species. The specialist monitoring for at least 5 years. 

shall "\'\'Ork with the SFPUC to determine appropriate nearby. off-site locations ·that are within the same jurisdiction from 
which the trees are removed if replanting within the well :facility sites is precluded. 

• A qualified arborist, hortiruJturist, landscape archite~t, or landscape contractor shall monitor newly planted trees. at least 

rn•ke a year for five years. Each year, any trees that do not survive shall be replaced and monitored at least twice a year for 
five years thereafter. 
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EXIITBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

BR-4 San Mateo County Tree Ordintmce Replacement Requirements 
(cont) 

• For each significant/heritage tree removed during construction or lost due to construction~related impacts, a replacement tree 

shall be planted. Native trees shall be replaced with the same species, and nonnative trees shall be replaced with a native tree 

species determined suitable for the site by a qualified arborist, horticulturalist or landscape architect 

• Each protected tree removed shall be replaced at a 1:1 ratio of a native variety that has the potential to reach a size simililI to 

that of the removed trees. 

Town of Colma Tree Replacement Requirements 

• Each protected tree removed shall be replaced at a 1:1 ratio. Native trees shall be replaced l4.1th the same species, and 
nonnative trees shall be replaced 1.vith a 'native tree species determined suitable for the site by a ·qualified arborist, 
horticulturalist or landscape architect. 

Cify of South San Francisco Tree Rcpfncemcnt Requircmc:nts 

• Each protected tree removed shall be replaced with thiee 24-inth-box sized or two 36-inch-box sized landscape trees. 

...... City of Snn Bruno Tree Replaccmc:nt Requircmc:nt.s 

-...J • Tree replacement shall be a minimum of either tw.9 24-inch box size trees, or one 36-inch box size tree, for ea~ heritage tree 
-...J ....... removed . 

BR-7 Operation of the M-BR·7: Lake Level Management for Water Level Increases for Lake Merced 1. SFPUC Water· 1. SFPUC Water 1. Conduct monitoring and evaluation of lake 1. Operation 
Project could ai:h-ersely 

In addition to ongoing monitoring and evaluation of lake levels, as well ~s maintenance of the Lake.level Model so as to be able Enterprise, Enterprise, WRD levels. Maintain the Lake-level model. affect sensitive habitat 
WST/Daly City/ · hnplement operation actions to reduce types associated ,,ith to evaluate what lake levels may have Peen without implementation of the Project based on the actual hydrology that occurs 

Lake Merced. Operating lake levels if lake levels increase to 9 feet 
during Project implementation,. as described in Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a (Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake Committee City Damm as an annual average due to 
Merced), the SFPUC shall implement corrective action if lake levels increase to 9 feet City Datum as an annual average due to the Project 
the Project Corrective action shall be taken to reduce the lake levels to 9 feet City Datum or less. These.actions may include one 

of more of the following, which would result in lowering groundwater levels and thereby indirectly lowering lake levels: 

• Temporarily suspend in-lieu delivery of surface water supplies to Daly City so that Daly City would increase pumping from 

Daly City wells. 

• Increase-pumping from GSR wells at Sites 1through4, which are within 1.5 miles of Lake Merced. 

BR-6 Operation of the M-BR-6: Lake Level Management for No-Net-Loss of Wetlands for Lake Merced I. SFPUC Water 1. SFPUC Water 1. Conduct monitoring and evaluation of lake I.Operation 
Project could adversely 

Enterprise, Enterprise, WRD levels. Mall1tain the Lake-level model. affect wetland habitats In addition to ongoing monitoring, evaluation of lake levels, and maintemmce of the Lake-level Model so as to be able to 
and other waters of the evaluate what lake levels may have been without implementation of the Project based on the actual hydrology that occurs WST/Daly City/ hnplement operation actions to reduce 

United States durfug Project implementation, as described in Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a (Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Operating lake levels as identified in Table l\1MRP-1, 

associated '1ith Lake Comm.lttee attached. 
Merced. Merced), the SFPUC shall implement corrective action if lake levels exceed the range of lake level changes shown in Table 5.14-

16 {Lake l\1erced Water Surface Elevation Range that Results in a Predicted No-Net·Loss of Wetlands) [}rIMRP table MMRP-1, ,_ 
attached], due to the Project (i.e., the right-hand column). Note that according to Mitigation Measure M-BR-7 (Lake Level 
Management for Water Level Increases for I,ake Merced), Lake Merced lake levels due to the project would be prohibited from 
exceeding 9 feet City Datum, so some of the higher lake levels that would be acceptable relative to wetlands impacts as 
identified in Table 5.14-16 would not be acceptable relative to sensitive habitats. In addition, according to Mitigation Measure 
M-BR-9b (Lake level Manaeement for Lake Merced), Lake Merced lake levels due to the Proiect would be prohibited from 
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The Project 'V01.tld 
expose people or 
structures to 
substantial adverse 
effects related to the 
ris~ of property loss. 
injury. or death due to 
fault rupture, seismic 
groundshaking, or 
landslides . 

EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.l396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Mitig~tion Measllre Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Implemen.tation and Reporting 
Monitoring and 

Reporting Actions 

decreasing below 0 feet City Datum, so some of the lower lake levels· that would be acceptable relative to wetlands impacts 
identified in Table 5.14-16 would not be acceptable relative to water quality and associated berieficial uses. 

Corrective actions may include one or more of the following, which would result in the lowering of groundwater levels and 
thereby indirectly lo·wering lake levels: 

• Suspend in-lieu delivery of sudace water supplies to Daly City. Daly City would thus increase pumping from Daly City 

wells, which would lower groundwater levels in the vicinity of Lake Merced. · 

• Increase pumping from CSR wells at Sites 1 through 4, which are within 1.5 miles of Lake Merced. 

·"· .. ·:· ·:i-. ... -.: 

Responsible Party 

1.SFPUCEMB 

The SFPUC shall conduct a site-specific design-level geotec:hni~l study at Site 11 to provide recommendations for protection I 2. SFPUC CMB 
from property loss, injury, or death from ground shaking or settlement. Similarly, if Site 18 (Alternate) is selected, the SFPUC 
shall conduct a site-specific ~esign-level geot:echnical study for the sit:e. 

At all sites, the facilities shall be designed and constructed in conformance with the specific recommendations contained in 
design-level geotechnical studies. The recommendations made in the geotedutlcal studies shall be incorporated into the final 
plans and specifications and implemented during construction The site-specific recommendations in the design-level 
geotechnical studies relative to ground shaking include the following measures: 

• Site-specific seismic design parameters in accordance with the Intematio~al Building Code Static Force Procedure; 

• Specified lateral earth pressures and seismic loading for retaining walls; 

• Earthwork recommendations for site preparation, excavations, use of engineered fill and utility b'ench/pipe backfill; and 

• Foundation recommendations for subgrade preparation,. foundations systems, and floor slabs. 

Site-specific recommendations in the design-level geotechnkal ~tu dies relative to settlement include the following measures: 

• Supporting structures at these sites on structurally rigid mat foundations with contact pressures in accordance with the 

bearing capacities identified in the geotedmical reports; 

• Post-tensioning to reinforce and increase the struchlral rigidity of grade beams and ·shallow footings; 

• Over-excavating artificial fill materials and loose granular soils and recompaction with moisture treated engineered fill to 

develop a mass of densified soil beneath the proposed well buildings; and 

• Using flexible pipe connections to accommodate dynamic settlements due to seismic loading. 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

1.SFPUCBEM 

2.SFPUCCMB 

1. If Sites 11 and/or 18 are selected, conduct 
geoteclmical studies and develop design 
recommendations. For all sites, incorporate 
design recommendations into construction 
plans and specifications. 

2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
implements design recommendation as 
required. Report noncompliance and 
ensure corrective action . 

Implementation 
Schedule 

1. Design 

2. Construction 

HYDROLOGY AND WATJ!R QUALITY .. ~· .. . . 

HY-1 

. . 
Project construction 
activities ivould 
degrade waler quality 
as a result of erosion or 
siltation caused by 
earthmo,ing activities 
or b\' the accidental 
rele~e of hazardous 
construction chemicals 
during construction. 

Case No. 2DDB.1396E 

M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a StoIID Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or an Erosion and Sediment Control 
Plan (All Sites) 

Consistent with the requirements of the NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction 
Activity. at sites where more than one acre ofland disturbance would occur (Sites 3, 4. 5, 6, 7, 12, 13, and 14), the SFPUC or its 
contractor(s) shall develop a Storm Water Pollution Prevention PJpn (SWPPP), submit a notice of intent to the SWRCB's Division 
of '"later Quality and implement site-specific BMPs to prevent dischill'ges of non point-source pollutants in construction-related 
stormwater runoff into downstream water bodies. 
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1. SFPUC E:MB 1. 

2. SFPUCCMB 2. 

3. SFPUCCMB 

3. 

SFPUCBEM 1. 

SFPUC 
BEM/SWRCB{Local 
j'-:1risdictions · 

I 2. 
SFPUC 
BEM/RWQCB/CDFW/ 
other local agencies 

Ensure that contract documents require 
that the contractor design, instaIL and 
maintain stormwater controls and 
prepare a SWPPP or F.SCP. 

Review SWPPP to ensure that it 
complies "'1th the requirements and 
Submit to notice to SWRCB per the 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Design 

Pre-
construction 

Construction/ 
Post 
Construction 

Regioniil Ground'f{Uter Storage and Recovery Project 



EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVllRY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

At sites where less than one acre of land disturbance would occur (Sites 1, 2, 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 17 Alternate, 18 Alternate, 19 Construction General Permit. Review 

Alternate, and the Westlake Pump Station), theSFPUC or its contractor(s) shall prepare and implement Erosion and Sediment ESCP to ensure that it complies with 

Control Plans (ESCPs). local jurisdktion requirements. Submit 

Based on the location of the sites, the SFPUC shall provide the SWPPPs and ESCPs to applicable jurisdictions, including the 
ESCP to local jurisdictions. 

County of San Mateo, San Mateo County Flood Control Distric~ City of Daly City, Town of Colma, City of South San Francisco, 3. Monitor to ensure the contractor 

Cit)• of San Bnmo, and Cit)• of Millbrae. implements the measures in the contract 

The S~s and ESCPs shall include sufficient measures to address the overall construction of the Pr~ect and, at a minimum, 
documents, and SWPPP/ESCP including 
reporting per the Construction General 

construction contractors should all undertake the following measures, as applicable, to minimize any adverse effects on water Permit. Ensure contractor performs post-
quality: construction B1'1Ps. Report 

Scheduling noncompliance to RWQCB, CDFW or 
other agencies as required and ensure 

• Schedule construction to minimize ground disturbance during the rainy season. corrective action. 

HY·l • St~bilize all disturbed soils ~ soon as possible following the completion of soil disturbing work in the Project area. 

(cont.) 
• Stabilize soil 'V\ith vegetation or physical means in -the event rainfall is expected. 

~ • Install erosion and sediment control BMPs prior to the start of any ground-disturbing activities. 
-.I 
-.I Erosion and Sedimentation 

00 • Preserve existing vegetation in areas where no construction activity is planned or where construction activity will occur at a 

later date. 

• Stabilize and revegetate disturbed areas as soon as possible after construction by planting or seeding and/or using mulch 

(e.g., straw or hay, erosion control blankets, hydromulch, or other similar material). 

• Install silt fences or fiber rolls or implement othe; suitable measures around the perimeters of the construction zone, staging 

areas, temporary stockpiles, spoil areas, stream channels, and swaJes, as Well as down-slope of all exposed soil areas and in 

other locations dete~ed necessary to prevent offsite sedimentation. 

I • Install temporazy slope breakers during the rainy season on slopes greater than five percent where the base of the slope is 

less than 50 feet from .a water body, weU.ri:id, or road crossing at spacing intervals required by the SWRCB Construction 

General Permit 

• Use filter fabric or Other appropriate measures to prevent sediment from entering storm drain inlets. 

• Detain and treat water produced by the dewatering of construction sites using sedimentation basins, sediment traps (when 

water is flowing and there is sediment), or other measures to ensure that discharges to receiving waters meet applicable 

water quality objectives. 

HY·l Tracking Controls 

(cont.) . Grade and stabilize construction site entrances and exits to prevent runoff from the site and to prevent erosion . . Remove any soil or sediment tracked off paved roads during constn1ction by employing street sweeping . 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 

REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summaxy Mitigation Measuxe Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. · Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

Non-stotmwater Control . Keep c:onstruction vehicles and equipment clean; do not allow excessive buildup of oil and grease . . di.eek construction vehicles and equipment daily at startup for leaks and repair any leaks immediately . . Do not refuel vehicles and equipment within 50 feet of surface waters to prevent run-on and runoff and to contain spills . . Conduct all refueling and servicing of equipment with absorbent material or drip pans underneath to contain spilled fuel . 
Collect any fluid drained from machinery during servicing in leak-proof containers and deliver to an appropria~ disposal 
or recycling facility. . Contain fueling areas to prevent nm~on and runoff and to contain spills . . Cover all storm drain inlets when pavin~ or applying seals or similar materials to prevent the offsite discharge of these 
materials. 

Waste Management and Hazardous Material9 Pollution Control . Remove trash and construction debris from the Project area regularly. Provide an adequate number of waste containers 

...... with lids or covers to keep rain out of the containers and to prevent trash and debris from being blown away during high 

-.....1 winds. 

-.....1 
co 

. Locate porta.ble sanitary facilities a minimum of 50 feet from creeks or waten'\·ays . 

. Ensure the containment of sanitation facilities (e.g., portable toilets) to prevent discharges of pollutants to the stormwater 
drainage system or receiving water. . Maintain sanitary facilities regularly . 

. Store all hazardous materials in an area protected from rainfall and storm.water run-on and prevent the offsite discharge of 
leaks or spills. . Inspect dumpsters and other waste and debris containers regularly for leaks and remove and properly dispose of any 

hazardous materials and liquid wastes placed in these containers. . Train construction personnel in proper material delivery, handling, storage, cleanup, and disposal procedures . 

HY-1 BMP Inspection, Maintenance and Repair 

(cont.) . Inspect all BMPs on a regular basis to confirm proper installation and function. . Inspect all stormwater BMPs daily dwing storms . . Inspect sediment basins, sediment traps and other detention and treatment facilities regularly throughout the construction 

period. . Provide sufficient devices and materials (e.g., silt fence, fiber rolls, erosion blankets, etc.) throughout Project construction 

to enable immediate repair or repfocement of foiled BMPs. . Inspect all seeded areas regularly for failures and remediate or repair as soon· as feasible . 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E)-MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM. 

Impact Impact Summ"IJ' Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

Permitting. Monitoriog. and Reporting . Provide the required documentation for inspections, maintenance and repair requirements . 

. Monitor water quality to assess ~e effectiveness of control measures . . Maintain written records of inspections, spills, BMP-related maintenance activities, corrective actions arid visual 
observations of any offsite discharge of sediment or other pollutants. . Notify the RWQCB and other agencies as required (e.g., California D_epartment of Fish and Wildlife) if the criteria for 
turbidity, oil/grease, or foam are exceeded and undertake corrective actions. . Immediately notify the RWQCB and other agencies as required (e.g., California Department of Fish and Wildlife) of sny 
spill of petroleum products or other organic or earthen materials and undertake corrective action. 

HY-1 Post-construction BMPs 

(cont) . Revegetate all temporarily disturbed areas as required after co~ction activities are completed. . Remove any remaining construction debris and trash from the Project area and staging areas upon Project completion . ...... 
...... . Phase th~ removal of temporary BMPs as necessary to ensure stabilization of the site . 

CD At sites covered under the NPDES General Construction Permit, correct post-construction site conditions1 as necessary, to 
0 comply with the SWPPP and any other pertinent RWQCB requirements. 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STOR!\GE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

Hl!-2 Discharge of M~HY~2: Management of Well Development and Pump Testing Discharges (All Sites, Except Westlake Pump Station) 1. SFPUC EMS 1. SFPUC BRM/applicable 1. With RWQCB, determine permit type 1. Design groundwater could 
resuJt in minor To address potential impacts on receiving water quality that could result during the construction period related to well 2. SFPUCCMB 

local needed and applicable requirements. 
2. Construction 

localized flooding, development and pump testing, fue SFPUC and its contractor shall: 1) prepare and implement a site-specific discharge plan; and 
jurisdiction/RWQCB Ensure that contract documents require 

violate Vl'ater quality 
2) fully comply wifu NPDES requirements. 2. SFPUCBEM 

that the contractor prep3re and implement 
standards and/or a site specilic Discharge Plan for well 
otber.'Vise degrade development and pump testing that meets 
water quality. The discharge plan shall specify how the water '"rill be collected, contained, treated, monitored, and discharged to the vicinity requirements. Provide plan to applicable 

storm drainage system or sanitary sewer system. Discharges to storm drains are subject to review and approval by the RWQCB. jurisdictions and/or RWQCB. 

Based on the lotation of the sites, the SFPUC shall provide the discharge plans to applicable jurisdictions, including the County 2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 
of San Mateo, San Mateo County Flood Control District, City of Daly City, Town of Colma, City of South San Francisco, City of implements measures in the Discharge 
San Bruno, and City o~ 1'1illbrae. The discharge plan shall at a minimum: Plan as required. Report noncompliance 

and ensure corrective action. 

• Identify methods and locations for collecting and handling water on site prior to discharge, determine treabnent 

requirements, and determine the capacity of h?lcling tanks. 

• Identify :methods for treating wi!ter on site prior to discharge, such ilS filtri!ti.on, coagulation, sedimentation settlement areas, 

oil skimmers, pH adjustment and ofuer BMPs . 

..... • Establish procedures and methods for maintaining and monitoring discharge operations to ensure that no breach in the 

....J process occurs that could result in a failure to achieve/maintain the applicable water quali'ly objectives of receiving waters. 
co 

• Identify discharge locations and include details regarding how the discharge will be conducted to minimize erosion and ..... 
scour. 

The proposed discharge is anticipated to be conditionally covered under San Mateo County's municipal stormwater permit 
(Order No. 99-0S9, NPDES Permit No. CAS002992), contingent upon compliance wi1h certain copditions (RWQCB 2009b, 2012). 
Prior to any discharge to a storm drainage system, the SFPUC and its contractor shall request a determination from the RWQCB 
as to the type of permit under which the Project effluent discharges will be regulated. Based on that determination, the SFPUC 
shall prepare and submit all required and relevant Project information so that the RWQCB can issue appropriate guidelines and 
requirements (e.g., numerical effluent limitations, monitoring and reporting requirements). Based on previous discussions with 
the RWQCB (RWQCB 2009a, 2012), anticipated conditions includ~. but would not be limited to: 

• The SFPUC shall notify affected stormwater agencies of the volume, rate, and location of the planned discharge at ]east 14 
days before discharging. 

• The discharged water shall not exceed 50 NTU. Turbidity shall be monitored every 15 minutes during the first hour of 

operation of any se~mentation or filtration device used to meet discharge limitations and once every two hours thereafter. 

If turbidity limits are exceeded for more than two hours, the discharge shall be te~nated until turbidity limits can be 
complied with. 

• The pH of 1he discharged water shall be wifuin fue range of 6.5 and 8.5 and pH shall be measured once per day during the 
discharge. 

• The discharged water shall not cause pollution, contamination, or nuisance. 

• The discharged water shall not cause scouring or erosion at the point of discharge of downstream from llie discharge. 

• Self-h1onitoring Reports shall be submitted no later than 30 days following the last day of each month in which the 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure 'Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. ' Monitoring and Implementation · 

Implementation and Reporting 
Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

discharges occur. These reports shall summarize turbidity measurements and approximate volumes of the discharges. 

The construction contractor(s) shall comply with all monitoring and reporting requirements established by the RWQCB for 

discharges to storm drainage system. Any failure to achieve/maintain established narrative or numeric water quality objectives 

shall be reported to the RWQCB and corrective action taken. Corrective action may include an increase in residence time in 
treatment featur~s (e.g., longer holding time in settling tanks) and/or incorporation of additional treatment measures, which 
could include but are not limited to the addition of sand filtration prior to discharge. 

HY-6 Project operation l\fitigation ~£easttre M-HY~6: Ensure IrrigRtors' Wells Are Not Pretiented from Supporting Existing or Planned Ltmd Use(s) 1. SFPUCWater 1. SFPUC BEM/ERO (+ 1. Develop and implement an Irrigation 1. Pre-Operation/ 
would decrease the Due to Project Operation Enterprise, WRD independent expert., if Well Monitoring and Reporting Program. Operation 
production rate of 
existing nearby This mitigation measure is organized into four sections, as follows: · 

_(certified needed) 
a. Contact irrigators 18 months or more 

(reporting 

irrigation wells due to hydrogeologist 
2.SFPUCBEM before Project operation regarding 

monthly or 

localized groundvrater • Performance Standard or professional 
program. 

yearly for at least 
dravrdown Vtithin the engineer) 3.SFPUCBEM 17years) 
Westside Groundwater • Method for Determining Whether Inability to Meet the Performance Standard at an Irrigator's Well Is Due to the Project 

2. SFPUC Water 
b. Install flow meters and report flow 

2. Pre-Operation Basin such that 4. SFPU<;'. BEM/ERO (+ 
meter and gronndwater level data to well 

existing or planned • Mitigation Actions to be Undertaken to Meet the Performance Standard Enterprise, WRD independent expert if ov-tner; daily re~lts for 1 year; at least 3. Design/ 
land use(s) may not be 

• Irrigation Well Moniioring and Reporting Program 
(certified needed) 

monthly thereafter during take periods Operation _,. 
fully supported. hydrogeologist 

....... Determinations required by this mitigation measure are subject to the concurrence of the San Francisco Planning Deparhnent' s or professional 5. SFPUC BEM/ERO (+ and yearly during put and hold periods. 
4.0peration 

CX> engineer) independent expert,. if c. Conduct pump tests and collect Environmental Review Officer (ERO) as identified below. The ERO may require the SFPUC to hire an independent expert to needed) /well owner 5.0peration 
I'.) odvise the ERO. 3.SFPUCEMB 

specified data on eoch well; report results 
6. SFPUC BEM/ERO (+ to well owner 6. Operation 

Performance Standard: The SFPUC shall ensure that existing irrigators' wells are not damaged, and that the production· capacity 4. SFPUC Water independent expert, if d. Provide advance notice to well ov•,.ner of 
(provide 

at existing irrigators' wells is equivalent to either. (1) the existing production capacity of the wellsr or (2) is sufficient to meet Enterprise, WRD needed) /well oVi-"Iler Take periods. 
replacement 

peak irrigation demand at the existing and planned land uses, whichever is less, provided that any potential well damage or 5. SFPUC Water 7. SFPUC BEM/ERO (+ 
water within 24 

loss of capacity is determined to be caused by the Project. Enterprise, WRD independent expert, if 
e. Continue monitoring for longer of 17 hours of request 
years or period from beginnipg of Project until no longer 

If overlying irrigators install new wells to support irrigation needs of existing and planned land uses, at the time any such new 6.SFPUC Water 
needed) /well/ Operation through 5 take years. ... required) 

wells are installed, the SFPUC shall add the new wells to the Irrigation Well Monitoring and Reporting Program and through Enterprise, WRD owner/San Mateo 

the monitoring program and in consultation with the irrigator, establish the baseline production capacity for the new wells and County [well permits] f. Submit monitoring reports to ERO; 7.0peration 

determine peak irrigation demand needed to support the existing and planned land uses. The SFPUC sholl then ensure !hot the 
7. SFPUC Water obtain ERO concurrence for any 

new irrigators' wells are not damaged, and that the prodtiction capacity at the new irrigators' wells is equivalent to either (1) the 
Enterprise, WRD recommended revision to monitoring 

baseline production capacity of the wells, or (2) is sufficient to meet peak irrigation demand at the existing and planned land 
program. 

uses, whichever is less, provided ~at any potential well damage or loss of capacity is determined to be caused by the Project. 2. Detennine a well interference 
groundwater impact level for each existing 

The SFPUC shall ensure that the Performance Standard is met by: 1) undertaking actions under SFPUC control, such as irrigation well, based on monitoring data 
redistributing pumping or reducing or ceasing pumping as described below in mitigation actions 111 and #2; or 2) making an from the Irrigation Well Monitoring and 
SFPI.lC replacement water supply available to any potentially affected irrlgator as descriPed below in mitigation action #3, and Reporting Program. 
3) undertaking actions requiring agreement with irrigators, such as modifying irrigators' wells or irrigation systems as 

3. Ensure that contract documents require 
described below in mitigation actions 114 through #9. The SFPUC shall implement mitigation actions, individually or in 
combination, so that 1'\'ater supply provided to the land use is not interrupted. 

replacement water supply connections at 
all existing irrigation well properties; 

Prior to Project operation, the SFPUC, working with any irrigators willing to be consulted, shall identify a well interference install replacement water suppJy connects; 

groundwater impact level for each existing irrigation well, based on available monitoring data from existing irrigation wells and implement appropriate mitigation for 

considering well characteristics. The 1'\·ell interference groundwater impact level shall be the lowest groundwater level that will Mitigation Action #3 per Table MMRP-2. 

avoid conflict with the Performance Standara, and it will be established prior to Project operation. The well interference 4. Add any new irrigation wells to the 
groundwater impact levels will be subject to concurrence by the ERO. If monitoring data and extrapolated trends predict that IrriEation Well MonitorinE and ReuortinE 
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EXI:llBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) -MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

mp act Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
No. Monitoring and Implementation Implementation and Reporting 

Reporting Actions Schedule 
Responsible Party 

Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

the well interference ground1 .. ·ater impo.ct level would be reached within the ensuing six months due to Project operation, the Program; implement prOgram per 
SFPUC shall initiate implementation of one or more of the mitigation actions before the groundwater impact level is reached to Monitoring and Report Action #1. 
allow sufficient time to have the most appropriate mitigation in place that would result in meeting the Performance Standard. 

HY-6 Method fer Determining l'lliether Inability to Meet tlte Performance Standard at an Irrigators' Well(s) Is D11e to tlie Project: 5. H monitoring shows Performance 
(cont.} An irrlgator may provide written notice, supported by an expert determination, that the Project is causing observed Standard may not be met within .6 months, 

unanticipated well capacity effects; or the SFPUC may anticipate based on monitoring data that the Performance Standard will notify well owner and provide 

not be met at a future date based on Project operation. The SFPUC 1'\'1.ll use best efforts to provide a minimum of six months replacement water or take other 

written notice to irrigators that monitoring shows a trend that th~ Performance Standard may not be met. The procedure for .immediate mitigation actions and continue 

determining if the effect is due to the Project, and the SFPUC response~ is as follows. 
such action until permanent mitigation 
action is coordinated with the well owner 
and is in place. 

HY-6 A. Presumption of Effect 6. 1f required by well owner request, 
(cont.} . provide replacement water within 24 

Any observed inability to meet the Performance Standard at an irrigation well(s) is assumed to be caused by the Project if: 1) it is hours of-request; determine if inability to 

temporally correlated with the onset of increased Project pumping; 2) it occurs in an area predicted (by this EIR or by the meet irrigation needs is due to the project; 

SFPUC' s ongoing monitoring) to be affected by well interference; 3) static groundwater levels have dropped; 4) pumping continue providing replacement water 

...... groundwater levels have not dropped more than static groundwater levels (if pumping groundwater levels drop more than 
until matter resolved or permanent 

-.J static groundwater levels, it could indicate the drop in productioii. capacity is due to incre.ased well inefficiency unrelated to the 
mitigation action is coordinated with the 
well owner and in place. 

co Project); and 5) no other obvious and si1bstantiated reason exists for these effects. 
a. Prepare and report to well owner 

00 
B. Infon:ilation Required to Determine Effect 

within 30 days site specific information 
and determination of whether project is 

To support the determination a.S to whether an observed loss of pumping capacity is due to the Project, the SFPUC shall causing effecl 

develop, and share with irrigation well owners at least the following :informa~on: b. If SFPUC det-ermines Project is not . It:em 1. Reduction of prlmping capacity is temporally correlated with the .011set of increased Project pumping. The SFPUC shall 
cause of effect, obtain ERO concurrence; 
provide 30-day notice of suspended 

develop a graph that shows the pumping of Project and Partner Agency wells within 1.5 miles of the irrigator' s well over delivery of replacement water. 
time, compared to the production capacity of the irrigator' s well over the same period. 

c. If well owner disputes suspended . Item 2. Reduction of pumping r:apm .. -ity occurs in an area predicted to be affected l1y well interference. The SFPUC shall calculate the delivery, continue to provide replacement 
cone of depression, using the same methodology as used in evaluating the impact in the E!R at Project nnd Partner Agency water until resolved by mediation or 

wells within 1.5 miles of the irrigator's well, as well as at the irrigator's well. arbitration. 

. items 3 and 4. Static groundwater levels hn.ve dropped and pumping groundwnter lends hnue not dropped more thrm static wnter 7. If SFPUC determines Project is causing 

levels. The SFPUC shall develop a graph showing the difference between static and pumping water levels at the ini'gator' s 
well interference effect, implement 

well over time. 
permanent mitigation action. 

a. Work with well O¥r'Iler to determine . It.cm 5. Another subst.anfiatcd reason o.ists for the inability to meet the Pcr.fimnancc Standard. If warranted. the SFPUC shall appropriate long-term action . 
provide a written conclusion, based on verifiable evidence, that a reason other than the Project is causing the inability to · b. Carry out or pay well owner to carry 
meet the Performance Standard. out mitigation action. lf SFPUC carries 

out action, design and contract for work; 
implement any appropriate mitigation 
measures for Mitigation Actions #6, #7, #8, 
#9 per Table MMRP-2. 
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT (CASE NO. 2008.1396E) - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

I Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Monitoring and Reporting Program 
1 No. Morrltoring and Implementation 
i Implementation and Reporting 
I Reporting Actions Schedule 

Responsible Party 
Reviewing and 
Approval Party 

HY-6 C. Process for Responding to Written Notice from Ixrigator c. Continue to provide replacement water 
(cont.) as needed until permanent mitigation 

1. If an irrigator submits a written notice requesting the SFPUC replacement water supply where they believe that the Project 
action is implemented. 

is causing observed unanticipated well capacity effects, the SFPUC shall provide SFPUC replacement water within 24 d. Obtain ERO approval for any unTu;ted 

hours and then determine whether the Project is causing the effect within 30 days of providing the SFPUC replacement mitigation action that will achieve 

water. 
Performance Standard 

2. If the SFPUC determines that the Project is not causing a conflict with the Performance Standard, an irrigator may object to 

the SFPUC determination withln 30 days, and, if such an objection is received, the SFPUC shall make a final conclusion 

within 30 days of receipt of such objection. The determination whether or not the inability to meet the Performance 
Standard is due to the Project is subject to ERO concurrence. If the ERO concurs with the SFPUC' s determination that the 
Project is not the cause of the effect, the SFPUC v.ill provide the irrigator wifu 30 days' notice of the suspension of delivery 
of SFPUC replacement water supply, and all water previously delivered would be charged to the irrigator at the SFPUC 
retail rate. Any remaining dispute between the SFPUC and the irrigator may l;ie resolved through voluntary mediation or 

arbitration; if the matter is submitted to mediation or arbitration, the SFPUC will continue to provide SFPUC replacement 
....... .water until otherv-.ise required by the mediation or arbitration . 

....... D. SFPUC Response if Project is Causing Effect 
00 
..i:=- If the SFPUC determines in response to a claim by an irrigator that the Project is causing the effect or the SFPUC predicts the 

effect. after first considering mitigation actions Ill - 3. the SFPUC shall recommend one or a combination of mitigation actions ~4 
- 9 to the irrigator. The SFPUC shall work with the irrigator to identify the appropriate mitigation action(s) for the affected 
lnigation well. The SFPUC shall cany out (or pay the irrigator to carry out) the mitigation action(s). The SFPUC shall continue 
to provide the SFPUC replacement water supplj• until the agreed upon mitigation action(s) is completed. 

Mitigation Actions to be Undertaken to Meet the Performance Standard: Specific mitigation actions that may be required to 
ensure that the Performance Standard is met are listed below. In addition, the SFPUC may implement other, similar measures 

that the affected irrigator and the SFPUC agree will provide equally effective mitigation for well interference impacts. The 

determination that.similar measures V\.ill provide equally effective rrUtigation is subject to ERO concurrence. 

Mitigation actions fall into the follo'l'\'ing three categories: 

A. Mitigation Actions under SFPUC Control 

Mitigation Action #1: Redistribute GSR pumping. The SFPUC would redistribute Project pumping from affected areas to other 

areas; however, in no case would redistribution be undertaken ,._.·here the resulting groundwater levels would then decline to a 
level that would cause a significant well inte'rference impact at another irrigation well. This mitigation action is expected to be 
an interim measure, implemented until such time as an alternate measure can be implemented that also ~itigates the impact to 
less-than-significant levels l".ithout compromising Project objectives. The periodic analyses of data from the Irrigation Well 

Monitoring and Repo_rling Program would continue while this action is undertaken. The action would cease when the data 

analysis demonstrates that the Performance Standard is met without contin~ed redistribution of GSR pumping, or, if an interim 
measure, until an alternative measure is in place. 

HY-6 Mitigation Action #2; Reduce GSR pumping. The SFPUC would reduce Project pumping (including a cessation in Project. 
(conl) pumping) 'at wells in the vicinity of affected irrigation wells. This mitigation action is expected to be an interim measure, 

implemented until such time as an alternate measure can be implemented that also mitigates the impact. to less-than-
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significnnt levels 'Without compromising Project objectives. The periodic annlyses of data from the Irrigation Well Monitoring 
and Reporting Program would continue while this action is ·llndertaken. The action wouJd cease ~hen the data analysis 
demonstrates that the Performance Standard is met without continued reduction of GSR pumping, or, if an interim measure, 
until an alternative measure is in Place 

B. SFPUC Provision of a Replacement Water Supply 
-

Mitigation Action #3: Replace irrigation water source. As part of the Project and prior to Project operation, SFPUC will 
install for irrigntors new metered supply connections of SFPUC water from the SFPUC's regional water system or SFPUC will 
wheel SFPUC replacement water through the Cal Water distribution system to connections Cal Water provides to irrigators. 

Connections to the regional water system or distribution systems will consist of permanent below-ground connections. 

Under this Mitigation Measure M-HY-6, the SFPUC shall provide the SFPUC replacement water to ii;rigators under two 

cirrumstances: 1) if an irrigator provides written notice to the SFPUC supported by an expert determination that the Project is 
causing observed unanticipated well capacity effects; or 2.) if the SFPUC monitoring data show that the Performance Standard 
will not be met and the SFPUC prefers to provide SFPUC replacement water in order to meet the Performance Standard. The 

iuigator's expert determination will be a written professional opinion of a certified hydrogeologist or a professional engineer __.. with expertise in groundwater hydrology, water supply wells, and water well technology. Under either of these 

......i circumstances, the SFPUC shall open the new standby supply connection to the irrigator to provide SFPUC water for irrigation 

00 to the irrigator. Jn the first instance where the SFPUC replacement water supply is provided in response to noti~ from an 
C.11 irrigator, the SFPUC shall continue to provide the SFPUC replacement water supply while it makes an initial det~ation 

regarding whether Project operation caused the observed effect and if required to do so by the mediation or arbitration in a 

case where it disputes whether the Project is causing the effect (as explained above under the heading, Method to Determine 

Whether Inability to Meet the Performance Standard at an Jrrigators' Well[s] ls Due to 1he Project). In the event the SFPUC 
determines that the Project is causing the effect, or if the SFPUC provides the SFPUC replacement water supply because its 
monitoring predicts an efiect,. the SFPUC shall continue to provide the SFPUC replacement water supply as needed unti1 it can 
implement another mitigation action. The SFPUC estimates that the SFPUC replacement water supply would be provided on 
an interim basis for about one yea; or less, until an alternative measure is in place. 

If the SFPUC provides the .replacement water on its own initiative or the irrigator requests the water and the Project is 

determined to have caused the effect, the SFPUC 'lh'ill charge for the water supply at the rate equivalent to the irrigator's cost 

of groundwater production, as adjusted annually for inflation using the Consumer Price Index or other agreed-upon index. If 

the irrigator requests 1he water and 1he Project is sobsequently determined to have not caused the effect, then the SFPUC will 
charge for the replacement water supply at a rate equivalent to the regular SFPUC rate. 

HY-6 C. Mitigation Actions Requiring Agreement with Jrrigators 

(cont.) 
MitigaHon Action #4: Improve irn'gation efftcienCT.J. The SFPUC would install or completely fund measures to reduce applied 

water demand through irrigation efficiency measures, such as installation of more efficient sprinkler heads or soil-moisture 

sensors. 

Mitigation Action #5: Modify irrigation operBtions. The SFPUC would install or completely fund measures to reduce applied 
wat'er demand through modification of irrigation operation, such as the· use of longer irrigation cycles to meet the same 

irrigation demand or revised scheduling of irrigation ~o respond to evapotranspiration data, as appropriate given the affected 
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land use. 

Mitigation Action #6: [-ower pump in irrigation well. The SFPUC would lower the pump or completely fund lowering the 
pump in an irrigator's well to accommodate water level fluctuations induced by Project pumping. 

Mitigation Action #7: Lower and dtange pump in irrigation well. The SFPUC would lower and replace or completely fund the 
lowering and replacement of the well pump using a more suitab1e pump for the conditions that are encountered in. order to 

meet irrigation demand. 

A.fitigation Action #8: Add storage capacihj for itTigation s11pply. The SFPUC would add or completely fund storage (e.g., an 
above-ground tank with suitable shielding landscaping. if necessary) to offset reduced well capacity caused by Project 
operation. In such cases, the SFPUC shall obtain or pay the irrigator to obtain any necessary permits for the work. 

Mitigation Action #9: Replace irrigation well. The SFPUC would replace an i.rrigators' well(s), remove above-ground 
pumping equipment for any replaced well(s) and properly dose suth wells in accordance with State and local law or 
completely fund the actions. The SFPUC or the irrigator would obtain well permits from the San Mateo County Department of 

Environmental Health. The replaced irrigation well will be included in the Irrigation Well Monitoring and Reporting Program 
and covered by the Performance Standard contained in this Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 . ...... 

"+lt-6 IrrigRtion Well Monitoring tmd Reporting Program: The SFPUC shall monitor and report short- and long-term changes in 

C!)Ott.) groundwater conditions and operations at irrigators' wells. All monitoring md data collection will be conducted :is defined in 

m the Irrigation Well Monitoring and Reporting Program. The SFPUC will provide advance notice to irrigation well owners 

regarding the start of Project operations during Take periods. 

At least 18 months prior to start of Project operation, the SFPUC shall contact existing irrigators 1·vith information about the 
Irrigation Well Monitoring and Reporting Progri_l.lll. The monitoring program shall include the installation of a flow meter to 
allow for daily well production volumes to be recorded and a groundwatr:r level ttansducer/data logger (a device for 
automatically detecting and recording groundwater levels) for measuring groundwater levels at the irrigators' wells. Baseline 

monitoring of flow meter data and groundwater level data in the irrigators' well shall be collected and reported to participating 

well owners as.defined in the Irrigation Well Monitoring and Reporting Program. In addition to baseline monitoring of well 

production and groundwater levels, pumping tests at irrigators' wells shall be conducted prior to Project operation to collect 

baseline data on pump and well performance, and results shall be reported to irrigators. The pumping tests shall collect data on 

well capaciiy and drawdown, well specific capacity, pump efficiency and head-capacity characteristics, sand conten~ and 'may 
include selected water quality parameters. 

The SFPUC shall also collect any existing information and data available regarding the irrigators' well(s) from the irrigator, 

including any estimates or measurements of historical, existing, md planned land and ¥(ater use (e.g., driller's logs, water level 

data, pumping records, acres irrigated) to provide information upon which to evaluate the performance of the irrigators' well(s) 
over time and to establish baseline operating conditions. When there is an opportunity to open an existing irrigator' s well (such 
as when a pump is removed by a well owner), the SFPUC may seek to conduct video log surveys in such wells to determine the 

condition of the well sbucture. The SFPUC may conduct periodk re-testing of a well as prompted by the need to evaluate 
performance throughout the life of the Project 

Following the start of Project operations, if there is uncertainty or disagreement about whether the Project is responsible for a 
loss in production capacity at an frrlgator's well, the SFPUC shall undertake more frequent monitoring and/or testing and shall 
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timely provide the well owner V\-'lth all data, reports, and information collected concerning well production capucity. 

Data from the water level transducers/data loggers and flow meters shall be recorded daily during the first year. Following the 

first year of data collection, the frequency may be modified (e.g .. as prompted by a need to evaluate pump and/or well 

performance to determine effects of the Project), but in no case will data collection and recording toke place less frequently than 

once per month during Take Periods. The SFPUC shall provide participants v..ith 14-day advan.ce notice for site visit(s), which 

would be scheduled V\-'ithin a 48-hour window. 

Data shall be analyzed and reported to irrlgators at a frequency identified in the Irrigation Well Monitoring and Reporting 

Program. Data analysis shall be conducted when production capacity can be compared to peak demand prior to the peak 

demand period, when pumping is underviay during the beginning of the irrigation season, when groundwater levels will likely 
be lowest at the end of the peak irrigation seas~n. and when production capacity of the well would be at its lowest 

HY-6 The SFPUC's certified hydrogeologist or professional engineer with expertise in uoundwater hydrology shall compile, 

(cont.) analyze and report the collected data to participating irrigators within the timeframe identified in the Irrigation Well 
Monitoring and Reporting Program. In Project Put and Hold Periods, the SFPUC shall compile, analyze, and report the 

collected data to irrigators and the ERO at least once per year • 

....... Monitoring of all irrigators' wells shall. continue during the period that is the -longer of. 1) 17 years (twice the 8.5-year design 
-.i drought cycle analyzed in the EIR.); or 2) the period including the first five Take Years of the Project beginning at the initiation 
co of Project operation. After this initial period of ~onitoring, the SFPUC, in consultation with the irrigators, shall evaluate the 
-.i effectiveness of the lnigati.on Well Monitoring and Reporting Program and determine if data collection, monitoring, and 

reporting frequencies and other procedures should be revised or eliminated. Proposed changes to the Program, including a 
reduction in the frequency of monitor~g, will be subject to ERO concurrence. 

HY-9 Project operation could 
M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake Merced 1. SFPUC Water. 1. SFPUCWater 1. Maintain lake-le~el model and 1. Pre-operation/ 

have a substantial~ Enterprise, Enterprise, WRD conduct' lake level monitoring. Operation 
edyerse effect on v.m.er 
quality that could The SFPUC shall implement lake level monitoring illld mo?,eling in accordance with the process described below. The SFPUC WST/WRD 

affect the beneficial will conduct monitoring to detect changes in lake level and water quality, as well as groundwater-level elevations. 
uses of Lake Merced. Implementation of this measure shall be coordinated with the SFPUC's ongoing Lake Merced lake-level, water quality, and 

groundwater monitoring programs to document and maintain the database of these parameters throughout Project operations. 

The SFPUC shall continue to maintain the Lake-level Model so as to be able to evaluate what lake levels may have been without 

implementation of the Project based on the actua1 hydrology that occurs during Project implementation. As described below, the 
SFPUC shall use the model to determine the amount of lake-level change that is attributable to the Project rather than to 
hydrologic or other factors. 

HY-9 Project operation could M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 1. SFPUC Water 1. SFPUCWater 1. Implement lake level management 1. Pre-

(conl) 
have a substantial, Prior to beginning .operation of the Project, the SFPUC shall implement this lake level management program as follows: 

Enterprise, WST Enterprise, WRD program. Implement corrective operation/ 
adverse effect on water · actions to reduce or supplement lake Operation 
quality that could 

• If lake levels are within the range that would occur without the Project based on maintenance of the Lake-level Model, no 
levels as provided in Table MMRP-1, 

affect the beneficial attached. 

uses of Lake Merced. corrective action shall be required 

• If lake levels are below the range that would have occurred without the Proj~ct {Table MMRP-1), corrective aCtion shall be 

implemented in time to prevent lake levels from dedlnlng as a result of Project-related pumping below 0 feet City Datum or 
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the level that would occur vd:thout the Project whichever is lower. One or both of the following corrective actions shall be 
implemented: 

- Redistribute pumping to decrease Project pumping rates in the vicinity of Lake Merced or decrease the overall Project 

pumping rate. However, in no case would redistribution be undertlken where groundwater levels would decline more 

than from !he Project as originally predicted by modeling. 

- Augment lake levels through the addition of supplemental water (such as potable water that is dechloraminated at the 

Lake Merced Pump Station,. storm.water from the Vista Grande Drainage Canal, recycled water, or stormwater diverted 

from other development in the Lake Merced watershed), if available. 

HY-14 Project operation may M·HY-14: Prevent Groundwater Depletion J. SFPUCWater J. SFPUCWater J. In conjunction with CSR Operating J. Pre-operation 
haye a substantial 

Enterprise, Enterprise, WRD Committee, develop and implement an adverse. effect on 2. Operation 
groundwater depletion The SFPUC, working in conjunction with the GSR Operating Committee, shall develop and adopt an SFPUC Storage Account WRD/GSR 

2. SFPUCWater 
SFPUC Storage Account monitoring 

(record daily, 
in the Westside monitoring program that will determine the amount of water available for extraction from the SFPUC Storage Account and Operating 

Enterprise, WRD 
program 

collect 
Groundwater Basin develop accounting rules that will account for losses from the Basin due to leakage, consistent with the terms of the Operating Committee 

2. l\1onitor groundwater levels through quarterly, 
over the very Jong Agreement between the SFPUC and the Partner Agencies. The SFPUC shall develop the SFPUC Storage Account monitoring 2. SFPUCWater 

3. SFPUCWater 
monitoring network. compile ..... tenn 

program to determine the balance in the SFPUC Storage Account based on actual experience operating in the Westside Enterprise, Enterprise, WRD annually) 
3 . Determine amount of water in storage ......i Groundwater Basin as proposed under !he GSR Projecl The SFPUC Storage Account monitoring program will use data from WST 

aCcount while accounting for losses. 3. Operation co metered SFPUC in·lieu water deliveries to the Partner Agencies and regularly measured changes in groundwater elevations 3. SFPUC Water co during a series of Put and Hold Years to determine the volume of stored water. Rules to aC:counf for losses in groundwater Enterprise, 

storage will. be based on generally accepted principles of groundwater management. The following is an example of a WRD/GSR 

methodology that the SFPUC, in coordination with the Partner Agencies, coulcl use for determining the amount of water Operating 

available for extraction taking into account losses from the Basin due to leakage: Committee 

HY-14 Part A: For calculation of increases in the SFPUC Storage Account due to in·lieu deliveries and decreases in the SFPUC 
(cont.) 

Storage Account due to Project pumping. 

Al. On an annual basis, the SFPUC would account for additions to the SFPUC Storage Account by calculating the amount of 

supplemental water it delivers to P&rrtner Agencies. 

Al. Ort an armual basis, the SFPUC and the Partner Agencies would account for the amount of Project pumping that occurs. 

A3. The SFPUC would calculate a running total of the volume of water in the SFPUC Storage Account (before accounting for 
losses due to leakage) using data from Al and A2 above. 

HY-14 Part B: For calculation of decreases in the SFPUC Storage Account due to leakage from the Westside Groundwater Basin. 
(cont.) 

Bl. The SFPUC would use its monitoring network to record on a daily frequency, collect on a quarterly frequency, and compile 
on an annual basis, groundwater leveJ measurements from its monitoring wells. This information would be used in item B4 
below. 

B2. The SFPUC would subdivide the Westside Groundwater Basin into areas (subareas) whkh have similar geologic and 
groundwater level responses and similar influence on groundwater sto~age and calculate the areal extent of each subarea. (Note: 
subdividing the Westside Basin into subareas allows for a more accurate estimate of storage changes.) 
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B3. The SFPUC would assign each of the subareas a storage coefficient value derived from short-term aquifer testing and 
interpretation of aquifer characteristics under longer-term recharge and pumping conditions. 

ll4. The SFPUC would multiply changes in groundwater levels that occur during Hold Years in each subarea by the aquifer's 
storilge coefficient vaJue and areal extent of each subareil to quantify the change in aquifer storage that has occurred. Titls 
change in storage, if reflective of a decline in groundwater levels, would be equivalent to the '1oss" that ocrurs in that subarea 
due to Basin leakage. 

55. The SFPUC would calculate the sum of each subarea's change in storage, which would equal the total groundwater 
depletion that has occurred during Hold Years. The SFPUC would then subtract the total from the SFPUC Storage Account to 
derive an SFPUC Storage Account value that accounts for'losses due to leakage from the Westside Groundwater Basin. 

HA.Z.ARus·.AND HAZARDOUS M:A:nnr.Ais · ·. : .'.;':,·:.- :.' ... / ,:::: . ' .. :: ; ·/:': ·'' ::-';.;>: '. '· c,:· /:,"·::·"C::,/f:;~)/i<':i/,''<':···· ' . :':< .··. : .'. : .. :· •:•/.: 1>\::,,.··,,,·.··.; . /.:: .. ··, .--:::~ .. : •.···:; ' .,···· >>· . .· : . ..: ... ':\:.::,:. 

HZ-2 The Project ·would 
HZ-2a: Preconsb:uction Hazardous Materials Assessment (All Sites) 1. SFPUCCMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. An environmental professional (whose 1. Pre-Constructioil, 

result in a substantial 
adverse effect related (environmental credentials have been verified) shall within 3 months. 

to reasonabh· · · Within three months prior to construction, the SFPUC shall retain a qualified environmental professional to conduct a professional) conduct a regulator;• agency database 

foreseeable ~pset and regulatory agency database review to update and identify hazardous materials sites within 0.25 mile of a well facility site and to review to update and identify hazardous 

....... accident conditions review appropriate standard information sources to determine the potential for soil or groundwater contamination at the project materials sites within 0.25 mile of each 

........ invohing the release of sites. Should this review indlcate a high likelihood of encountering contamination at the proposed facility sites, ~allow-up selected well site, shall determine the 
hazardous materials sampling shall be conducted to characterize soil and groundwater quality prior to construction to proviQ.e necessary data for the potential for soil or groundwater co into the en·rironment 

site health and safety plan (Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b) and hazardous materials management plan (Mitigation Measure M- contamination at the selected well sites, and 
co during construction. 

HZ-2c). If needed, site investigations or remedial activities shall be performed at facility sites in accordance V·:ith applicable lav•ts shall perform follow-up analysis as 

and regulations. required in this measure. Document 
findings in a report or technical memo to 
SFPUC 

HZ-2 The Project 1'.'0uld M-HZ 2b: Health and Safety Plan (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB 1. SFPUCBEM 1. Ensure that contract documents include the 1. Design 
(cont.) result in a substantial 

2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUCBEM 
requirement for preparing a health and 

2. Construction adverse effect rClnted The construction contractor shall, prior to construction, prepare a site-specific health and safety plan in accordance with federal safety plan. 
to reasonably OSHA regulations (29 CFR 1910.120) and Cal-OSHA regulations (8 CCR Title 8, Section 5192) to address worker health and 3. SFPUCCMB 3. SFPUCBEM 

2. Ensure that contractor(s) prepares and 
3. Construction 

foreseeable upset and safety issues during construction. The health and safety plan shall identify the potentialli• present chemicals, health and safety submits a health and safety plan and verify accident conditions hazards associated with those chemicals, all required measures to protect construction workers and the general public from that it includes information cited in contract involving the release of exposure to harmful levels of any chemicals identified at the site (including engineering controls, monitoring, and security do01ments;. hazardous materials measures to prevent unauthorized entry to the work area), appropriate personal protective equipment, and emergency response 
into the emironment procedures. The health and safety plan shall designate qualified individuals responsible for implementing the plan and for 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor(s) 
during construction. 

directing subsequent procedures in the event that unanticipated contamination is encountered. . implements measures in the contract 
documents and health and safety plan. 
Report noncompliance, and ensure 
corrective action. 

HZ-2· The Project would M·HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan (All Sites) 1. SFPUCEMB ·J. SFPUC BEM 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design 
(cont.) result in a substantial The contractor shall, prior to construction, prepare a hazardous materials management plan that specifies the method for 2. SFPUCCMB 2. SFPUC BEM/San Mateo 

·requirements for preparing a hazardous 
2. Construction adyerse effect related handling and disposal of both chemical products and hazardous materials during construction and contaminated soil and County, if hazardous 

materials management plan. 
to renso.nably 

groundwater, should any be encountered during construction. Contract speci.ficatio~ shall mandate full compliance with all 3. SFPUCCMB materials management · 2. Ensure thatcontractor(s) prepares and 3. Construction 
foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions applicab1e local, State, and federal regulations related to identifying, transporting. and disposing of hazardous materials, plan is required submits to SFPUC and San Mateo County a 

invohing the release of including hazardous building materials (i.e., o.sbes~os containing materials, lead-based paint, and electrical equipment) and any 
3. SFPUC BE~i 

hazardous materials management plan and 

hazardous materials hazardous wastes encountered in excavated soil or groundwater. The contractor shall provide the SFPUC with copies of verify that it complies with requirements 
hazardous waste manifests documenting that disposal of all hazardous materials has been performed in accordance with the cited in contract doruments. 
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Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure 
No. 

into the emironment law. 
during Construction. 

lf contam.inat~d soil or groundwater is encount'ered, the SFPUC shall require fue construction ~ontractor to prepare and 
implement a construction Soil and Groundwater Management Plan. The contractor shall submit the Plan to the SFPUC and the 
San Mateo Connty Department of Health Services, Groundwater Protection Program, for review and approval. Elements of :the 
plan shall include: 

• Measures to address hazardous materials and other worker health and safety issues during construction, including the 
spedlic level of protection required for construction workers. 

• Provisions for excavation of soiL stockpiling. dust, and odor control measures. 

• Measures to prevent off~site migration of contaminated soil and groundwater. 

• Location and final disposition of all soil and groundwater removed from the site. 

• All ofher necessary procedures to ensure that excavated materials are stored,. managed, and disposed of in a manner that is 
protective of human health and in accordance with applicable laws and regulations. 

CCSf ... Oty and County of San Francisco 
S:rl'T1c ... San Francl!:co Public UHliHes Commission (CCSF) 
Bl!MJ.. Bureau of Environmental Management (SFPUq 
~Engineering Management Bureau (SFPUQ 
~Construction Management Bureau (SFPUC) 
~-Water Supp1y and Treatment.. Water Enterprise (SFPUQ 
WRD • Wnter Resources Division, Water Enterprise, (SFPUq 
EP .. San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division (CCSF) 
ERO - Environmental Review Officer (CCSF- EP) 
VA ""US Department of Veterans Affairs 
CDFW • California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
SWRCB *"State Water Resources Control Board 
RWQCB-fu!gional Water Quality Control Board 
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3. Monitor to .ensure Iha! !he coniractor(s) 
implements measures in the contract 
documents and hazardous materials 
management plan. Report noncompliance, 
and ensure corrective action. 
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TABLE MMRP-1 
LAKE MERCED WATER SURFACE ELEVATION RANGE FOR AVOIDANCE OF 

SIGNIFICANT SURFACE WATER INTERACTION EFFECTS• 

Water Surface Corresponding Allowable Project-Related Water 

Elevation Surface Elevation Range (feet City Datum) Trigger Level 
Without the Allowable Increment of for Additional 

Project Water Change as a Result of Actions (feet 
(feet City Datum) Wetlands Quality Combined Rangeh Project City Datum) 

13 13 to-10 Oto 13 0to13 Up to 13 feet of decline 0 

12 4to12 0to12 4to12 · Up to 8 feet of decline 4 

11 9to11 0to11 9to11 Up to 2 feet of decline 9 

10 9to10 O.to 10 9to10 Up to 1 foot of decline 9 

9 8 to9 0 to9 8 to 9 Up to 1 foot of decline 8 

8 7 to8 0 to 8 7 to 8 Up to 1 foot of decline 7 

7 4to7 Oto7 4 fo7 Up to 3 feet of decline 4 

6 5 to6 0 to6 5 to 6 Up to 1 foot of decline 5 

5 
4 to5; 

0 to 5 4to5 Up to 1 foot of decline 4 
-6 to -10 

4 
3 to4; 

Oto4 3 to4 Up to 1 foot of decline 3 
-5 to -10 

3 
2 to3; 

Oto3 2 to3 Up to 1 foot of decline 2 
-5 to -10 

2 
1 to2; 

Oto2 1 to2 Up to 1 foot of decline 1· 
-4 to -10 

1 
0to1; 

0to1 1 Up to 1 foot of decline 0 
-3 to -10 

0 0 to-10 0 0 No decline permitted 0 

-1 -1 to -10 -1 -1 No decline permitted -1 

-2 -2 to -10 -2 -2 No decline permitted -2 

-3 -3 to -10 -3 -3 No decline permitted -3 

-4 -4 to -10 -4 -4 No decline permitted -4 

-5 -5 to -10 -5 -5 No decline permitted -5 

-6 -6 to -10 -6 -6 No decline permitted -6 

-7 -7 to -10 -7 -7 No decline permitted -7 

-8 -8 to -10 -8 -8 No decline permitted -8 

-9 -9 to -10 -9 -9 No decline permitted -9 

No change; lake would 
-10 -10 -10 -10 be dewatered as a result -10 

of climatic conditioi::is 

a The water surface elevation values represent the mean annual water surface elevation. Lake Merced water levels vary seasonally due to 
hydrologic and climatic conditions; therefore, an annual range in water surface elevation from about 1 foot above and below the mean is 
assumed; for example, an elevation of 6 feet Oty Datum, as seen in the table, actually represents a range in water surface elevation 
between of 5 and 7 feet City Datum. 

b The combined range is the maximum and minimum mean annual water surface elevation that would avoid net loss of wetlands and 
substantial adverse effects on water quality. 

SOURCE: FSA (wetlands information derived from San Francisco Groundwater Supply Project EIR, Appendix C tables) 
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TABLE MMRP-2 
MITIGATION MEASURES APPLICABLE TO 

MITIGATION ACTIONS 3, 6, 7, 8, AND 9 OF MITIGATION MEASURE HY-6 

Mitigation Measure HY-6 GSR Project Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Actions Applicable to secondary impacts M-HY-6 Mitigation Actions 

Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance 

Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a: Implement Landscape Screening 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction 
Measures 

Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 

Mitigation Action #3: Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources 

Replace Irrigation Water Source Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a 
Paleontological Resource is Identified 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human 
Remains 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information 

Mitigation· Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential 
Accidents Related to Underground Utilities 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advance Notification .. 

Mitigation Measure M-u:r-1£: Protection of Other Utilities during 
Construction 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of 
Utilities 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidance of Utilities Constructed or 
Modifie·d by Other SFPUC Projects 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans 
with Affected Utilities 

Mitigation Measure M-BR-la: Protection Measures during 
Construction for Special status Birds and Migratory Passerines and 
Raptors 

Mitigation Action #3: Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-status 

Replace Irrigation Water Source 
Bats. during Tree Removal or Trimming 

(continued) 
Mitigation Measure M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure 
Demolition for Special-status Bats 
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Mitigation Measure HY-6 GSR Project Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Actions Applicable to secondary impacts M-HY-6 Mitigation Actions 

Mitigation Measure M-BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees 

Mitigation Measure M-BR~4b: Protecte4 Tree Replacement 

Mitigation Measure M-GE-3: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical 
Investigations and Implement Recommendations 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or an Erosion and Sediment 
Control Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Freconstruction Hazardous Materials 
Assessment 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management 
Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Sit~ Maintenance 

Mitigation Action #6: Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 

Lower Pump ~Irrigation Well Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or an Erosion and Sediment 
Control Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance 

Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 
Mitigation Action #7: 

Mitigation Measure M-GE-3: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical 
Lower And Olange Pump in Investigations and Implement Recommendations 
Irrigation Well 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or an Erosion and Sediment 
Control Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance 

Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a: Implement Landscape Screening 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a 
Paleontological Resource is Identified 

Mitigation Action #8: 
Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human 
Remains 

Add Storage Capacity for Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 
Irrigation Supply 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan 
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Mitigation Measure HY-6 GSR Project Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Actions Applicable to secondary impacts M-HY-6 Mitigation Actions 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction 
Measures 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential 
Accidents Related to Underground Utilities 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advance Notification 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lf: Protection of Other Utilities during 
Construction 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of 
Utilities 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidance of Utilities Constructed or 
Modified by Other SFPUC Projects 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans 
with Affected Utilities 

Mitigation Measure M-BR-la: Protection Measures during 
. Construction for Special status Birds and Migratory Passerines and 
Raptors 

Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-status 
Bats during Tree Removal or Trimming · 

Mitigation Measure M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure 

Mitigation Action #8: 
Demolition for Special-status Bats 

Add Storage Capacity for 
Mitigation Measure M-BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees 

Irrigation Supply 

(continued) Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or an Erosion and Sediment 
Control Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Preconstruction Hazardous Materials 
Assessment 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c Hazardous Materials Management 
Plan 

Case No. 2008.1396E Page 39 of 41 Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project 

1794 



Mitigation Measure HY-6 GSR Project Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Actions Applicable to secondary impacts M-HY-6 Mitigation Actions 

Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance 

Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a: Implement Landscape Screening 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a 
Paleontological Resource is Identified 

Mitigation Action 119: 
Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human 
Remains 

Replace Irrigation Well Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction 
Measures 

Mitigation Measure. M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential 
Accidents Related to Underground Utilities 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advance Notification 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-1£: Protection of Other Utilities during 
Construction 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of 
Utilities 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidance of Utilities Constructed cir 
Modified by Other SFPUC Projects 

Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans 
with Affected Utilities 

Mitigation Action 119: Mitigation Measure M-BR-la: Protection Measures during 
Construction for Special status Birds and Migratory Passerines and 

Replace Irrigati<;m Well Raptors 

(continued) Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-status 
Bats during Tree Removal or Trimming 

Mitigation Measure M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure 
Demolition for Special-status Bats 

Mitigation Measure M-BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees 
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Mitigation Measure HY-6 GSR Project Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Actions Applicable to secondary impacts M-HY-6 Mitigation Actions 

Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or an Erosion and Sediment 
Control Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Preconstruction Hazardous Materials 
Assessment 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c Hazardous Materials Management 
Plan 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Planning Commission Draft Motion 
GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL 

· 1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Date: 
Case No. 
Project Name 
Zoning: 
Block/Lot No.: 

Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

HEARING DATE AUGUST 7, 2014 

July 31, 2014 
Case No. 2008.1396R 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

For SFPUC Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project PlanniDQ 
N/A; Various locations, San Francisco Peninsula Information: 
N/A; Various locations; San Francisco Peninsula. See attachment for415.558.6377 
individual locations. 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Greg Bartow 
525 Golden Gate Ave., 1Qth Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Paolo Ikezoe - (415) 575-9137 

Paolo.Ikezoe@sfgov.org 

ADOPTING FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY wITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND WITH THE 
PRIORITY POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1 FOR THE PROPOSED SFPUC 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT AND FINDINGS UNDER 
THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

WHEREAS, Section 4.105 of the City Charter and Section 2A.53 of the Administrative Code require 
General Plan referrals to the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") for certain matters, 
including determination as to whether the lease or sale of public property, the vacation, sale or change in 
the use of any public way, transportation route, ground, open space, building, or structure owned by the 
City and County, would be in conformity with the General Plan prior to consideration by the Board_ of 
Supervisors. 

On April 23, 2013, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("Project Sponsor" or "SFPUC") 
submitted an application to the Planning Department requesting a determination of consistency with the 
General Plan for the proposed acquisition of various property and easements in conjunction with the 
implementation of the SFPUC's Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project ("GSR Project"), a 
part of the Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP"). 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The SFPUC is proposing the GSR Project as part of the WSIP, which the SFPUC approved in 2008 to 
provide a long-term plan for management of its .regional water supply system. The primary goal of the 
Project is to provide additional dry-year water supply. The specific objectives of the Project are: 

www.sfplanning.org 
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL CASE NO. 200B.1396R 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 
Motion No. _____ _ 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

• Conjunctively manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinated 
use of SFPUC surface water and groundwater pumped by its Partner Agencies. 

• Provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Partner Agencies in normal and wet 
years, with a corresponding reduction of groundwater pumping by these agencies, which 
then allows for in-lieu recharge of the South Westside Groundwater Basin. 

• Increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of the South Westside 
Groundwater Basin by an average annual 7.2 million gallons per day ("mgd"). 

• Provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for the SFPUC's customers and increase 
water supply reliability during the 8.5-year design drought cycle. 

The Project is a groundwater storage and recovery project located in northern San Mateo County that the 
SFPUC propo_ses to operate in conjunction with Daly Gty, San Bruno and CalWater (referred to as the 
"Partner Agencies") .. The SFPUC supplies surface water to the Partner Agencies from its Regional Water 
System. The Partner Agencies currently supply potable water to their retail customers through a 
combination of groundwater from the southern portion of the Westside Groundwater Basin (referred to 
as the "South Westside Groundwater Basin") and purchased SFPUC surface water. Under the Project, 
SFPUC would provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Partner Agencies during normal and 
wet years and in turn the Partner Agencies wotild reduce their groundwater pumping for the purpose of 
allowing the amount of groundwater in tlie South_ Westside Groundwater Basin to recharge. Then, 
during dry years, the Partner Agencies and the SFPUC would pump the increased stored groundwater 
using 16 new well facilities. The dry-year groundwater supply would be blended with water from the 
SFPUC's regional water system and would as a result increase the available water supply to all regional 
water system customers during dry years. 

The project consists of operation of up to 16 new groundwater well facilities within the South Westside 
Groundwater Basin to withdraw up to 7.2 mgd of stored groundwater during dry years and emergencies. 
Each groundwater well facility site would contain a well pump station, underground distribution piping, 
and above or underground utility connections. Most well facilities would have disinfection units as 
required. 

The SFPUC proposes to install the 16 new groundwater wells along the SFPUC Regional Water System, at 
various locations throughout the San Francisco Peninsula in San Mateo County. The sites would have 
permanent wells installed and would require temporary construction easements and staging areas, 
temporary and permanent access roads, permanent pipeline easements and permanent utility easements. 

The GSR Project is designed to further the use of the South Westside Groundwater Basin as an 
underground storage reservoir by storing_water in the basin during wet periods for subsequent recapture 
during the dry period. This new dry-year water supply would be made available to the SFPUC' s regional 
water system to benefit all of the SFPUC wholesale and retail water customers. 

In addition, the Project is part of the SFPUC's WSIP adopted by the SFPUC on October 30, 2008. The 
WSIP consists of over 70 local and regional facility improvement projects that would increase the ability 
of the SFPUC's water supply system to withstand major seismic events and prolonged droughts and to 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2 
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL 
Motion No. ____ _ 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

CASE NO. 2008.1396R 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

meet estimated water-purchase requests in the service area. With the exception of the water supply goal, 
the overall WSIP goals and objectives are based on .a planning horizon through 2030. The water supply 
goal to meet delivery needs in the SFPUC service area is based on a planning horizon through 2018. The 
overall goals of the.WSIP for the regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water. 
• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. 
• Increase water delivery reliability., 
• Meet customer water supply needs. 
• Enhance sustainability. 

· • Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system. 

The Project would help meet WSIP goals by increasing dry year water supply and helping to meet 
customer water supply needs. In addition, the Project would provide potable groundwater for 
emergency supply in the event that an earthquake or other major catastrophe interrupts the delivery of 
water from the regional water system. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

On April 10, 2013, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report ("DEIR") and 
provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the availability of the .DEIR for public 
review and comment for a 45-day period (the public review period was extended for two weeks, 
concluding on June 11, 2013, resulting in a 62-day public review period), and of the date and time of the 
Planning Commission public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department's list of 
persons requesting such. notice and other interested parties, posted near the Project site, and made 
available at the main public library in San Francisco and at public libraries in San Mateo County. 
Additional notices of availability were distributed and published on May 29, 2013, to announce the 
extended public review period. 

On April 10, 2013, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons requesting it, 
to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to government 
agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse. The DEIR was posted on the 
Department's website. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the 
State Clearinghouse on April 10, 2013. 

The Planning Commission held a duly-advertised public hearing on the DEIR to accept written or oral 
comments on May 16, 2013. The Planning Department also held a local public hearing in the project 
vicinity in San Mateo County on May 14, 2013. The public hearing transcripts are in the Project record. 
The extended period for acceptance of written comments ended on June 11, 2013. 

The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues receiv~d at the public hearing . 
and in writing during the extended 62 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. The Department provided additional, updated information 
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CASE NO. 2008.1396R 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

and clarification on issues raised by commenters, as well as SFPUC and ihe Planning Deparbnent, to 
address Project updates since publication of the DEIR. This material was presented in a Responses to 
Comments document ("RTC"), published on July 9, 2014, distributed to ihe Commission on July 10, 2014, 
and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to ofuers upon request at the 
Department and on ihe Deparbnent' s website. 

On August 7, 2014, the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") conducted a public hearing on 
the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Project, consisting of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report, ihe RTC, and any additional consultations, comments and information received during 
the review process. The Commission reviewed and considered the Final EIR and found the contents of 
said report and the procedures through which the EIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied 
with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA"), 
the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. section 15000 et seq.), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco 
Administrative Code. 

On August 7, 2014, the Commission certified the Final EIR by Motion No. :XXXXX. Additionally, the 
Commission adopted approval findings, including findings rejecting alternatives, amending a mitigation 
measure, and making a statement of overriding considerations, and adopted a mitigation ~onitoring and 
reporting program ("MMRP") pursuant to CEQA by Motion No. :XXXXX, which findings and MMRP are 
incorporated by this reference as though fully set forth herein. 

GENERAL PLAN COMPLIANCE AND BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The Project is consistent with the Eight Priority Policies of Planning Code Section 101.1 as described in the 
body of this letter and is, on balance, in-conformity with fue following Objectives and Policies of the 
General Plan. Comments are provided in italic text. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE2 
IMPLEMENT.BROAD AND EFFECTIVE MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES. 

POLICY2.1 
Coordinate regional and local management of natural resource~. 

Comment: The SFPUC is entering into the GSR project with its Partner Agencies, Daly Citlj, San Bruno and 
CalWater to make efficient use of the South Westside Groundwater Basin. Under the Project, the SFPUC would 
provide surface water to its Partner Agencies in wet and normal years, allowing for in-lieu storage of groundwater. 
In dn; years, the SF PUC and Partner Agencies would be able to pump increased groundwater supply. T1ie GSR 
project, located outside of the Citt; and County of San Francisco in San Mateo County, would make the dn;-year 
water supply it creates available to the cities in which the wells would be locat~d - Daly City, San Bruno and South 
San Francisco - as well as to SFPUC wholesale water customers. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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OBJECTIVES 

CASE NO. 2008.1396R 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

ASSURE A PERMANENT AND ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF FRESH WATER TO MEET THE PRESENT 
AND FUTURE NEEDS OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

Retch Hetchy and the Water Department should continue their excellent planning program to assure that 
the water supply will adequately meet foreseeable consumption demands. To this end, the City should be 
prepared to undertake the necessary improvements and add to the Retch Hetchy/Water Depar_tment 
system in order tci guarantee the permanent supply. Furthermore, San Francisco should continually 
renew its commitments for the sale of water to suburban areas in planning how to meet future demand. 

Comment: The GSR project is a kei; component of the SFPUC's WSIP plan for dry year supply. The GSR project 
would improve the SFPUC's ability to provide an adequate, reliable supply of water in both wet and dn; years, by 
creating the capaciti; to collect and store groundwater. Water collected during wet periods would be used to 
supplement existing sources during dn; years. 

POLICYS.3 
Ensure water purity. 
San Francisco's drinking water must meet State and Federal water quality standards. Ensuring water 
quality means continuing the present water purification process and monitoring storage facilities and 
transmission lines for threats to the water supply. 

Comment: New well facilities constructed as part of the GSR project would have disinfection units as required. The 
Final EIR determines that the Project would have no significant impact on water qualiti; and would not degrade 
drinking water. 

OBJECTIVE6 
CONSERVE AND PROTECT THE FRESH WATER RESOURCE. 
The fresh water resource, like all natural resources, is finite and measurable. While San Francisco's water 
supply seems vast in relation to current demands, it should not be wasted. Supplementary sources 
should also be investigated. 

Comment: The GSR project would provide new supplementan; sources of fresh water, collecting and storing 
groundwater during wet periods for use during dn; years. 
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GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL 
Motion No. _____ _ 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

PROPOSITION M FINDINGS - PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1 

CASE NO. 2008.1396R 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

Planning Code Section 101.1 establishes Eight Priority Policies and requires review of discretionary 
approvals and permits for consistency with said policies. The Project 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: 

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 would have no adverse effect on neighborhood serving retail uses or opportunities for employment 
in or ownership of such businesses. 

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 would have no adverse effect on the Cih/ s housing stock or on neighborhood character. The 
existing housing and neighborhood character will be not be negatively affected 

3. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced. 

The Project would have no adverse effect on the Cih/s supply of affordable housing. 

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

Tize Project wozild not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI's transit service, overburdening the streets 
or altering current neighborhood parking. 

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 would not affect the existing economic base in this area. 

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

The Project would not adversely affect achieving the greatest possible preparedness against injun; and loss of 
life in an earthquake. 

7. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTME:NT 
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Motion No. ____ _ 
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The project does not involve alteration of any historic buildings. 

CASE NO. 2008.1396R 
SFPUC GROUNDWATER STORAGE 

. AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

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

T11e Project would have no long-tenn adverse effect on parks and open space or their acce~s to sunlight and 
vista. The Final EIR determines that short.:.term impacts to the recreational experience during project 
construction would be mitigated to a less-than-significant level with the implementation of mitigation 
measures. 

DECISION 

That based upon the Record, the submissions of the SFPUC, the Department and SFPUC staff, and other 
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other 
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby APPROVES the General Plan Referral, 
finding the project, on balance, consistent with the General Plan. 

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED fue foregoing Motion on August 7, 2014. 

Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: 

NAYES: 

·ABSENT: 

ADOPTED: 

Attachments: Map of proposed well sites and list of right-of-way requirements 

I:\ Citywide\ General Plan\ General Plan Referrals \2014 \2008.1396R PUC Groundwater Storage and Recovery.docx 

List of right-of-way requirements 

SAN FRANCISCO 
Pl.ANNING DEPARTMENT 

1803 
7 



GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL 
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CASE NO. 2008.1396R 
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In compliance with Government Code Section 7260 et seq., undertake the process for possible acquisition, 
for an estimated combined purchase price not to exceed $1,000,000, of interests (temporary or permanent) 
in real property located in San Mateo County, as follows: 

(1) Assessor's Parcel# 002-410-050 in Daly City, owned by Lake Merced Golf and Country Club 
(2) Assessor's Parcel's # 002-072-240, -250 and 002-201-650 in Daly City, owned by John Daly Boulevard 
Assodates/W est Lake Associates 
(3) Assessor's Parcel #'s 006-111-540 and 006-111-460 m Daly City, owned by Jefferson Elementary School 
District . 

(4) Assessor's Parcel# 008-421-120in Colma, owned by TSE Serramonte L.P. and leased by Kohl's 
Department Stores 
(5) Assessor's Parcel's (unknown) for property owned by BART/SAM1RANS in South San Francisco 
(6) Assessor's Parcel# 010-212-100 in South San Francisco, owned by Costco Wholesale Corporation 
(7) Assessor's Parcel # 093-331-080 in South San F;rancisco, owned by the City of South San Francisco 
(8) Assessor's Parcel # 010-292-210 in South San Francisco, owned by Kaiser Foundation Hospitals 
(9) Assessor's Parcel # 093-220-010 in Millbrae, owned by the SFPUC and leased by OSH/Lowes 
Corporation 
(10) Assessor's Parcel# 014-320-010 in San Bruno, owned by the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs 
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

City and County of San Francisco 

RESOLUTION NO. 08-0200 

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Public Utilities Conunission approved and 
adopted a Long-Tem1 Strategic Plan for Capital Improvements, a Long-Range Financial 
Plan, and a Capital Improvement Program on May 28, 2002 under Resolution No. 02-
0101; and 

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission detennined the need 
for the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) to address water system deficiencies 
including aging infrastructure, exposure to seismic and other hazards, maintaining water 
quality, improving asset management and delivery reliability, and meeting customer 
.demands;. and "' 

WHEREAS, Propositions A and E passed in.November 2002 by San Francisco 
voters and Assembly Bill No. 1823 was also approved in 2002 requiring the City and 
County of San Francisco to adopt a capital improvement program designed to restore and 
improve the regional water system; and 

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff developed a 
variant to.the WSIP referred to as the Phased WSIP; and 

WHEREAS, the two fundamental principles of the program are 1) maintaining a 
clean, unfiltered water source from the Retch Hetchy system, and 2) maintaining a 
gravity-driven system; and 

WHEREAS, the overall goals of the Phased WSIP for the regional water system 
include 1) Maintaining high-quality water and a gravity-driven system, 2) Reducing 
vulnerability to earthquakes, 3) Increasing delivery reliability, 4) Meeting customer water 
supply needs, 5) Enhancing sustainability, and 6) Achieving a cost-effective, fully 
operation~l system; and 

WHEREAS, on October 30, 2008, the Planning Com:nlission reyiewed and 
considered the Final Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) in Planning 
Department File No. 2005.0159E, consisting of the Draft PEIR and the Comments and 
Responses document, and found that the contents of said report and the procedures 
through which the Final PEIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied with the 
provisions of the Caiifornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines 
and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter ~ 1 ") and found 
further that the Final PEIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City and· 
County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and objective, and that the Comments and 
Responses document contains no significant revisions to the.Draft PEIR, and certified the 
·completion of said Final PEIR in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and 
Chapter 31 in its Motion No. 17734; and 

WHEREAS, this Commission has reviewed and considered the information 
containe.d in the Final l'EIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning 
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Department, the public, relevant public agencies,· SFPUC and other experts and the 
administrative files for the WSIP and the PEIR; and 

WHEREAS, the WSIP and Final PEIR files have been made available for review 
by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the public, and those files are part 
of the record before this Commission; and · 

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission staff prepared proposed 
fmdings, as required by CEQA, (CEQA Findings) and a proposed Mitigation, Monitoring 
and Reporting Program (MMRP), which material was made available to the public and 
the Commission for_the Commission's review, consideration and action; and 

WHEREAS, the Phased WSJP includes the following program elements: 1) full 
implementation of all WSIP facility improvement projects; 2) water supply delivery to 
regional water system customers through 2018; 3) water supply sources (265 million 
gallons per day (mgd) average annual from SFPUC watersheds, 10 mgd conservation, 

... recycled water·, grouiid\\iater ill Saii Ffancisc6, and IO ingd·cons·ervation, recycled ·wa:tet, 
growidwater in the wholesale service area); 4) dry-year water transfers coupled with the 
Westside Groundwater Basin Conjunctive Use project to ensure drought reliability; 5) re­
evaluation of 2030 demand projections, regional water system purchase requests, and 
water supply options by 2018 and a separate SFPUC decision by 2018 regarding water 
deliveries after 2018; and, 6) provision of financial incentives to limit water sales to an 
average annual 265 mgd from the SFPUC watersheds through 2018; and 

WHEREAS, the SFPUC staff has.recommended that this Commission make a 
water supply decision only through 2018, limiting water sales :from the SFPUC 
watersheds to an average annual of265 mgd; and 

WHEREAS, before 2018, the SFPUC would engage in a new planning process to 
re-evaluate water system demands and water supply options. As pait of the process, the 
City would conduct additional environmental studies and CEQA review as appropriate to 
address the SFPUC's recommendation regarding water supply and proposed water system 
deliveries after 2018; and 

WHEREAS, by 2018, this Commission will consider and evaluate a long-term 
water supply decision that contemplates deliveries beyond 2018 through a public process; 
and 

'· 

WHEREAS, the SFPUC must consider current needs as well as possible future 
changes, and design a system that achieves a balance among the numerous objectives, 
functions and risks a water supplier must face, including possible increased demand in 
the future; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, this Commission hereby adopts the CEQA Findings, including the 
Statement of Overriding Considerations, attached to this Resolution as Attachment A and 
incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto, and adopts the 
Mitiga~ion Monitoring and. Reporting Program attached to this Resolution as Attachment 
Band incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto; and, be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, this Commission hereby approves a water system 
improvement program that would limit sales to an average annual of265 mgd from the 
watersheds through 2018, and the SFPUC and the wholesale customers would 
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collectively develop 20 rngd in conservation, recycled water, and groundwater to meet 
demand in 2018, which includes 10 mgd of conservation, recycled water, and 
groundwater to be developed by the SFPUC in San Francisco, and 10 mgd to be 
developed by the wholesale customers in the wholesale service area; and, be it 

FURTHE,R RESOLVED, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission shall set 
aggressive water conservation and recycling goals, shall bring short and long-term 
conservation, recycling, and groundwater progra:ins on line at the earliest possible time, 
and shall undertake every effort to reduce demand and any further diversion from the San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission watersheds; and, be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, San Francisco Public utilities Commission staff shall 
provide ongoing updates to this Commission about the progress and development of 
conservation, recyciing, and groundwater programs, and shall provide annual figures and 

'projections for water system demands and sales, and provide water supply options; and, 
~H . 

FURTHER RESOLVED, As part of the Phased WSIP, this Commission hereby 
approves implementation of delivery and drought reliability elements of the WSIP, 
including dry-year water trarisfers coupled with the Westside Groundwater Basin 
Conjunctive Use project, which meets the drought-year goal oflimiting rationing to no 
more than 20 percent on a system-wide basis; and, be it · 

FURTHER RESOLVED, This Commission hereby approves the Phased Water 
System Improvement Program, which includes seismic and delivery reliability goals that 
apply to the design of system components to improve seismic and water delivery 
reliability, meet current and future water quality regulations, provide for additional 
system conveyance for maintenance and meet water supply reliability goals for year 2018 
i;i.nd possibly beyond; and, be it . 

FURTHER RESOLVED, This Commission hereby approves the following goals 
and objectives for ~e Phased Water System lmprovement Program: 

Phased WSIP GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

Program Goal 

Water Quality- maintain 
high water 9uality 

System Performance Objective 

• Design improvements to meet current and foreseeable future federal 
and state water quality requirements. 

• Provide clean, unfiltered water originating from Retch Hetchy 
Reservoir and filtered water from local watersheds. 

• Continue to implement watershed protection measures. 
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Program Goal 

Seismic Reliability­
reduce vulnerability to 
earthquakes 

Delivery Reliability -
increase delivery 
reliability and improve 
ability to maintain the 
system 

Water Supply- meet 
customer water needs in 
non-drought and drought 
periods 

Sustainability- enhance 
sustainability in all 

·system activities 

Cost-effectiveness -
achieve a cost-effective, . 
folly operational system 

And, be it 

System Perfom1ance Objective 

• Design improvements to meet current s~ismic standards. 
• Deliver basic service to the three regions in the service area (East/ 

South Bay, Peninsula, and San Francisco) within 24 hours after a 
major earthquake. Basic service is defined as average winter-month 
usage, and the performance objective for design of the regional 
system is 229 mgd The performance objective is to provide delivery 
to at least 70 percent of the turnouts in each region, with 104, 44, 
and 81 mgd delivered to the East/South Bay, Peninsula, and San 
Francisco, respectively. 

• Restore facilities t.o meet average-day demand of up to· 300 mgd 
within 30 days after a major earthquake. 

• Provide operational flexibility to allow planned maintenance 
shutdown of individual facilities without interrupting customer 

·· ·· service. 
• Provide operational flexibility to minimize the risk of service 

interruption due to unplanned facility upsets or outages. 

• Provide operational flexibility and system capacity to replenish local 
reservoirs as needed. 

• Meet the estimated average annual demand of up to 300 mgd under 
the conditions of one planned shutdown of a major facility for 
maintenance concurrent with one unplanned facility outage due to a 
natural disaster, emer.gency, or facility failure/upset. 

• Meet average annual water demand of 265 rngd from the SFPUC 
watersheds for retail and wholesale customers during non -drought 
years for system demands through 2018. · 

• Meet dry-year delivery needs ·through 2018 while limiting rationing 
to a maximum 20 percent system-wide reduction in water service 
during extended droughts .. 

• Diversify water supply options during non-drought and drought 
periods. 

• lr:µprove use of new water sources and drought management, 
including groundwater, recycled water, conservation, and transfers. 

• Manage natural resources and physical systems to protect watershed 
ecosystems. 

• Meet, at a minimum, all current and anticipated legal requirements 
for protection offish and wildlife habitat. 

• Manage natural resources and physical systems to protect public 
health and safety 

• Ensure cost-effective use of funds. 
• Maintain gravity-driven system. 
• Implement regular inspection and maintenance program for all 

facilities. 

FURTHER RESOLVED, This Commission authorizes and directs SFPUC staff to 
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design and develop WSIP facility improvement projects consistent with the Phased WSIP 
Goals and Objectives. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the PubHc Utilities · 
Commission at its meeting of Oct=o~b~e~r~3~0~2~0~0~8 _______________ _ 

Secretary, Public Utilities Commission 
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AO:REE~T FOR PURCHASE AND SALB OF REAL, ESTATE 

··by and. benveen 

JEFFERSON ELEMENlARY SCHOOL DISTRICT, a: Califurnia public s.choQl district 

as Seller 

and 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 

as: Buyer. 

f o; tlie pilrchase and .. sale o;f 

Two temporary c:enstruc:tiou easements,. o.n.e pero:J.fil'l~trt surf~ acc.ess easem.em,. three permlffiUent 
subsurface: ~ms~ and one. peananent sutfaee easement for well 1nsWlati.on 

over,~ under.,. and upon rear property . · 
i:p. the unincurpor.ated area of .Daly City kti:O'W!l as Broadi:noor,. 

Coi:irrcy of San .Mateo~ S:tate of California · 
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AGREEMENT FOR PURCHASE AND SALE OF REAL ESTATE 
(Easements Over, On, Under, Across, and/or In 

Portions of APN 006-111-460 and APN 006-111-540) 

TIIlS AGREEMENT FOR PURCHASE AND ~EOE REAL. ESTATI1-Ethls nAgreement11
) 

dated for reference purposes only as of ~v-.:..1.\ ""&. , 20~ is by' and between 
JEFFERSON ELEivIENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT, a California public school district 
("Seller"), and the CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, a municipal corporation 
("Buyer" or "City"). · 

RECITALS 

A In coIJilection with the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project (the 
"Project") of Buyer's Public Utilities Comppssion,. Seller and. City are parties to that certain 
Memorandmn of Agreement dated as of n~ ~ 2.c>l.>(the "MOA'') which provides for . 
certain cooperative measures and agreements agr~ed lo 'by the parties in connection with the 
construction of the portion of the Project located within the District's boundaries. 

B. -Pursuant to the MOA, Seller and City have. agreed to the execution an delivery of 
this Agreement with respect to the acquisition by City from Seller of certain· easement interests 
in the following parcels .of Real Property owned by Seller: (1) Seller's real property in the 
unincorporated area of Daly City known as Broadm.oor, San Mateo County ('•county"), 
California, located at 700 Stewart Avenue, Broadmoor, California 94015-3519 and commonly 
known as Assessor's Parcel 006-111-460 eseller' s Stewart Avenue Property") . and (2) 
Seller's real property in the unincorporated area of Daly City .known as Broadmoor within the 
County, located adjacent to South Park Plaza Drive, Broadmoor, California 94015-3519 and 
commonly known as Assessor's Parcel 006-111~540 C---Seller1s·Pa:rk Plaza Drive Property"). 

Accordingly, pursuant to the MOA and in consideration of the respective agreements set 
forth below, Seller and City agree as follows: 

1. PURCHASE AND SALE . 

1.1 Purchase and Sale of Easements 

Seller agrees to sell and convey to City, and City agrees to purchase from Seller, subject 
to the terms, covenants, and conditions set forth below, the following interests in reai property 
(each, an "Easement" and collectively, the "Easements"): · 

(a) two temporary construction easements (collectively, the •1'CE"}described 
as: 

(i) an easement (the "Stewart A venue TCE") over, across, in, and upon 
portions of Seller's Stewart A venue Property; and · 

(ii) an easement (the "Park Plaza Drive TCE") over, across, in, and upon 
portions of Seller's P~k Plaza Drive Property; 

(b) a permanent access surface easement (the .,Access Easement") over, 
across, in, and upon a portion of Seller's Stewart Avenue Property; 

(c) a permanent subsurface easement for a storm drain (the "Storm Drain 
Easement'') under, across, and along a portion of Seller's Stewart Avenue Property; 

1 
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(d) a permanent subsurface easement for a utility water connection (the 
«Utility. Water Easemenf') under, across, and along a _portion of Seller's Stewart Avenue 
Property; · 

( e) a permanent subsurface easement for an electrical line and a telephone line 
(the "Utility Line Easemenf') under, across, and along a portion of Seller's Stewart Avenue 
Property; and 

(f) a permanent surface easement for a well installation (the· ''Well 
Easement') over, across, in, and upon a portion of Seller's Stewart A venue Property. 

Seller's Stewart A venue Property and Seller's- Park Plaza- Drive Property are sometimes 
collectively referred to in this Agreement as "Seller's Property." Each portion of Seller's 
Property to be acquired by Buyer pursuant to this Agreement are referred to herein individually 
as an "'Easement Area" and coJ,lectively as the "Easement Areas." 

1.2 Easement Areas; Nature of Easement 

The Easement Area:s consist of those portions of Seller's Property desq::ibed and 
approximately depicted in the exhibits to each of the easement deeds attached as Exhibits A, B, 
C, D, E, and F (each a "Deed," and collectively, the "Deeds"). The nature, scope, and 
conditions of each Easement are set forth in the respective Deed with respect to such Easement. 

2. PURCHASE PRICE 

2.1 Purchase Price 

The purchase price to be paid by City for each of the Easements shall be as follows: 

(a) For· the Ste\vart. Avenue TCE, the sum of One Hundred Forty Seven 
Thousand, Six Hundred Fifty-Seven Dollars ($14 7 ,657); · 

{b) For :the Park Plaza Drive TCE, the sum of Four Hundred Dollars ($400); 

(c) For the Access Easement, the sum of Eighty-Five Thousand, Seven Hundred 
and Thirty-Nine Dollars ($85,739); 

(d) For the Storm Drain Easement, the sum of Fifty-Five Thousand, Two 
Hundred and Six Dollars ($55,206); 

· (e) For the Utility Water Easement, the sum of Twenty Thousand, Six Hundred 
and Twenty-Four Dollars ($20,624); 

(f) For the Utility Line Easement, the sum of Twenty Thiee Thousand and· 
Thirteen Dollars ($23,013); and · 

(g) For the Well Easement, the sum of Ninety Three Thousand, ·si..x Hundred 
Ninety Dollars ($93,690). 

The total rounded purchase price for all of the Easements is FOUR HUNDRED 
TWENTY-SIX THOUSAND DOLLARS ($426,000) (the "Purchase Price11

). 
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2.2 Payment. 

On the Closing Date (defined in Section 5.3 [Closing Date]), City shall pay the Purchase 
Price, adjusted pmsuant to the provisions of Article 6 [Expenses], and reduced by any credits due 
City under this Agreement. · 

2.3 Funds 

All payments made pursuant to this Agreement shall be in legal tender of the United 
States of America, paid by Controller's warrant or in cash or by 'Wire transfer of immediately 
available funds. Unless the parties elect to close the transaction without an escrow, payments 
shall be made to Escrow Holder (defined in Section 5.2 [Escrow; Closing Without an Escrow]), . 
as· the escrow agent. 

3. CONVEYANCE OF EASEIVIENT. 

3.1 Easement Deeds 

At the Closing defined in Section 5.1 ["Closing11 Defmed]), Seller shall convey to City or 
its designee marketable and insurable title to the Easements, by delivery of the Deeds, each duly 
executed and acknowledged in the forms of the attached as Exhibits A, B, C, D, E, and F; free 
and clear of all exceptions, liens, and encumbrances except solely for the Accepted Conditions of 
Title (defined in Section 3.2 [State of Title]). Each Deed shall be executed and delivered to City 
in a recordable form. City may record each of the Deeds in .County's Recorder's Office except, 
because of the temporary nahrre of the· temporary construction easement to be. granted as 
described in Exhibit A, the Deed with respect to such Easement shall ·not be recorded unless, 
prior to the expi.l;ation of the term of such temporary construction easement, Seller materially 
breaches the terms of this Agreement or the Deed. · 

3.2 State of Title 

"Accepted Conditions ofTitlet1 shall mean: 

(a) with respect to Seller's Stewart Avenue Property and the Stewart Avenue 
TCE, Access Ea5ement, Storm Drain Easement, Utility Water Easement, Utility Line Easement, 
and Well Easement (i) the lien of real property taxes, not yet due or payable; and .(ii) exceptions 
numbered_l_tbrough 8 of the prefimfoary title report dated October 18, 2011, bearing Title'No. 
11-40703514-iYIK attached as Exhibit G. AB a condition precedent to City's obligation to 
purchase the Easements over Seller'~ Stew-art Avenue Property, quitclaim. deeds, a spousal 
waiver, lender's consents or subordinations, tenants' consents, or sinlilar releases sufficient to 
clear or subordinate any possessory rights. over the Easement Areas with respect to such 
Easeme:o.ts may be required, at City's eiectioI).., in form approved by City. Seller shall secure any 
such w-aiver, quitclaim deeds, consents, subordinations, or releases. 

(b) With respect to Seller's Park Plaza Drive Property and the Park Plaza 
Drive TCE the lien of real property taxes, not yet due or payable; and (ii) any other exception 
from title that will not materially interfere with City's rights to use the Park Plaza Drive TCE as 
contemplated in the Deed_ with respect to the Park Plaza Drive TCE . . AB a condition precedent to 
City...1s obligation to purchase the Park Plaza Drive TCE, quitclaim. deeds, a spousal waiver, 
lenders consents or subordinations, tenants1 consents, or similar releases sufficient to clear or 
subordinate any possessory rights over the Easement Area with respect to the Park Plaza Drive 
ICE may be· required, at City's election, in form approved by City. Seller shall secure any such 
vvaiver, quitclaim deeds, consents, subordinations, or releases. 
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4. CONDITIONS TO CLOSING 

4.1 City's Conditions to Closing 

The following are conditions precedent to City's obligation to purchase the Easements 
(collectively, rr Conditions Precedent"): 

(a) The physical condition of all portions of the Easement .Areas shall be 
substantially the same on the Clcising Date as on the date of City's execution of this Agreement, 
reasonable weai and tear and loss by casualty excepted (subject to the provisions of Article 8 
[Risk of Loss]), and as of the Closing Date there shall be no litigation or administrative agency 
or other governmental proceeding, pending or threatened, that after the Closing c.ould materially 
adversely affect the value of the Easements or the ability of City to use all portions of the 
Easement Areas for their respective intended use, and no proceedings shall be pending or 
threatened. that could or would cause the change, re-designation or other modillcation of the 
zoning classification of, or of any building or environmental code requirements applicable to, 
any portions of the Easement Areas. 

(b) Seller shall have delivered signed originals of any documents required 
under Section 3 .2, and, unless the parties elect to consummate the transaction ··without an escrow, 
Escrow Holder shall be committed at the Closing to issue to City a CL TA owner's policy of title 
insurance (the "Title Policy") in the amount of the Purchase Price, insuring title to the Easement 
vested in City free of all exceptions, ·liens, and encumbrances except only the Accepted 
Conditions of Title. The Title Policy shall contain such special endorsements as City may 
reasonably request · 

( c) The transactions contemplated by this Agreement shall have been 
approved by all applicable City departments and agencies, including, without limitation, the San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission, at their respective sole discretion, within sixty (60) days 
after Seller executes and delivers this Agreement to City. 

(d) If required by City's Charter, the Citis Mayor and the Board of 
Supervisors, at the sole discretion. of each, shall have enacted a resolution approving, adopting, 
and authorizing this Agreement and the. transactions contemplated by this Agreement, within 
ninety (90) days after Seller executes and delivers this Agreement to City. 

_ (e) Seller shall have delivered the items descn'bed in Section 5.4 below 
[Seller's Delivery of Documents] on or before the Closing. 

The Conditions Precedent contained in the foregoing subsections (a) thrmigb (e) are 
solely for Citis benefit. If any Condition Precedent is not satisfied, City shall have the right at. 
its sole discretion either to waive in writing the ;Condition Precedent in question and proceed 
with the purchase (provided that the Conditions Precedent described in items (c) and (d) above 
may not be waived except insofar as City elects to extend the deadline for satisfying such item) " 
or, in the alternative, terminate this Agreement. The waiver of any Condition Precedent shall not 
relieve Seller of any liability or obligation with respect to any representation, warranty, covenant,. 
or agreement of Seller. ,In addition, the Closing Date ·may be ·extended, at City's option, for a 
reasonable period of time specified by City, to allow such Conditi.ons Precedent to be satisfied, 
subject to City'.s further right to tenn.inate this Agreement upon the expiration of the period of · 
any such extension if any such Conditions Precedent remain unsatisfied. . · 

If the sale of all of the Easements is not consummated because· of a default under this 
Agreement on the part of Seller or if a Condition Precedent with respect to one or more <?f the 
'Easements cannot be fulfilled because Seller frustrated such fulfillment by some affirmative act 
or negligent omission, at its sole election, City may (1) terminate this Agreement by delivery of 
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notice of termination to Seller, and neither party shall have any further rights or· obligations 
hereunder, (2) elect to proceed \.vith Clos.ing with respect to any Easement(s) with respect to 
which all Conditions Precedent have been· waived by City or satisfied and elect to either 
terminate this Agreement with respect to the remaining Eas·ement(s} not so purchased (pursuant 
to clause (1) of this paragraph) or continue this Agreement with respect to such remaining 
Easements (pursuant to clause (3) of this para.graph), or (3) continue this Agreement pending 
City's action for specific performance and/or damages hereunder, including, without limitation, 
City's costs and expenses incurred her~tinder. In the event City elects to proceed to Closing with 
respect to some, but not all, of the Easements pursuant to clause (2) above, the Purchase Price 
with respect to the Easement(s) being purchased will be reduced by the sum of the purchase 
prices stated in Section 2.1 attributable to the Easement(s) not being purchased and any 
subsequent Closing '\Vith respect to any such Easement not initially purchased shall be for the 
purchase price stated for such Easement in Section 2.1. . . 

4.2 Cooperation with City 

Seller shall cooperate with City and do all acts as may be reasonably requested. by City 
with regard to the fulfillment of any Conditions '.Precedent including, without limitation, 
execution of any documents, applications, or permits, but Seller's representations and warranties 
to City shall not be affected or released by City's waiver or fulfillment of any Condition. 

5. CLOSING AND POSSESSION 

5.1 11 Closing" Defined 

The corisummation of the purchase and sale contemplated hereby (the "Closing".) shall 
occur as provided in this Article 5. · 

5.2 Escrow; Closing Without an Escrow 

. (a) Unless the parties agree to consummate the purchase and sale without an 
escrow as provided in subparagraph (b) below: (i) On or before the Effective Date (as defined in 
Section 11.16 [General Provisions]), the parties shall operi escrow by depositing an executed 
counterpart of this Agreement with Chicago Title Company at its offices at 1929, Market Street, 
San Francisco, California 94104 ("Escrow Holder''); (ii) this Agreement shall serve as 
instructions to Escrow Holder as the escrow holder for consummation of the purchase and sale 
contemplated . hereby; (iii) Seller hereby authorizes City to ·prepare and submit supplemental 
escrow instructions in accordance with this Agreement on behalf of both parties, as needed; and 
(iv) the Closing shall be held and delivery of all items to be made at the Closing under this 
Agreement shall be made at Escrow Holder's offices. 

(b) No'hvitbstanding the foregoing, the parties may· elect by mutual agreement to 
consummate the purchase and sale without an escrow, in which event the Closing shall occur as 
described in Section 5.7Cb). 

53 Closing Date 

The Closing shall occur ninety (90) days after the Effective: Date (as defined in 
Section 11.16) or on such earlier date as City and Seller may mutually agree (the 11 Closing 
Dater'), subject to the provisions of Article 4 [Conditions Precedent]. The Closing Date may not 
be extended without the prior written approval of both. Seller and City, except as otherwise 
expressly provided in this Agreement. If the. Closing does not occur on or before the Closing 
Date and the parties have deposited documents or funds in escrow, Escrow Holder shall, unless it 
is notified by both parties to the contrary within five (5) business days after the Closing Date, 
r~turn such. items to the depositor thereof. 
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5.4 Sellerrs Delivery of Documents 

(a) At or before the Closing, Seller shall deliver or cause to be delivered to 
City the following: 

. (i) each of the duly executed and acknowledged Deeds; 

(ii) such resolutions, authorizations, or other documents as City 
may reasonably require to demonstrate the authority of Seller to enter into this Agreement 
and consummate the transactions contemplated hereby, and such proof of the power and 
authority of the individuals executing any documents or other instruments on behalf of 
Seller to act for and bind Seller, 

(iii) any documents needed in order to eliminate title exceptions 
other than Accepted Conditions of Title; and 

_ (iv) a closing statement in form and content satisfactory to City 
and Seller (which may be in the form of a letter or memorandum from City, countersigned 
by Seller, if the parties elect to consummate the transaction without an escrow). 

Seller shall also deliver a properly executed California Franchise Tax Board Form 590 
certifying that Seller is a California resident (if Seller is an individual) or that Seller has a 
permanent place of business in California or is qualified to do business in Californi~ if Seller is a 
corporation, or other evidence satisfactory to City that Seller is. exempt from the "\-vithholding 
requirements of Section 18662 of the California Revenue and Taxation Code. Seller 
acknowledges and agrees that if .Seller fails at Closing to deliver to City such certificate, City 
may be required,. to -withhold and remit to the appropriate tax authority a portion of the Purchase 
Price pursuant to Section 18662 of the California Revenue and Taxation Code. Any amount · 
properly so withheld and remitted shall be deemed to have been paid by City as part of the 
Purchase Price, and Seller's obligation to consummate the transaction contemplated herein shall 
not be excused or otherwise affected thereby. 

(b) Seller shall deliver such items to.Seller through escrow, unless the parties 
elect to close the transaction without an escrow in which event Seller shall deliver the items 
directly to CitY for a Glosing in accordance with Section 5. 7 (b). 

5.5 City's Delivery of Documents and Funds 

(a) At or before the Closing, City shall deliver to Seller the following: 

(i) a .certificate of acceptance, executed by City's Director of 
Property, or, with respect to any Easement to. be conveyed to City's "designee, an 
authorized agent on behalf of such designee, to be attached to each of the_ Deeds before 
recording; 

(ii) .a closing statement in form and content satisfactory to City 
and Seller (which may be in the form of a letter or memorandum from City to Seller if the 
parties elect to consummate the transaction without an escrow); 

(ill) funds sufficient to pay City's share of expenses· under 
Article 6; and 

(iv) the Purchase Price, as provided in Article 2 hereof (as it may 
adjusted pursuant to the pro"Visions of Section 4.lCc)). 
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(b) City shall deliver such documents and funds through escrow; however, if 
the parties elect to consummate the transaction without an escrow, Citj shall deliver the fimds 
and documents as provided in Section 5.7(b). 

5.6 Other Documents; Cooperation 

Seller and City shall perform such further acts ang execute and deliver such additional 
documents and instruments as may be reasonably required in order to carry out the provisions of 
this Agreement and the intentions of the parties. 

5.7 Closing 

(a) Closing through Escrow. Subject to Section 5.7(b), at Closing, provided 
all the conditions to the parties' obligations .have been satisfied or waived as .provided and 
permitted by this Agreement, Escrow Holder shall perform the following acts in the following 
order: · · 

(i) Perform such acts as are necessary in order to deliver title to 
City subject only to the Accepted Conditions of Title, including recording any deed of 
reconveyance, subordination agreement, or other documentation as specified in 
supplemental escrow instructions submit:ted by City before Closing. 

(ii) Deliver the Deeds to City or City's designee; 

(iii) Deliver to Seller, or as Seller may instruct, the Purchase. 
Price, less any amount necessary to satisfy any liens, bond demands, delinquent taxes, and 
Seller's share of expenses and prorations under Article 6; 

(iv) Issue the Title Policy to City, if requested to do so by City; 
and 

{v) Deliver to the approp~te party any other documents, 
instruments, and sums required by this Agreement 

(b) Closing without Escrow. If the parties elect to consummate the purchase 
and sale without an escrow, City shall effect the Closing on the Closing Date as follows: 

(i) City shall: (A) deliver to Seller, or as Seller may instruct, 
the Purchase. Price (less any amount necessary to satisfy any liens, bond demands, 
delinquent taxes,. and Seller's share of expenses and prorations, if. applicable, under Article 
fil, and (B) cause each respective certificate of acceptance for the Deeds to be. executed, 
when: 

with Section 5.4, and 
(A) City has received Seller's documents. in accordance 
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(B) City and/or its designee has received each of the 
Deeds conveying the Easements· to City or its designee duly acknowledgep and in a 

. recordable form, subject only to the Accepted Conditions of Title, obtain the Title Policy 
(if City elects to do so), and deliver to the appropriate party any other documents, 

. instruments, and sums required by this Agreement. · 

5.8 ·Possession and Use 

.With respect to each Easement, the right of possession and use of the Easement Ai-ea 
corresponding to such Easement by City and/or its designees, including the right to remove and 
dispose of improvements and install· and connect utilities, shall commence on the dates City's 
contractor first enters such Easement Area to commence staging for the Project (the "Possession 
Date"), which may occur before the. Closing Date; provided, however, City shall use reasonable 
efforts to (a) confine its Project construction work on or about Seller's property to periods when 
classes are not in session at Seller's Franklin School and (b) perform Project construction work 
only .during ti;tose periods identified in, or pursuant to; Paragraph 5 of Exhibit C to the MOA .. 
The Purchase ·Price includes but is not limited to full payment for such possession and use, 
including interest and damages if any from such date, notwithstanding any other provision of this 
Agreement. Cirjr shall provide Seller with at least thirty. (30) days' advance -vvritten notice of the 
Possession Date. · 

6. EXPENSES; PRORATIONS 

6.1 City's Expenses 

Except as specifically stated in this Agreement, City shall pay all costs, fees, and 
expenses resulting from or associated vvith the transactions contemplated by this Agreement, 
including escrow fees, closing costs, and costs and charges associated with or any title insurance 
to be procured or issued in connection with such transactions, if any. 

6.2 Seller's Expenses 

Seller shall pay all costs incurred in connection with (a) the prepayment or satisfaction of 
any loan, bond or other indebteqness -secured in whole or part by any portion of the Easement 
Areas -including, without limitatipn., any prepayment or delinquency fees, penalties, or charges. 
Seller shall also pay at the Closing any delinquent taxes that may have become a lien against 
Seller's Property and (b) the securing of any quitclaim deeds, spousal waivers, lender's consents 
or subordinations, tenants' consents, or similar releases sufficient to clear or subordinate any 
possessory rights of third parties over the Easement Areas with respect to the Easements. 

7. REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES 

Seller represents and warrants to and covenants with City as follows: 

(a) Ownership of Property. Seller is the sole fee owner of Seller's Property, 
and will own it at the time of the Closing, free and clear of all liens, leases; occupancy 
agreements, claims, encumbrances, easements, and rights of way of any nature (whether 
disclosed in the public record or not), except only the Accepted Conditions of Title. To the best 
of Seller's knowledge, there are (i) no material exceptions to its title to Seller's Stewart Avenue. 
Property that are not disclosed on the preliminary title report attached as Exhibit G and (Ii) ) no 
material exceptions to its title to Seller's Park Plaza Drive Property that will interfere with City's 
rights as specified in the Deed that grants the Park Plaza Drive ICE to City. 

(b) Signing Authority. Seller and the signatories on Seller's behalf represent 
and warrant that the signatories on Seller's behalf to this Agreement are authorized to enter into 
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this Agreement to convey real property and that no other authorizatiom; are required to 
implement this Agreement on behalf of Seller. 

(c) No Leases. There are now, and will be at the Closing, no oral or written 
leases, occupancy agreements, licenses, or easements affecting any portion of any of the 
Easement Areas or that would affect City1s access to or U.se as contemplated by the Deeds of any 
portion of the Easement Areas. 

(d) No Property Defects or Legal Violations. To the best of Seller's 
knowledge, there are now, and at the time of the Closing will be, no material physical defects of 
any portion of the Easement Areas, and no violations of any laws, rules, or regulations applicable 
to any portion of the Easement Areas. 

(e) No Impediments to Use. Seller knoi;vs of no facts nor has Seller failed to 
disclose any fact that would prevent City from using the Easements after Oosing in the normal 
manner in which they are intended. 

(f) No Lawsuits. There are no lawsuits ~r proceedings pending or, to the best 
of Seller's knowledge, threatened against or affecting Seller, Seller's Property, or its use that 
would affect Seller's ability to consummate the sale contemplated by this Agreement or City's 
use and enjoyment of the Easements after the Closing. 

(g) No Known HaZardous Materials. To the best of Seller's knowledge, 
there has been no release and there is no threatened release of any Hazardous Material in, on, 
under or about Seller's Property. As used herei:Q, "Hazardous Material" shall mean any 
material that, because of its quantity, concentration, or physical or chemical characteristics, is 
deemed by any federal, state, or local governmental authority to pose a present or potential· 
hazard to human health or safety or to the environment "Release" or "threatened release" 
when used wi.th respect to Hazardous Material shall include any actual or imminent spilling, 
leaking, pumping, pouring, emitting, emptying, discharging, injecting, escaping, leachlng, 
dumping, or disposing into or inside any· of the improvements, or in, on, under, or about the 
Easement Area. 

For the purposes of such representations, the phrase "to the best of Seller's 
knowledge" shall mean, at the time of the applicable representation, the actual knowledge of 
Julie Kessler, who serves as District's Assistant Superintendent of B~iness Services and its 
Chief Business Officer, after due and appropriate inquiry. 

8. RISK OF LOSS 

If any portion of an Easement Area is damaged or destroyed before the Closing Date, 
then the rights and obligations of Seller and City under this Agreement shall be as follows: City 
shall have the right, at its election, to terminate this Agreement in its entirety or terminate it only 
as to. that portion of"such Easement Area damaged or destroyed. City shall have thirty (30) days 
after Seller notifies City that an event described in this Article 8 has occurred to make such 
election by delivery to Seller of an election notice. City's failure to deliver such notice within 
such thirty (30)-day period shall be deemed City's election to terminate this Agreement in its 
entirety. If this Agreement is terminated in its entirety or in part pursuant to this Article 8, then 
City and Seller shall each be released from all obligations under this Agreement pertaining to 
that portion of the Easement Area affected by such termination. If City elects not to terminate 
this Agreement in its entirety, Seller shall give City a creel.it against the Purchase Price at the 
Closing in an amount proportionate to the percentage reduction, if any, of the square footage of 
the Easement Area, and this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. ··· 

~ . 
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9. lVIAlNTENANCE; CONSENT TO NEW CONTRACTS 

9.1 lVIaintenance of the Easement Area 

Between the date of Seller's execution of this Agreement and· the Closing, Seller shall 
maintain Sellers Property in its current condition and shall make, at Seller's expense, all repairs 
necessary to maintain Seller's Property in such condition. Seller shall make no changes to the 
Easement Areas vvithout City's prior, written consent, which shall not be unreasonably withheld 
or delayed. · · 

9.2 ·Contracts Affecting the Easement Area 

Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement or by express written permission granted 
by City, Seller shall not, after the. date of execution of this Agreement, alienate, lien, encumber, 
or otherwise transfer Seller's Property or any portion thereof or allow the same to occur, or enter 
into any lease OT· contract "VYith respect to Seller's Property or any portion thereof that would 
survive the Possession Date and impair City's access to or use of any portion of any of the 
Easement Areas as contemplated by the Deeds. 

10. DISMISSAL OF El\'llNENT DOMAIN ACTION 

Seller hereby agrees and consents to the dismissal of any pending action in eminent 
domain by City as to Seller's Property or any portion thereof and Seller also "vaives all claims to 
court costs and any money that may now be on deposit :in the Superior Court in such action. 

11. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

11.1 Notices 

Any notice, consent, or approval required or permitted to be given under this Agreement 
shall be :in writing and shall be given by (i) hand delivery, against receipt, (ii) reliable next­
business-day courier service that provides confirmation of delivery, or (iii) United States 
registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, retum receipt required, and addressed as follows (or 
to such other address as either party may from time to time specify in: w-riting to the other upon 
five ( 5) days' prior, written notice in the manner provided above): 

Citv: 

To: 

with copy to: 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, 10th Floor 
San Francisco, California 94102 
Attention: Brian Morelli 
Facsimile No.: (415) 487-5200 

Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 
Office of the City Attorney 
City Hall, Room 234 · 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett ·Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682 
Facsimile No.: (415) 554-4755 
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Seller: 

To: 

with a copy to: 

District Office, Jefferson Elementary School 
District 
Attn: Julie Kessler 
101 Lincoln Avenue 
Daly City, CA 94015 
Facsimile No.: (650) 992-2265 

Office of the County Counsel 
Attn: John Nibbelin, ChiefDeputy 
400 County Center, 6th Floor 
Redwood City, CA 94063 
Facsimile No.: (650) 363-4034 

A properly addressed notice transmitted by one of the foregoing methods shall be deemed 
received upon the confirmed date of-delivery, attempted delivery, or rejected delivery, whichever 
occurs :first. Facsimile numbers are provided above for convenience of communication; 
however, neither party may give o:lflcial or binding notice by facsimile. The effective time of a 
notice shall not be affected by the receipt, prior to receipt of the original, of a telefacsimile copy 
of the notice. 

11.2 Brokers and Finders 

Neither party has had any contact or dealings regarding the Easements, or any of them, or 
any communication in connection with the subject matter of this Agreement, through any 
licensed real estate broker or other person who could claim a right to a commission or :finder's 
fee in connection ""ith the purchase and sale contemplated herein. In the event that any broker or 
:finder perfects a claim for a commission or finder's fee based upon any such contact, dealings, or 
communication, the party through whom the broker or :finder makes his or her claim shall be 
responsible for .such commission or fee and shall indemnify and hold harmless the other party 
from all claims, costs, and expenses (including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys' fees and 
disbursements) incurred by the indemnified party in defending against the same. The provisions 
of this Section shall survive the Closing. 

113 Successors and Assigns 

This Agreement shall be binding upon; and inure to the benefit of, the parties hereto and 
their respective successors, heirs, admilli~tors and assigns, subject to Section 9.2 [Contracts 
Affecting the Easement Areas}. 

11.4 Amen~ments; Waivers 

Except as otherwise provided herein, (i) this Agreement may be amended or modified 
only by a wntten inStrument executed by City and. Seller, (ii) no waiver pf any provision of this 
Agreement will be binding unless executed in vvTI.ting by the party making the waiver, (ii) no 
waiver of any provision of this Agreement will be deemed to constitute a waiver of any other 
pro"Vision, whether. or not similar, and (iv) no waiver will constitute a continuing waiver unless 
the ·written waiver so specifies. 

11.5 Continuation and Survival of Representations and Warranties 

All representations and warranties by the respective parties contained herein or made in 
writing pursuant to .this Agreement .are intended to be, and shall remain, true and correct as of the 
Closing, shall be deemed to be material, and, together vvith all conditions, covenants, and 
inderrinities made by the respective. parties contained in this Agreement or made in writing 

11 

1825 



pursuant to this Agreement (except .as otherwise expressly limited or expanded by the terms of 
this Agreement), shall survive the execution and delivery of this Agreement and the Closing, or, 
to the extent the context requires, beyond any termination of this Agreement All statements 
contained in any certificate or other instrument delivered at any time by or on behalf of Seller in 
conjunction with the transaction contemplated hereby shall constitute representations and 
warranties under this Agreement 

11.6 Governing Law 

This Agreement shall be governed by California law and City's Charter. There shall be 
no obligation for the payment of money by City 1.m.der this Agreement unless City's Controller 
first certifies, pursuant to Section 3.105 of City's Charter, that there is a valid appropriation from 
which the expenditure may be made and that unencumbered funds are available from the 
appropriation to pay the expenditure. '· 

11. 7 Merger .of Prior Agreements; No Inducement 

Tl;i.e parties intend that this Agreement (including all· of the attached exhibits and 
schedules and any documents specifically described in this Agreement, which· are hereby 
incorporated into this Agreement by reference) shall be the final, complete, and exc111$ive 
expression of their agreement with respect to the subject matter of this Agreement and may not 
be contradicted by evidence of any prior or contemporaneous oral or written agreements or 
understandings. The parties further intend that this Agreement shall constitute the complete and 
excltrsive statement of its terms and that no extrinsic evidence whatsoever (including~ -without 
limitation, term sheets and prior drafts or changes to such drafts) may be introduced in any 
judicial, administrative, or other legal proceeding involving this Agreement. The making, 
execution, and delivery of this Agreement by the parties has bei;:n induced by no representations, 
statements, warranties, or agreements other than those expressed in this Agreement. 

11.8 Parties and Their Agents; Approvals 

The term "Seller" as used in this Agreement shall include the plural as well as the 
singular. If there is more than one (1) Seller, then the obligations under this Agreement imposed 
on Seller shall be joint and several. As used herein, the term n Agentsn when used 'with respect 
to either party shall include the agents, employees, officers, contractors, and representatives of 
such party. Subject to applicable law, all approvals, consents, or other determinations permitted 
or required by City under this Agreement shall be made by or through the General Manager of 
City's Public Utilities Commission or the City's Director of Property, Unless otherwise provided 
herein, .. 

11.9 Interpretation of Agreement 

The article, section, and other headings of this Agreement and the table of contents are 
for convenience of reference only and shall not affect the meaning or interpretation of any 
provision contained herein. Whenever the context so requires, the use of the singular shall be 
deemed to include the plural and vice versa, and each gender reference shall be deemed to 
include the other and the neuter. This Agreement has been negotiated at ·arm's length and 
between persons sophisticated and knowledgeable in the matters dealt with herein. In addition, 
each party has been represented or had the opportunity to be represented by experienced and 
knowledgeable legal· counsel. Accordingly, any rule of law (including California Civil Code 
Section 1654) or legal decision that would require interpretation of any ambiguities· in this 
Agreement against the party that has drafted it is not applicable and is vvaived. The provisions of 
this Agreement shall be interpreted in a reasonable manner to effect the purposes of the parties 
and this Agreement. 
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11.10 Severability 

If any term or provision of this Agreement, ·or the application of any term or provision of 
this Agreement to any person or circumstances, shall to any extent be invalid or unenforceable, 
the remainder of this Agreement, or the application of such provision to persons or 
·circumstances other than those as to which it is invalid or unenforceable, shall not be affected 

' thereby, and each provision of this Agreement shall be valid and shall be enforceable to the 
extent permitted by law. 

11.11 Sunshine Ordinance 

. Seller understands and agrees that under the City's Sunshine Ordinance (San Francisco 
Administrative Code, Chapter 67) and the State Public Records Law (Gov. Code Section 6250 
et seq.), this Agreement and any and all records, information, and materials submitted to the City 
under this Agreement are public records subject to public disclosure. Seller hereby 
acknowledges that the City may disclose any records, information, and materials submitted to the 
City in connection i;vith this Agreement. 

11.12 Conflicts of Interest 

Through its execution of this Agree:pJ.ent, Seller aclmowledges that it is familiar -with the 
provisions of Section 15.103 of the San Francisco Charter, Article ID, Chapter 2 of City's 
·Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code, and Section 87100 et seq. and Section 1090 et seq. 
of the Government Code of the State of California, and certifies that it does not know of any 
facts that would constitute a violation of those provisions, and agrees that if Seller becomes 
aware of any such fact during the term of this Agreement, Seller shall immediately notify the 
City .. 

11.13 Notification of Limitations on Contributions 

Through its execution of this Agreement, Seller acknowledges that it is familiar with 
Section 1.126 of the San Francisco Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code, which prohibits 
any person who contracts with the City for the selling or leasing any land or building to or from 
the City whenever such transaction would require approval by a City elective officer .or the.board 
on which that City elective officer serves, from making any campaign contribution to the officer · 
at any time from the commencement of negotiations for such contract until the termination of 
negotiations for such contract or three (3) months has elapsed from the date the contract is 
approved by the City elective officer, or the board on which that City elective officer serves. 

11.14 Non-Liability of City Officials, Employees and Agents 

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement, no elective or appointive 
board, commission, member, officer, employee, agent, or consultant of City shall be personally 
liable to Seller, its successors and assigns, in the event of any default or breach by City or for any 
amount that may become due to Seller, its successors and assigns, or for any obligation of City 
under this Agreement. 

11.15 Counterparts 

This Agreement may be executed in two (2) or more counterparts, each of which shall be 
deemed an original, but all of which taken together shall constitute one and the same instrument 
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11.16 Effective Date 

As used herein, the term "Effective Date" shall inean the date on which both parties 
shall have executed this Agreement provided the Agreement and the transactions contemplated 
by the Agreement shall have been authorized {a) in a manner required by law governing Seller, 
and (b) by a duly adopted resolution of the City's Public Utilities Commission, and ( c) if required 
by City's Charter, by a duly adopted resolution of the City's Board of Supervisors and Mayor. 

. NOTWITHSTANDING ANYTHING TO THE CONTRARY CONTAINED IN THIS 
AGREEwIENT, SELLER ACKNOWLEDO-ES AND AGREES THAT NO OFFICER OR 
ErvfPLOYEE OF CITY HAS AUIBORITY TO CO:Mlvf.IT CITY TO THIS AGREE1vIENT 
UNLESS AND UNTIL APPROPRlATE LEGISLATION OF CITY'S PUBLIC UTILITIES 
COivllVlISSION (AND, IF REQUIRED BY CITY'S CHARTER,. APPROPRIATE 
LEGISLATION OF CITY'S BOARD OF SUPERVISORS) SHALL HA VE BEEN DULY 
'ENACTED APPROVING THIS AGREEivffiNT AND AUTHORIZING THE 
TRA,..N"SACTIONS CONTEMPLATED HEREBY. THEREFORE, ANY OBLIGATIONS OR 
LIABILITIES OF CITY HEREUNDER ARE CONTINGENT UPON THE DUE ENACTMENT 
OF SUCH LEGISLATION. 

[Signatures on next page] 
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The parties have duly executed this Agreement as of the respective dates written be~ow. 

SELLER: 

CITY: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

DENN;rS J. HERRERA, City Attorney 

By.: ~~ ~·. 

Deputy City Attorney 

·JEFFERSON ELErYfENTARY SCHOOL 
DISTRICJ", a California pufilic school district 

By: p~ardo Vidales, Superintendent . 

Date: __ ~_!_Co ____ _, 201? 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation. 

By: 

Date: 
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ESCROW HOLDER'S ACKNO\VLEDG"NIENT 

. [Applicable only when the parties ·will close the transaction through an escrow] 

Escrow Holder rurrees to act as escrow holder in accordance with the terms of this 
Agreement. Escrovv HoWer's failure to execute below shall not invalidate the Agreement 
between City and Seller. 

ESCROW HOLDER: CHICAGO TITLE COlvfPANY 

By: 
[signature] 

Name: ...__..,.._..,..._ ___ ~---~------~~------~ 
[print name] 

Its: 

/JVhen Sell er and City have delivered a copy of this Agreement for Purchase and Sale of Real 
Estate, executed by Seller and City, to escrow, Escrow.Holder should sign this page and transmit 
a copy to Seiler and City. Seller and City agree that a photocopy, scanned copy or/axed copy is 
adequate for this purpose.] 
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EXHIBIT A 

TO 

AGREEi\iIENT FOR PURCHASE Al'iD SALE OF REAL ESTATE 

TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEl\ilENT DEED 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
AND WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO: 

Director of Property 
Real Estate Division. 
City and County of San Francisco 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94102 

The undersigned hereby dedares this instrument to be 
exempt from Recording Fees (Govt Code§ 27383) and 
Document Transfer Ta't Rev. & Tax. Code l l922). 

(Space above this line reserved for Recorder's use only) · 

EASEJ.\'IENT DEED 
(Temporary Construction Easements) 

(Portions of Assessor's Parcel Nos. 
006-111-540 and 006-111-460) 

. FOR VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged JEFFERSON ELEIYIENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT, a California public 
school district (''Grantor"), hereby grants to the CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation ("Grantee11

) two temporary, exclusive easements for construction and 
access purposes as further described below (each an "Easement't and collectively, the 
"<E~ements"). One such Easement shall be over, across, and upon Grantors real property in the 
unincorporated area of Daly City known as Broadmoor, San Mateo County. California, located at 
700 Stewart Avenue, Broadmoor, California 94015-3519 and c'ommonly known as Assessor's 
Parcel 006-111-460. Such Easement is more particularly described 'in Section A of the attached 
Exhibit 1. The second such Easement shall be over, across, in, and upori portions of Grantor's 
real property in the unincorporated area: of Daly City known as Broad.moor, San Mateo County, 
California adjacent to South Park Plaza Drive, Broad.moor, Califorma 94015-3519 and 
commonly known as Assessor's Parcel 006-111-540. Such second Easement is more 
particularly described in Section B of the attached Exhibit 1. The Easements shail consist of 
two areas on and across the specific locations depicted in the attached Exhibit 2 (the "Easement 
Areas"). The two parcels of Grantor's real property described above (Assessor's Parcel 006-
.111-460 and Assessor's Parcel 006-1.11-540) are referred. to in this Deed as the •'Grantor's 
Property." 

. 1. Nature of Easements. The Easement Areas shall consist of exclusive surface easements 
that shall be used for con5truction staging and general construction-related activities. Grantee's 
rights to use any portion of the Easement Areas shall include (a) the right to store, use, and stage 

A-1 

1831 
e~ n:G. TAE. Pwcllase Agreement-Jefferson ill-l:z .. 15 



·--·-·· ··---........-.-'·----·- ~-~--···--·---······. ·······--····-··-········--·······------····-· ········ - . --------·----·--···-·--·-------·····- -·----·-----

construction trailers, equipment, vehicles, machinery, to"ols, materials, supplies, and excavated 
soils in connection \.V:ith the construction of Grantee's Regional Groundwater Storage and 
Recovery Project (the "Project"); (b) the right to-improve, repair, and maintain the Ea5ement 
Areas, :including grading, installation of paving and/or. crushed rock, fencing, management of 
vegetation impinging on the Easement Areas; and (c) such other rights as are ·reasonably 
necessary for the full enjoyment and. accomplishment of the purposes of the Easements. 
Grantee's rights under this Deed may be exercised by Grantee's agents, contractors, 
subcontractors, suppliers, consultants, employees, licensees, invitees, or representatives 
C'Agen ts''), or by other authorized persons acting for or on behalf of Grantee. Grantee 
acknowledges that Granter uses Grantor's Property as a public school and, accordingly, so long 
as such school use continues, except in emergencies, Grantee \vill use reasonable efforts to· 
exercise its rights granted pursuant to this Deed in a manner that will minimize any disruption of 
Gran.tor's school uses. Grantee shall be solely responsible for obtaining, at its sole expense, any 
pemtlts, authorizations, or approvals required by any applicable federal, state, or local law ·wi.th 
respect to the use of the Easement Areas by Grantee and its Agents pursuant to this Deed . 

., Term of Easements. The term of the Easements shall commence on the date (the 
"Commencement Date") on which Grantee's contractor first enters either of the Easement Areas 
to commence staging in connection \vith construction of the Project after Grantee's issuance of a 
Notice to Proceed to the contractor. Grantee shall provide, or cause its contractor to provide, at 
least thirty (30) days' advance written notice to Graritor of the Commencement Date. At the 
request of either party, Granter and "Grant~e shall confirm in writing the Commenceme~t Date. 
The Easements shall expire on the last day of the ninth (9th) full calendar month after the 
Commencement Date; however, Grantee shall have the option to extend the term on a month-to- . 
month basis not to exceed an additional nine (9) monthS beyond. the original expiration term of 
the easement. Thirty (30) days1 written notice will be given to Grarrtor if Grantee elects to 
exercise its option for any such extension. Upon expiration of the extended term, Grantee shall 
pay Gn=intor an additional sum for any such extensions at the same rate paid for the initial term 
(prorated on a monthly basis). 

3. Restoration. Upon the earlier of expiration of the term of the Easements or Grantee's 
completion of the Project, Grantee shall restore the surface of the Easement Areas. and any 
adjoining portion of Granter's Property to the extent damaged by Grantee: s exercise of its rights 
to access the Easement Areas to substantially the. same condition as that· which existed 
innnediately prior to the Project-related work. Grantee's obligation to restore the Easement 
A.ieas and any such damaged portion of Grantor's Property will include the removal of any 
material introduced to, or released upon, any portion of the Easement Areas or Grantor's 
Property by Grantee or its agents, employees, or contractors that, because of its quantity, 
concentration, or physical or chemjcal characteristics, is deemed by any federal, state, or local 
governmental authority to pose a present or potential hazard to human health or safety or to the 
en\rironment. 

4. Notices. Any notice, consent, or approval required or permitted· to be given under this 
Easement Deed shall be in vvri.ting and shall be given by. (i) hand delivery, against receipt, 
(ii) reliable next-business-day courier service that provides confirm,ation of delivery, or 
(iii) United States registered or certified mall, postage prepaid, return receipt required, and 
addressed as follov..-s · (or to such other address as either party may from time to time specify in 
v...Ti.ting to the other upon five (5) days prior written notice in the manner provided above): . 
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Grantee: 
To: 

\Vith a copy to: 

Grantor: 

To: 

""ith a copy to: 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, ·10th Floor 
San Francisco, California 94103 
Attention: Brian Morelli, WSIP llight of Way 
Manager 
Facsimile No.: (415) 487-5200 

Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 
Office of the City Attorney 
'City Hall, Room 23 4 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682 
Facsimile No.: (415) 554-47.55 

District Office, Jefferson Elementary School 
District 
Attn:NM!E 
101 Lincoln.Avenue 
Daly.City, CA 94015 
Facsimile No.: (650) 992-2265 

Office of the County Counsel 
Attn: John Nibbelin, Chief Deputy 
400 Counfy Center, 6th Floor 
Redwood City, CA 94063 
Facsimile No.: (650) 363-4034 

A properly addressed notice transmitted by one of the foregoing methods shall be deemed 
received upon confirmed delivery, attempted delivery, or rejected delivery. Facsimile numbers 
are provided above for convenience of communication only; neither party may give official or 

. binding notice by facsimile. · 

5. Maintenance and Repairs. During the. term of the Easements, Gran.tee shall be 
responsible, at its expense, to repair and maintain the Easement Areas only as to wear and tear 
caused by the proportionate use of the Easements-Areas by Grante~ and its Agents, and not wear 
and tear caused· by use of the Easement Areas by others. To the extent that any portion of 
Grantor's Property is damaged by Grantee or its Agents in the exercise of Grantee's rights under 
this Deed, Grantee shall repair such damage or replace the damaged item. or at Grantee's 

. election and with Grantor's consent, shall compensate Gran.tor for th~ damage. 

6. Indemnity. Grantee shall indemnify, defend, and hold Grantor harmless from and 
against any and all demands, claims, legal or administrative proceedfugs, losses, costs, penalties, 
fines, liens, judgments, damages, and liabiliti.es of any kind (collectively, '~Eoss.e;s"), arising 
directly out of any activity by Grantor or its Agents pursuant to this beed or any breach of 
Grantee's obligations under this Deed, except to the extent of Losses caused by the negligence or 
\.villful misconduct of Grantor or Grantor's authorized represen.tative_s, and except for Losses 
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resulting from the discovery of pre-existing conditions discovered (and not caused} by any 
activities lUldertaken by Grantee or its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

7. Run with the Land. The provisions of this Easement Deed shall run \.vith the land, 
burden the Easement Areas, and bind and inure to the benefit of the respective successors and 
assigns of Grantee and Grantor. In the event Grantor sells, conveys, or assigns any propert)r 
interest encumbered by the Agreement, Grantor shall notify the successor or· assignee of the 
rights and obligations of both parties as stated herein. 

8. Exhibits. The Exhibits referenced in this Deed are attached to and made a part of this 
Deed. 

9. Counterparts. Tiris Deed may be executed in collllterparts, each of which shall be an 
original, but all counterparts shall constitute one instrument. 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.] 
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Executed as of this __ day of ______ , 20 l _ 

JEFFERSON ELEMENT ARY SCHOOL 

G R..;\J~TOR: 
DISTRICT, a California public school district 

Date: ________ , 201_ 

By: ____________ _ 

Date: , 201 -----------'-----' 

ACCEPTED: 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SA.i'I FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation 

By:. __________ _ 
John Updike 
Director of Property 

PUC Resolution: ----

Dated:-------

APPROVED AS TO FORlvI: 

DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney 

By: _______ "'------
Richard Handel, Deputy City Attorney 
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. ----·----··· ......... ___ _ 

CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE 

This is to certify that the interest in real property conveyed by this deed dated 
_______ .from the Granter to the City and County of San Francisco,"is hereby accepted 
pursuant to Board of Supervisors' Resolution No. 18110 Series of 1939, approved August 7, 
1957, and Grantee consents to·recordation thereofby its duly authorized officer. 

Dated: 
------~-

JOHN UPDIKE 
Director of Property 
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· A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document 

State of California ) 
} 55 

County of ) 

On , before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose.name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the vvithin instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/ber/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s). or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acte~ executed the instrument. 

I certify. under PE"NAL TY OF PER.H..:RY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

Signature __________ _ (Seal) 

A Notary Public or other officer ~ompleting this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to •vhich this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document 

State of California ) 
) SS 

County of ------. ) 

On , before me, a notary public in and 
for sfild State, personally appeared who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within instrument and ackno\Yledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct. 

WITNESS rny hand and official seal. 

(Seal) 
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A Notary Public. or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the dDcument to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document . 

State of California 

County of~~~~~ 

) 
) SS 

) 

On before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscnoed to 
the. within instrument and acknmvledged to me that he/she/they executed the same. in · 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instnnnent the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. · 

I certify under PENALTY.OF PERJURY under the laws ofth.e State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct 

. \VITNESS my hand and official seal. 

(Seal) 
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LWIBITl TO 

TEMPORUY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT DEED 

[Attach Legal Des~ription of Grantor's Real Properties] 

' ' 

Section A 
[Insert or attach legal description of Easement across Assessor's Parcel 006- l l 1-46q] 

Section B 
[Insert or attach description Of Easement across Assessor's Pared 006-111-540] 
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CUP-5, SITE 3 

PARCEL2H 

-··-~~-""-----'-"----·-···-· ......... -··-----·-~ 

EX~IBIT "A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

June 26, 2013 

All that real property situate in the unincorporated portion of San Mateo County, State of 

California, being a portion of the lands described in the following documents, that certain 

Grant Deed recorded on .June 26, 1952 in Book 2259 of Official Records at page 266, that 

certain Grant Deed recorded on December 4, 1986 in Book 1986 of Official Records at 

page 259, and that certain Resolution Accepting Deed recorded on October 2, 1950 in 

Book 1949 of Official Records at page 572~ and that certain Resolution and Order 

Abandoning \.Vhite Street East and Bush Street recorded on April 9, 1953 in Book 2396 

of Official Records at page 187, that certain Grant Deed recorded on Octoqer 31, 1950 in · 

Book 1967 of Official Records at page 300, that certain Resolution and Order 

Abandoning White Street recorded on March 41 1953 in Book 2376 of Official Records at 

page 525, that certain Resolution Accepting Deed 'recorded on October 31, 1950 in Book 

· 1967 of Official Records at page 304, that certain Grant Deed recorded on July 2, 1954, 

in Book 2610 of Offidal Records at page 85, and that certain Grant Deed recorded on 

March 11, 1962 in Book 4205 of Official Records at page 58 ! 2 San Mateo County 

Records, State of California; being more particularly described as follows: 

BEGll.~NING at the 3/4" Iron Pipe with Brass Tag Stamped ''RCE 5476" and pin in the 

monument well at the intersection of the centerline ofNimitz Drive \vith centerline of 

87th Street as shown on that certain Record of Survey, No. 2426, .recorded on May 13, 

2013, in Volume 38 of Licensed Land Surveyor Maps at pages 35 and 36, San Mateo 

County Records; 

thence along said centerline of87th Street, North 89°17'34" West, 39 l.86 feet to the 

beginning of a tangent curve to the right; 

J:.Sutil6 060l!2-09'Plats' !201J-06-'.!6JCUP-5-6 SJ l'ZH 52 JA.ducx 
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thence continuing along last said centerline, along s~id curve having a radius of 499.96 
•' . 
feet, through a central angle of 1°24' IQ'', and an arc length of 12.24 feet to the 

' 
intersection with the centerline of Maddux Drive, as shown an said map; 

thence a.long the centerline of Maddux Drive, North l0 03'56" East, 145.72 feet to the 

beginning of a tangent curve to the left; 

thence continuing along last said centerline, along said curve having a radius of 174.~9 

feet, through a central angle of 76°01 '40", and an arc length 0~232.20 feet to the 

intersection with the centerline of Stewart Avenue being 50.00 feet wide as shown on that 

certain map recorded on October 9, 1947, in Book 28 of Maps at pages 8 t~ough I 0, San 

Mateo County Records; 

thence along last said centerline of Stewart Avenue, North 1°03 '56" East, 120.75 feet; 

thence leaving last said centerline, South 88°56'04"East, 25.00 feet to the easterly line of 

Stewart Avenue as sho\vn on last said map and the TRUE POL.'TT OF BEGINNING; 

thence along la.st said easterly line, North 1°03'56" East, 20.00 feet;· 

thence South 90"00'00" East, 194.14 feet; 

'thence North 74°15'34" East, 48.09 feet; 

thence South 89°53'39" East, 20.95 feet; 

thence North 00°00"00" East, 471.29 feet; 

thence South 90°00'00" East, 25.93 feet; 

thence South 00°00'00" West, 37.24 feet; 

J: Sut06'060212-Q91Pfots'. (20ll-06-26)CUP-5-6 SJ P2H S23A.docx 
SHEET2 OF 5 

1841 



~--~~------· ·-·· ·--·- ·-·· .. ·-·--· ·~-·--. --

·~ =·· Bkf 
ENGINEERS 

SURVEYORS 

PLANNERS 

thence.South 89°15'12" East, 92.27 feet to the beginning of a tangent curve to the left; 

thence along said curve having a radius of.450.00 feet. through a central angle of 

I I~ l 9'2 l" and an arc length of 88.93 feet to the northerly line of the parcel described in . 

that certain Grant Deed recorded on July 2, 19541 in Book 2610 of Official Records at· 

page 85; 

thence along last said northerly line, South 87°05'3611 East, 53.26 feet to the westerly line 

of the parcel descnbed in that certain Grant Deed recorded on December 22, 1965, in 

Book 5083 of Official Records at page 582 and the beginning of a non-tangent curve to 

the left. from which point a radial line, bears South 79°45'051
' West; 

thence along last said westerly line, southerly along said curve having a radius of 800.00 

feet, through a central angle of 00° I 0'2.0'', and an arc length of 2.40 feet to the northerly 

line of the parcel descnoed in that certain deed recorded on March 4, 1953 in Book 2377 

of Official Records at page 251; 

thence along last said northerly line, North 89°04'46" West, 56.80 feet to the northwest 

corner of last said parcel; 

theD:ce along the westerly line oflast said parcel,. South 26°41'22" East, 48.55 feet; · 

thence South 75°25'17" West, 18.41 feet; 

thence North 90°00'00" West. 168.37 feet; 

thence South 00°00'00" West, 388.36 feet; 

thence South 89°53'39" East, 72.05 feet; 

1: Sur06-060212--09'Plnts\ {2013-06-26)CUP-5-6 53 P2H S1 3A.dc= 
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thence South 00°09122" East, 89 .62 feet; 

thence South 89°50'38" West, 132.11 feet; 

thence North 00°09'22" West, 26.13 feet; 

thence North 56°14'50" West: 55.89 feet; 

thence North 90600'00" West, 194.51 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNh'fG, 

, containing an area of 43,926 square feet, more or less. 

CUP-06, SITE 2 

PARCEL3A 

All that real property situate in the unincorporated portion of San Mateo County, State of 

California, being a portion of Parcel IV described in that certain Resolution Accepting 

Deed recorded on October 2, 1950 in Book 1949 of Official Records at page 572,.San 

Mateo County Records, State of California, and being mare particularly descnoed as 

follows: 

BEGINNING at the 1-112" Iron ·Pipe, open, in concrete, assumed to be at the northeast 

comer of S.S. White Tract recorded on October 19, 1871, in Book l of Maps at page 18, 

San Mateo County Records, and said Parcel IV, as shown on that certain Record of 

Survey, No. 2426, recorded on May 13, 2013, in Volume 38 of Licensed Land Surveyor 

Maps at pages 35 and 36, San Mateo County Records; 

thence along the easterly line of said Parcel IV, South 1°04'08" West, 14.64 feet to the. 

TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 

thence continuing along last said line, South 1°04'08" West, 60.93 feet to the 

northeasterly line of the parcel described in that certain dee~. recorded on March 4, 1953 

in Book 2377 of Official Records at page 251; 

b5ut1J6'0602!2-091Plats\ (20!3--06-26)CUP-5-6 SJ P2H 52 3A.doa 
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thence along last said northeasterly lin9, North 26°32 '42" West, 59.23 feet; 

thence leaving last said line, North 73°57'49" East, 28.72 feet to the TRUE POINT OF 

BEGINNING, containing an area of 836 square feet, more or less. 

All bearings and distances shown on this exhibit are based upon the North American 
Datum of 1983 (NAD 83), California Coordinate System, Zone IU, Epoch l 991 .35. AH· 
distances shown hereon are grid distances. To convert to ground distance, multiply 
expressed distances by 1.00007405. Areas shown are calculated using grid distances . 
.To convert to ground area, multiply the expressed area by 1.00014811. 

A plat showing the above--described parcel is attached herein and made a part hereof as 
Exhibit "B11

• 

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in conformance with the 
Professional Land Surveyors' Act. 

Date I 

J:·Surll6'0b0212-09'Plats (201J--06.26)CUM-6 SJ P2H 52 3A.doi::< 
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EXIDBIT 2 to 

TEi\iIPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEl\tIENT DEED 

[Attach Depictions of Easement Areas that separately 
designate Easement Area on Assessor's Parcel 006-111-460 
and Easement Area on Assessor•s Parcel 006-111-540] 
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&: 1967 
O.R. 
304 
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J.E.S.D. b 

1967 0.R • .g 
300 SJ 

0 ----o-z 
589'5:3'39"E 

20:95• 

. -~ 

~ L=.2.40' 
?AAca Y~ \ 

SITE 2. P ARCa 3A FOUND 
1-1 /2" ~ IRON PIPE, 
OPEN. IN CONC, DOWN 2', 
PER (.1) 

89'04' 4-S"W -1-4---- LAND OF J.E.S.O. 1949 O.R. 572 

5~i.80' SEE "f,; 

I in DETAIL \ ~. 
--_,j.,---+----:.:'.'l ·~ \"'- v. 

N90iJO'o~·w l s1:i"2.5''\: ~~~. A ~ P; 
1sa.:37 I ,s.~'\ ·~ ~- i.r. ~ .. 
I il'.~~ \ ~ 

I L-~-- I" \ 
I i-- --

. \&: ~ 
I . I J. E..SEL.D. '6.~N. ~ 
l I PARC II/ ~ ,'&'.. C;:t. 

I 
1949 D.R. .£, ~~ 0 I ~2 ~\~ 

~-i +-~----- \ 
I") l ! \ 

~ ! ~- I \ 
b I ~~ I ' 
P I r~ l \ ~ tj a: 
g-+ ~ ~ ~ BENJAMINFRANKLrN -

I ~ ~ I SCHOOL \ 
~ ..... I 
......... , 

& RIGHT-Of-WAY EASEMENT FOR 
C.&C.S.F. 

1508 C.R. 347 

T.P.O.B. 

SITE 2, PARCEL 3A 
SEE DETAIL B 

AREA = . 836 SQ.FT.± 

1LLS113 

255 SHORELINE o·R 
SUITE 200 

Sub Ject -!;E~XH~l B~l....;;.T_,,.•,.....:a;;...• ______ _ 

SITE 3, PARCEL 2H k SITE 2, PARCEL 3A 
REDWOOD CITf, CA 94065 
650-482-SJOO 
650-482-6399 (FAX} 
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EXBIBITB · 

.TO 

AGREE~IENTFORPURCHASEANTISALEOFREALE~TATE 

PER.i'\tL.\NENT ACCESS EASEMENT DEED 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
A.!'41) WHEN RECORDED RETURt'T TO: 

Director of Property 
Real Estate Division 
City and County of San Francisco 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94102 

The undersigned hereby declares this 
instrument ta be exempt from Recording Fees 
(Govt. Code § 27383) and Documentary 
Transfer Tax (Rev. & Ta."(. Code· 11922 . 

(Space above this line reserved for Recorders use only) 

EASE:MENT DEED 
(Access Easement) 

1 

(Portion of Assessor's Parcel No. 006-111-460). 

FOR VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, JEFFERSON ELE:MENTARY SCHOOL DISTRJCT, a California public 
school district ("~rantor''), hereby grants to the CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation ("Grantee"), a permanent, nonexclusive easement for access purposes 
as further described below (the ''Easement") over, across. along .. and upoq Grantor's real 
proper1,:y in the unincorporated area of Daly City known as Broadmoor, San Mateo County, 
California, located at 700 Stewart Avenue, Broadffioor, California 94015-3519 and commonly 
known as Assessor's Parcel 006-111-460 ('"Grantor's· Property"), as more particularly 
descn'bed in the art.ached Exhibit 1. The specific location of the portion of Grantor's Property 
that is subject to the Easement is depicted in the attached Exhibit 2 (the '•Easement Area"). 

1. Nature of Easement. The Easement consists of the right to (a) improve, inspect, 
maintain. repair, operate, and use a roadway fa~ personnel and vehicles, approximately fifteen 
(15) feet in width (the 11Road") and ,(b) modify, remove, or replace the Road, provided that 
Grantee obtains Grantor's approval of the proposed modification, removal, and/or ·replacement, 

·which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld, conditioned, or delayed. In an emergency, 
however, Grantee may, but shall not be obligated to, make such modifications as are reasonably 
necessary under the circumstances to preserve or restore the safe use of the Easement:, \vithout 
Grantor's prior approval, provided that Grantee shail give Grantor such notice of the 
modifications as is reasonable under the circumstances1 which may be retroactively. The 
Easement also includes, at Grantee's expense, the right to conduct road grading, clearing of 
culverts, and vegetation management and. the right to do such other things as are necessary for 
the full enjoyment and accomplishment of the purpos1;;s of .the Easement. Grantee's rights under 
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this Deed may be exercised by Grantee's agents, contractors, subcontractors, suppliers, 
consultants, employees, licensees, invitees, or representariyes, or by other. authorized persons 
acting for or on behalf of Grantee (collectively, ''Agentstt). Grantee acknowledges that Granter 
uses Grantor's Property as a public school and, accordingly, so long as such school use 
continues~ except in emergencies, Grantee will use reasonable efforts to exercise its rights 
granted pursuµnt to this Deed in a manner that "'111 minimize any disruption of.Grantor's school 
uses. Grantee shall be solely responsible for obtaining, at its sole expense, any permits, 
authorizations, or approvals required by any applicable federal, state, or lo,cal la'1v \vith respect to 
the use of the Easement Area by Grantee and its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

2. Maintenance. Grantee shall be responsible, at its expense, to repair and maintain 
the Road only as to wear and tear caused by the proportionate use of the Road by.Grantee and its 
Agents, and not \.Vear and tear caused by use of the Road by others. To the extent that any 
portion of Grantor·s Property is damaged by Grantee or its Agents in the exercise of Grantee's 
rights under this Deed, Grantee shall repair such dam.age or replace the daniaged item, or at 
Grantee's election and ""ith Grantor's consent, shall compensate Grantor for the damage. 

3. Indemnity. Grantee shall inde:rnnify, defend, and hold Grantor harmless from 
and .against any and all demands, claims, legal or administrative proceedings, losses, costs, 
penalties, fines, liens, Judgments, damages, and liabilities of any kind (collectively, ••Losses"), 
arising directly out of any activity by Grantor or its Agents pursuant to this Deed or any breach 
of Grantee's obligations under this Deed, except to the extent of Losses caused by the negligence 
or willful misconduct of Granter or Grantor's authorized representatives, and except for Losses 
resulting from the discovery of pre-existing. conditions discovered (and not caused) by any 
activities undertaken by Grantee or its Agents pU!Suant to this Deed. 

4. Restoration. In connection with the. Regiorial Groundwater Storage and 
Recovery Project (the .,Project") of Grantee's Public Utilities Commission, Grantee int~nds to 
use the Easement in connection ·with Project construction activities on portions of Grant's. 
Property pursuant to easements to be conveyed to Grantee by Grantor contemporaneously "vith 
the grant of this Easement. Upon Grantee1s completion of such Project construction on or about 
Gran.tor's Property, Grantee shall repair any adjoining portion of Grantor's Property to the extent 
damaged by Grantee's exercise of its rights of access pursuant to this Deed to substantially the. 
same condition as that which existed immediately prior to Grantee's Project-related construction 
work. Grantee's obligation to restore any such damaged portion of Grantor's Property will 
include the removal of any material introduced to, or released upon, any portion of the Easement 
Area or Grantor's Property by Grantee or its agents, employees, or contractors that, because of 
its quantity, concentration, or physical or· cheniical characteristics, is deemed by any federal, 
state, or local governmental authority to pose a present or potential hazard to human health or 
safety or to the environment. 

5. Notices. Any notice, consent,' or approval require.d or permitt~d to be given under 
this Easement Deed shall be in writing and shall be given by (i) hand delivery, against receipt, 
(ii) reliable next-business-day courier service that provides confirmation of delivery,.· or 
(iii) United States registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, return. receipt required, and 
addressed as follmvs (or to such other address as either party' may from time to time spedfy in 
vvTiting to the other upon five (5) days prior \.Vritten notice in the manner provided above): 

Grantee: 
To: San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
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With a copy to: 

Granter: 
To: 

\Vi.th a copy to: 

525 Golden Gate A venue, 1 om Floor 
San Francisco, California 94103 
Attention: Brian Morelli, WSIP Right of Way 
Manager 
Facsimile No.: (415) 487-5200 

. Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 
Office of the City Attorney 
City Hall, Room 234 
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682 
Facsimile No.: (415) 554-4755 

District Office, Jefferson Elementary 
School District 
Attn: Julie Kessler 
101 Lincoln A venue 
Daly City, CA 94015 · 
Facsimile No.: (650) 992-2265 

Office of the County Counsel 
Attn: John Nibbelin, Chief Deputy 
400 County Center, 6th Floor 
Redwood City, CA 94063 · 
Facsimile No.: (650) 363-4034 

A properly addressed notice transmitted by one of the foregoing methods shall be deel!led 
received upon confirmed delivery, attempted delivery, or rejected delivery. Facsimile numbers 
are provided above for convenience 'of communication only; neither part}r may give official or 
binding notice by facsimile. 

6.. Run with the Land. The provisions of this Easement Deed shall run with the 
land, burden the Easement Area, and bind and inure to the benefit of the respective successors 
and assigns of Grantee and Grantor. In the event Grantor sells~ conveys, or assigns any property 
interest encumbered by the Agreement, Granter shall notify the successor or assignee of the 
rights and obligations of both parties as stated herein. · 

· 7. Exhibits. The Exhibits referenced in this Easement- Deed are attached to and 
made a part of this Deed. 

8. Counterparts. Ibis Easement Deed may be executed in counterparts, each of 
which shall be an original, but all counterparts shall constitute one instrument. 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.] 
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· Executed as of this __ day of ______ , 201_. 

GRA.l'fTOR: 

ACCEPTED: 

JEFFERSON ELEMENT ARY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT, 
a California public school district 

· Date: _________ , 201_ 

By: __________ _ 

Its: 
~~~--~~~~-~~ 

Date: ___________ •. 201_ 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAJ.'T FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation 

By: _________ _ 
John Updike 
Director of Property 

PUC Resolution: ___ _ 

Dated:-------

APPROV""ED AS TO FOR.lvl: 

DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney 

By:_-=-"',.......,.____,......,...... ____ ~--
Richard Handel, Deputy City Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF.ACCEPTA1~CE 

This is to certify that the interest in real property conveyed by this deed dated .,..------=--: 
from the Grantor to the City and County of San Francisco, is hereby accepted pursuant to Board 
of Supervisors' Resolution No. 181 lO Series of 1939, approved August 7, 1957, and Grantee 
consents to reccirdation thereof by its duly authorized officer. 

Dated: -------- By: 
JOHN UPDIKE 
Director of Property 
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A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document to \vhich this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document. · 

State of California 

. County of _____ _ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, t a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared · , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfact.ory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the -.,i,.ithin instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on.the instrument the 
person( s ). or the entity upon behalf of \.Vhich the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. . 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of Califorhia that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct. 
·witness my hand and official seal. 

Signature 
----~~--~--

(Seal) 

A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document 

State of California 

County of __ ~--

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared . . , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidenci;; to be the person(s).whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the \vithin instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the lmvs of the State of-California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct 
Witness my hand and official seal. · 

Sigilature ----------- (Seal) 
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AN otary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document to which this certificate is attached. and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document , 

State of California ) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, ; a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the i.\ithin instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by hiS/her/their signature(s) on the instrume_nt the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the.instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
para.:,oraph is true and correct. 
Witness my hand and official seal. 

Signature~---------- (Seal) 
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EXHIBITl TO 

PER..-.YL.:\NENT ACCESS EASEivIENT DEED 

·-:····-·----··· ..... ~---.. ·--·------·--··--·---·····-----·-·-·--·--

{Attach Legal Description of Grantor's Property! 
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·~ ==-·~· Bkf 
ENGiN.EERS 

SURVEYORS 

PLANNERS CUP~5, SITE J 

PARCEL2A 

EXHIBIT ".A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

June 26, 2013 

All that real property situate in the unincorporated portion of San Mateo County, State of 

California, being a portion of the lands described in the following documents, that certain 

Resolution Accepting Deed recorded on October 2, 1950 in Book 1949 of Official 

Records at page 572, that certain Resolution and Order Abandoning White Street East 

and Bush Street recorded on April 9, 1953 in Book 2396 of Official Records at page 187, 

that certain Grant Deed recorded on October 31, 1950 in Book 1967 of Official R~cords 

at page 300, that certain Resolution and Order Abandoning White Street recorded on 

March 4, I 953 in Book 2376 of Official Records at page 525, that certain Resolution 

Accepting Deed recorded on October 31, 1950 in Book 1967 of Official Records at page 

304, and that certain Grant Deed recorded on July 2, 1954 in Book 2610 of Official 

Records at page 85, San Mateo County Records, State of California, being more 

particularly described as follows: 

BEGINNll'lG at the 1-l/2" Iron Pipe, open. in concrete, at the northeast corner of Lot 26 

as said tot is shown on the S.S. White Tract recorded on October 19, 1871, in Book "E" 

of Original Maps at page 21 and copied into Book t of Maps at page 18, San Mateo 

County Records, and as shown on that certain Record of Survey, No. 2426, recorded on 

May 13, 2,013, in Volume 38 of Licensed Land Surveyor Maps at pages 35 and 36, San 

Mateo County Records; 

thence along the northerly line of said Lot 26, North 89°04'46" West, l 18.33 feet to.the 

southwest comer of the parcel described in that certain deed recorded on December 22, 

J:·Su11·16 060112..fJ'l Pints· t2013--06-26JCVP·5 SJ P2A.doc~ 
SHEET l OFJ . 
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SURVEYORS 

PlANN.E~S 
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1965, in Book 5083 of Official Records at page 582, San 1v!ateo County and the TRUE 

POINT OF BEGINNtNG; 

thence continuing along said northerly line of said Lot 26, North 89°04'46'' West, 56.80 

feet to the northwest of comer of the parcel described in that certain deed recorded on 

March 4, l 953 in Book 23 77 of Official Records at page 251; · 

thence along the westerly Une of last said parcel, South 26°4l122" East, 17. 17 ·feet to the 

beginning of a non-tangent curve to the right, from \vhich point a radial line bears 

South 10°41',05'' East; 

thence westerly along said curve having a radius of 470.00. feet, through a central angle 

of 11°25'53", and an arc length of93.77 feet; 

thence North 89°15112." West, 97.94 feet; 

thence South 00°00' 00" West, 418 .49 feet; 

thence North 90°00'00" West, 20.00 feet; 

thence North 00'00"00" East, 438. 75 feet; 

thence South 89°15'l2" East, 118.;LO feet to the beginning of a tangent curve to the left; 

thence along said curve having a radius of 450.00 feet, through a central angle of 

l l 0 19'2 l tt and ail arc; length of 88.93 feet; 

thence South 87"05'36" East, 53.26 feet to the beginning of a non~tangent curve to the 

left, from wh1ch point a radial line bears South 79°45'05" West; 

J;·Sut<l6 060212-Uq·p!nts· (2013-06-161Ct.:P-5 SJ l'?.A.<loc:i. 
SHEET2 Or:I 

1857 

_._ i 



........ _ ........ -----~- .. ---·---·-· _ .... ···-·-·---·--· --·-·-· ·--·-· ...... ····--
--------~~----·---·--····· ... ···-··-·--·-------,. 

•-ti ==· Bkf 
ENGINEERS· 

SURVEYORS 

PLANNERS 

< 

theace southerly along said curve having a radius of 800.00 feet, through a central angle 

of00°10'20", and an arc length·of2.40 feet to the TRUE POlt'fT OF BEGINNING, 

containing an area of 12,702 square feet, more or less. 

All bearings and distances shown on this exhibit are based upon the North Amerii:an 
Datum of 1983 (NAO 83), California Coordinate System, Zone Ill, Epoch 1991.35. Al! 
distances shown _hereon are grid distances. To convert to ground distance, multiply 
expressed distances by l .00007405. Areas shown are calculated using grid distances. 
To convert to ground area, multiply the expressed area by 1.00014811. 

A plat showing the above-described parcel is attached herein and made a part hereof as 
Exhibit "B 0 • . . 

°This description was prepared by me or under my direction in conformance with the 
Professional Land Surveyors' Act. 

~c~ 
Raymond C Sullivan, PLS 8337 D~te • 

J: Sur06 060212-09 Plats· (20!J-lJ6-26iCt;P-5 53 P1A.doc:t 
SHEETJ OFJ 

1858 



!.=--··------------.--··-- .. *·-- .. #·-~~--:-

EXH1BIT2 TO 

TO PERl'HA1'fENT ACCESS EA.SEi.vIENT DEED EASEMENT DEED 

[Attach Depiction of Easement Area 
that designates Access Route on Site 3 - Parcel 2A] 

I, 
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J.E.S.D. . ...... - - - - -;.;_{ 4°5;;~(~) 
2s1 a o.R. as sn .., 

OET AJL A, NTS 
DOC liO 2005-<lSlJIJO 

PARCEL Q 

J.E.s.o. J.E.s.o. 
4205 O.R. 581 2610 O.R. 85 

58915'12~E 11 B.20' 

i 
('M-lliE STREET ABANDONED) 

(2396 O.R. 187) r---------
PoRTioN OF THE 

S.S. WHITE TRACT 
I 1 MAPS 18 AND 1 
I LLS 13 
I J.E.S.O. 

PARCEL V in 
I 1949 O.R. 572 r--
1 &: 1967 O.R. 304 ~ 

I -----
J.E.s.o. l.JJ 

I I 1967 O.R. JOO 0 
0 

l:t5 ! BENJAMIN ~ 
IN.I FRANKLIN g 
la1 SCHOOL z 

J.E.s.o.l~L- ____ _ 

N8915'12"W 
97.94' 

I 
.1 

I 
t6 
15 
I~~ 

~ t CDIO co < . 
:t·. t ti~ 
----r jg~ 

~ I en ,,, . . ~ 
0 t:! ....... 
p l-a ::c: 
fl I .== 0 ......... 

Vi I 
I 

2259 !~ t 

~6~ l ~I SITE 3, PARCEL 2A 
I i4 I J.E.S.D. AREA=12, 702 
1...., I PARCEL Vl, 

J:E.S.O. 
272S C.R. 176 

1949 D.R. 572 SQ.FT.± 
I l . I I J.E.S.D • 

REFERENCES 
(1) 38 LLS 35-.36 

WE51ERLY LINE OF 
LANDS DESCRIBED IN 
DEED 1422 O.R. 155 

1 LLS 113 

P.0.8. 
FOUND 1-1/2· g; IRON 
PIPE. OPEN, IN CONC, 
DOWN 2', PER (1) 
NORTI-1EAS1ERL Y CORNER 
OF LOT 26, 1 MAPS 18 

.------- --~ 3858 O.R. 84 
I ! N90'00'00"W I- - -:-- +- - ---'- - - - - - - - -
I I- - -'- -t- -20.00'- LEGEND 

....__ _ ___, CONC CONCRETE 
I BUSH ST. C.S.M. COUNT'f OF SAN MA1EO 

975 I ABANDONMENT C.&:C.S.F. CITY ANO COUNn' OF SAN FRANCISCO 
I 2396 O.R. 187 DOC NO DOCUMENT NUMBER 

. J.E.S.D. J.E.S.O. JEFFERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
PARCEL 1/1, 1949 O.R. 572 lLS LICENSED LANO SURVEYOR MAPS 

NTS NOT TO. SCALE 
'J 8 MAP O.R. OFFICIAL RECORDS 
"" S P.0.8. POINT OF BEGINNING 

8-10 R · RADIAL 
T.P .0.8. TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING 

Z55 SHORELINE DR 
SUITE 200. 
REDWOOD CIT'f, CA 94065 . 
650-482.-6300 
650-482-6399 (FAX) . 
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EXHIBITC 

TO 

-·-------~---·-···--·-····" -·· ··--·· ... --.... ~-·-· ···- ... ·- ..... ··-

AGREEi\'IENT FOR PURCHASE Ai'ID SALE OF REAL ESTATE 

PER.ivl>\NENT STORM DRAJN EASEJ.\'IENT DEED 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
AND VlHEN RECORDED RETU&"l TO: 

Director of J;lroperty 
Real Estate Division 
City and County of San Francisco 
2j Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94102 

The undersigned hereby declares this 
instrument to be exempt from Recording Fees 
(Govt Code§ 27383) and Documentary 
Transfer Tax ev. & Tax. Code 11922). 

(Space above this line reserved for Recorder's use only) 

EASE!v:IENT DEED 
(Storm Drain Easement) 

(Portion of Assessor's Parcel No. 006-111-460) 

FOR VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged JEFFERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT, a California public 
school district ("Grantor11

), hereby granl:=i to the CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation ("Grantee"), a nonexclusive subsurface easement and nonexi::lusive, 
surface easement. for the rigb.t to construct, reconstruct, renew, alter, operate, main~ replace . 
{with the initial or any other size) and repair such storm drain or drains ('<Grantee's Facilities") 
as Grantee shall from time to time elect for conveying, grolindwater, and all necessary 
maintenance access structures, laterals, and appurtenances thereto (the "Easement"), over, 
across, along, under, and upon Grantor's real property ln. the unincorporated area of Daly City 
kno\vn as Broadmoor, San Mateo County, California, located at 700 Stewart Avenue, 
Broadmoor, California 94015-3j19 and commonly known as Assessor's Parcel 006-111-460 
e'Grantor's Property"), as more particvl.arly described in the attached Exhibit 1. The specific 
location of the portion of Grantor's Propert)' that is subject to the Easement is described in 
attached Exhibit 2 (the "Easement Area"). Maintenance access structures (manholes, etc.) 
constructed \vithin the Easement Area shall not be covered by earth or other material and shall 
remain in an exposed and accessible condition at all times for routine and/or emergency 
maintenance that may be deemed necessary by Grantee from time to time. · 

1. Nature of Easement. The Easement includes rights of free ingress, egress, and 
emergency access to the .Easement Area over and across the remaining portion of -Grantor's 
Property, provided that such rights of ingress, egress, and emergency access shall be limited to 
established roadways, pathways, avenues, or other routes to the extent possible and as reasonably 
necessary for the proper use of the rights granted herein. Grantee is also granted the right to 
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dear obstructions and vegetation from the Easement Area, at Grantee's expense, as may be 
required for the proper use of the other rights granted herein and the right to do such other things 
as are necessary for the full enjoyment and accomplishment of the purposes of the Easement. 
Subject to the foregoing sentence, after .installation of Grantee's Facilities, Grantee shall restore 
the Easement Area to substantially the ~rune condition prior to the installation of Grantee's 
Facilities. Grantee's rights under this Deed may be exercised by Grantee's agents, contractors, 
subcontractors, suppliers, consultants, employees, licensees, invitees, or representatives, or by 
other authorized persons acting for or on behalf of Grantee (collectively,." Agents"). Grantee 
acknowledges that Grantor uses Grantor's Property as a public school and, accordingly, so long 
as .such school use continues, except in emergencies, Grantee will use reasonable efforts to 
exercise its rights granted pursuant to this Deed in a manner that \vill minimize any disruption of 
Grantor's school uses. Grantee shall be solely responsible for obtaining, at its sole expense, any 
pennits, authorizations, or approvals required by any applicable federal, state, or local law \vith 
respect to the use of the Easement Areas by Grantee and its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

2. Grantor's Use. Grantor reserves the right to landscape or make such other use of 
the lands included '\vithin the Easement Area that is consistent \Vith Grantee's use; however, such 
use by Grantor shall not include the planting of trees or construction of permanent structures, 
including, but not limited to, bUndings, outbuildings, svvimming pools, tennis courts, retaining 
walls, decks, patios, or other concrete architectural structures within or over the Easement Area, 
or any other activity that would endanger or harm Grantee's Facilities or that would interfere 
\vith Grantee's full eajoynient of the Easement 

3. Maintenance of Improvements. Grantee shall be solely responsible for 
repairing and maintaining all of Grantee's Facilitii;!S placed in, on, or under the Easement Area in 
good, safe, and secure condition, and Grantor shall have no duty whatsoever for any repair or 
maintenance of Grantee's Facilities. Gran.tor shall maintain the surface of the Easement Area, 
provided that any damage, subsidence, or other injury to the Easement Area to the extent 
resulting from the presence of Grantee's Facilities shall be remedied or repaired promptly by 
Grantee. 

4. Restoration of Damage and Abandonment of Easement. In connection with 
the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovecy Project (the ~Project") of Grantee;s Public 
Utilities Commission, Grantee intends tO construct a water well and related appurtenances on 
portions of Gran.tor's Property pursuant to this Easement and other easements to be conveyed to 
Grantee by Grantor· contemporaneol!Sly with the grant of this Easement Upon Grantee's 
completion of such Project construction on or about Grantor's Property, Grantee .shall repair any 
adjoining portion of Grantor's Property to the extent damaged by Grantee's exercise'ofits rights 
pmsuant to this Deed to substantially the same condition as that which existed immediately prior 
to Grantee's Project-related construction \York. Grantee's obligation to restore any such 
damaged portion of Grantor's Property will include the removal of any material introduced to, or 
released upon, any portion of the Easement Area or Grantor's Property by Grantee or its agents, 
employees, or contractors that, because of its q~tity, concentration, or physical or chemical 
characterk"'tics, is deemed by any federal, state, or local governmental authority to pose a present 
or potential hazard to human health or safety or to the environment. 'If Grantee pennanently 
abandons use of Grantee's Facilities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area, Grantee shall 
remove alL fixtures and improvements installed or maintained by Grantee v..ithin the Easement 
Area, or abandon them in place in accordance with Grantor's reasonable specifications, and 
Grantee shall restore the E<~.sement Area to substantially ·the same condition prior to the 
installation of Grantee's Facilities. Grantee's obligations to repair and maintain Grantee's 
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Facilities placed in. on, or under the Easement Area shall continue ,during the course of any 
temporary abandonment or discontinuance of use of the Easement Area by Grantee. 

. 5. Indemnity. Grantee shall indemnify, defend. and hold Grantor harmless from 
and agairist any and all demands, claims, legal or administrative proceedings. losses, costs, 
penalties,. fines, liens, judgments, damages, and liabilities of any kind (collectively, "Losses"), 
arising directly out of any activity by Grantor or its Agents pursuant to this Deed or any breach 
of Grantee's obligations under this Deed, except to the extent of Losses caused by the negligence 
or i,.villful' misconduct of Grantor or Grantor's authorized representatives, and except for Losses 
resulting from the discovery of pre-existing conditions discovered (and not caused) .by any 
activities undertaken by Grantee or its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

6. Notices. Any notice, consent, or approval required or permitted to be given under 
this Easement Deed shall be in writing and shall be given by (i) hand delivery, against receipt. 
(ii) reliable next-business-day courier service that provides co¢irrnation of delivery, or 
(iii) United States registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, return receipt required., and 
addressed as follows (or tO such other address as either party may from time to time specify in 
\Vriting to the other upon five (5) days prior written notice in the manner provided above): 

Grantee: 
To: 

With a copy to: 

Gran tor: 
To: 

vvith a copy to: 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
· 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 1 olh Floor 
San Francisco, California 94103 
Attention: Brian Morelli, WSIP Right of Way 
M~er 
Facsimile No.: (415) 487-5200 

Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 
Office of the City Attorney 
City Hall, Room 234 · 
1 Dr. Carlto:q B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682 
Facsimile No.: (415) 554-4755 

District Office, Jefferson Elementary 
School District · 
Attn: Julie Kessler 
101 LincolnAvenue 
Daly City, CA 94015 
Facsimile No.: (650) 992-2265 

Office of the County Counsel 
Attn: John Nibbelin, Chief Deputy 
400 County Center, 6th Floor 
·Redwood City·, CA 94063 
Facsimile No.: (650) 363-4034· 
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A properly addressed notice transmitted by one of the foregoing methods shall be deemed 
received upon confirmed delivery, attempted delivery. or. rejected delivery. Facsimile numbers 
are provided above for convenience of communication only; neither party may give official or 
binding notice by facsimile. · 

7. Run with the Land. The provisions of this Easement Deed shall run \\ith the 
land, burden the Easement Ai-ea, and bind and inure to the benefit of the respective successors 
and assigns of Grantee and Grantor. In the event Granter sells, conveys, or assigns any property 
interest encumbered by the Agreement, Grantor shall notify the successor or assignee of the 
rights and obligations of both parties as stated herein. 

8. Exhibits. The Exhibits referenced in this Easement Deed are attacqed to and 
made a part of this Deed. 

9. Counterparts. This Easement Deed may be executed in counterparts, each of 
which shall be an original. but all counterparts shall constitute one instrument. 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank] 
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Executed as of this __ day of _____ __,. 201_ 

GRANT OR: 

ACCEPTED: 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 
a municipal corporation · 

By:_-=-,,...---,~-=--------
John Updike 
Director of Property 

PUC Resolution: ___ _ 

Dmed:_·_·-'-------

APPROVED AS TO FOR.J.vl: 

DENNIS J. HERRER,.<\, City Attorney 

By:_· ----~-----
Richard Handel, Deputy City Attorney 

JEFFERSON ELHvIENTARY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT, ... -
a California public school district 

Its: ___________ _ 

Date:. _________ , 201_ 

By:~~-----~-~­

IG:~-------------
Date: _________ , 2014 
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________ .._.......... 

CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTAi'{CE 

This is to certify that the interest in real property conveyed by this deed dated , 
from the Grantor to the City and County of San Francisco, is hereby accepted pursuant to Board 
of Supervisors' Resolution No. 18110 Series of 1939, approved August 7, 1957, and Grantee 
consents to recordation thereof by its duly authorized officer. 

Dated: -------- By: 
JOHN UPDIKE 
Director of Property 
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A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached. and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document. 

State of California 

County of ____ _ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me. , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactoi:y evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrrn;nent the 
person(s). or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of Califoi:ni~ that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct · 
Witness my hand and official seal. 

Signature _________ _ (Seal) 

A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy. or validity of 
that document 

State of California 

County of _____ _ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared · who proved to 
me on the basI.S of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under Penalty __ Q.f_Perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct · 
Witness my hand and official seaL 

Signature---------- (Seal) 
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A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document. · · 

State of California 

County of ------

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , -...vho proved to 
roe on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) \Vhose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the \vithln instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same . in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by. his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct. · 
\.Vitness my hand and official seal. 

Signature ----------- (Seal) 
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EXHIBIT 1 TO 

PER.lvIANENT STORt'rI DRAIN EASEl'IIENT DEED 

[Attach Legal Description of Grantor's Property] 
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CUP-5, SITE 3 

PARCEL2C 

EXHIBIT "A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

June 28. 2013 

All that real property situate in the unincorporated portion of San Mateo County. State of 

California, being a portion of the lands described in the following documents, that certain 

Resolution Accepting Deed recorded on Octobei;- 2, 1950 in Book 1949 of Official 1 

Records at page 572, that certain Resolution and Order Abandoning White Street East 

and Bush Street recorded on April 9, 1953 in Book 2396 of Official Records at page 187, 

that certain Grant Deed recorded on October 31, 1950 in Book 1967 of Official Records. 

at page 300, that certain Resolution and Order Abandoning White Street recorded on 

March 4, 1953 in Book 2376 of Official Records at page 525, and that certain Resolution 

Accepting Deed recorded on October 31, 1950 in Book 1967 of Official Records at page . . 

304, San Mateo County Records, State of California, being a strip ofland 10 feet wide, 5 

feet on each side of the following described centerline: 

BEGL.'lNING at the 1-112" Iron Pipe, open, in concrete, at the northeast corner of Lot 26 

as said lot is shown on the S.S. White Tract recorded on October 19, 187 l, in Book "E" 

of Original Maps at page 21 and copied into Book l of Maps at page 18, Sanl.\.Iateo 

County Records, and as ~hown on that certain Record of Survey, No. 2426, recorded on 

May 13, 2013, in Volume 38 of Licensed Land Surveyor Maps at pages 35 and 36, San 

Mateo County Records; 

thence along the northerly line of said tract recorded in Book l of Maps at page 18, 

North 89°04'46" West, 259.54 feet; 

thence South 00°5j' 14" West 29.37 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 

thence North 90°00'00" West, 1_00.33 feet; 

J:·.surll6 060212·0g Ph1t$· (201J.-06-281CIJP-5 SJ F:!C.doc~ 
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thence South 00°00'00" West, 482.22 feet; 

thence North 90°00'00" West, l 7.74 feet; 

thence North 00°00'00" East, l3 .07 feet, containing an area of 6, t34 square feet, more or 

less . 

. All bearings and distances sho\vn on this exhibit are based upon the North American 
Datum of 1983 (NAD 83), California Coordinate System, Zone lll, Epoch l 991.35. All 
distances sho\vn hereon are grid distances. To convert to ground distance, multiply 
expressed distances by 1.00007405 .. A...reas shown are calculated using grid distances. 
To convert to ground area, multiply the expressed area by l.0001481 l. 

A plat showing the above~described parcel is attached herein and made a part hereof as 
Exhibit "B". 

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in coriformance with the 
Professional Land Surveyors' Act 

~1 

Date 

J: SurtJ6'0602 \ 2-C'i' Plll1s (20!3-0li-2R)CUP-5 s) P2C.docx 
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EXIDBIT 2 TO 

PERJ.\L"-.NENT STORlYI DR..\IN EASEMENT DEED 

[Attach Depiction of Easement Area that designates 
location of Storm Drain on Site 3 - Parcel 2C] 
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EXHIBITD 
. TO 

AGREEJHENT FOR PURCHASE AND SALE OF REAL ESTATE 

PERi.\iL<\1'ill.NT UTILITY WATER EASE:MENT DEED 

RECORDING REQUESTED .BY 
AND WHEN RECORDED RETUR...N TO: 

Director of Property 
Real Estate Division 
City and County of San Francisco 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94102 

The undersigned hereby declares this 
instrument to be exempt from Recording Fees 
(Govt. Code§ 27383) and Documentary 
Transfer Tax ev. & Ta."<:. Code 11922). 

{Space above this line reserved for Recorders use only) 

EASE1vIENT DEED 
(Utility Water Easement) 

(Portion of Assessor's Parcel No. 006-111-460) 

FOR VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, JEFFERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT, a California public 
school district ("Grantor"), hereby grants to the CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal ·corporation {"Granteeu), a nonexclusive subsurface easement and nonexclusive 
surface easement (the "Easement") for the right to construct, reconstruct, renew, alter, operate, 
maintain, replace (with the initial. or any other size) and repair such water pipe or pipes as 
·Grantee shall from time to time elect.for conveying water and all necessary maintenance access 
structures, laterals, and appurtenances thereto ( .. Grantee's Facilities"), over, across, along, 
under, and upon Grantor's real property in the unincorporated area of Daly, ~ity kno\Vn as 
Broad.moor, San tvfoteo County, California, located at 700 Stewart Averiue~ Broad.moor, 
California 94015-3Sl9 and commonly kno'-'in as .Assessor's Parcel 006-111460 (..,.Grantor's 
Property"), as more particularly described in the attached Exhibit 1. The specific location of 
the portion of Grantor's Property that is subject to the Easement is described in attached E:thibit 
2 (the "Easement Area"). Maintenance access structures (manholes, etc.) constructed -within 
the Easement Area shall not be covered by earth or other material and shall remain in an exposed 
and accessible condition at all times for routine and/or emergency maintenance that may be 
de~med necessary by Grantee from time to time. 

1. Nature of Easement. The Easement includes rights of free ingress, egress, and 
emergency access to the Easement Area over and across the remaining portion of Grantor's 
Property, provided that such rights of ineress, egress, and emergency access shall be limited to 
established roadways, pathways, avenues, or other routes to the extent possible and as reasonably 
necessary for the proper use of the rights granted herein. _Grantee is also granted the right to 
dear obstructions and vegetation from the Easement Are~ at Grantee's expense, as may be 
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required for the proper use of the other rights. granted herein and the right to do such other things 
as are necessary for the full enjoyment and accomplishment of the purposes of the Easement 
Subject to the foregoing sentence, after installation of Grantee's Facilities, Grantee shall restore 
the Easement Area to substantially the same condition prior to the installation of Grantee's 

·Facilities. Grantee1s rights under this Deed may be exercised by Grantee's agents, contractors, 
subcontractors, suppliers, consultants, emplo:Y:ees, licensees, invitees, or representatives, or by 
other authorized persons acting for or on behalf of Grantee (collectively, 1•Agents"). Grantee 
acknowledges that Grantor uses Grantor's Property as a public school and, accordingly, so long 
as such school use continues, except in emergencies, Grantee will use reasonable efforts to 
exercise its rights granted pursuant to thi~ Deed in a manner that will rnin.imize any disruption of 
Gffi1:1.tor's school uses. Grantee shall qe solely responsible for c:ibtaining,_at its sole expense. any 
permits, authorizations, or approvals required by any applicable federal, state, or local law with 
respect to the use of the Easement Area by Grantee and its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

2. Grantor's Use. Grantor reserves the right to landscape or make such other use of 
the lands included ""ithin the Easement Area that is consistent ~ith Grantee's use; however, such 
use by Grantor shall not include the planting of trees or construction of permanent structures, 
including,. but not limited to, ·buildings, outbuildings, S>vim.ming pools, tennis courts, retaining 
walls, decks, patios, or other concrete architectural structures within or over the Easement Area, 
or any other activity that would endanger or harm Grantee's Facilities or that would interfere 
1,-vitb. Grantee's full enjoyment of the Easement 

3. Maintenance of Improvements. Grantee shall be solely responsible for 
repairing and maintaining all of Grantee's Facilities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area in 
good. safe, and secure . condition, and Grantor shall have no duty whatsoever for any repair or 
maintenance of Grantee's Facilities. Granter shall maintain the surface of the Easement Area, 
provided that any damage, subsidence, or other injury to the Easement .Area to the extent 
resulting from the presence of Grantee's Facilities shall be remedied or repaired promptly by 
Grantee. 

4. Restoration of Damage and Abandonment of Easement. In connection with 
the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project (the "Project") of Grantee's Public 
Utilities Commission, Grantee intends to construct a water well and related appurtenances on 
portions of Grantor's Property pursuant to tbis Easement and other easements to be conveyed to 
Grantee by Grantor contemporaneously vvith the grant of this Easement. Upon Grantee's 
completion of such Project construction on or about Grantor's Property, Grantee shall repair any 
adjoining portion of Grantor's Property to the extent damaged by Grantee's e.xercise of its rights 

· pursuant to this Deed to substantially the same condition as that which existed immediately prior 
to Grantee's Project-related construction work. Grantee's obligation to restore any such 
damaged portion of Grantor's Property v,.ill include. the removal of any material introduced to, or 
released upon, any portion of the Easement Area or Grantor's Property by Grantee or its agents, 
employees, or contractors that, because of its quantity, concentration, or physical or chemical. 
characteristics, is deemed by any federal, state •. or local governmental authority to pose a present 
or potential hazard to human health or safety or to the environment. If Grantee permanently 
abandons use of Grantee's Facilities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area, Grantee shall 
remove all fixrures and improvements installed or maintained by Grantee ·within the Easement 
Area, or abandon them in place in accordance with Grantor's reasonable specifications, and 
Grantee shall restore the Easement Area to ·substantially the same condition prior to the 
installation of· Grantee's Facilities. Grantee's obligations to repair and maintain Grantee's 
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Facilities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area shall cpntinue during the course of any 
temporary abandonment or discontinuance of use of the Easement Area by Grantee . 

.:i. Indemnity. Grantee shall indemnify, defend. and hold Grantor hannless from 
and against any and all demands, claims, legal or administrative proceedings, losses, costs, . 
penalties, fines, liens, judgments, damages, and liabilities of any kind (collectively, "Losses"), 
arising directly out of any activity by Grantor or its Agents pursuant to this Deed or any breach 
of Grantee·s obligations under this Deed, except to the extent of Losses caused by the negligence 
or willful misconduct of Grantor or Grantor's authorized representatives, and except for Losses 
resulting from the discovery of pre-existing conditions discovered (and not caused) by any 
activities undertaken by Grantee or its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

6. Notices. Any notice, consent, cir approval required or permitted to be given under 
this Easement Deed shall be in writing and shall be given by (i) band delivery, against receipt, 
(ii) reliable. next-business-day courier service that provides confirmation of delivery, or 
(iii) United States registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, return receipt required, and 
addressed as fol1o\vs (or to such other address as either party may from time to time specify in 
\Vri.ting to the other upon five (5) days prior i,vritten notice in the manner provided above): 

Grantee: 
To: 

With a copy to: 

Grant or: 
To: 

Vliith a copy to: 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, 10th Floor 
San Francisco, California 94103 
Attention: Brian Morelli, WSIP Right of Way 
~fanager · 
Facsimile No.: (415) 487-5200 

Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 
Office of the City Attorney . 
City Hall, Room 234 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682 
Facsimile No.: (415) 5544755 

District Office, Jefferson Elementary 
School District 
Attn: Julie Kessler 
101 LincolnAvenue 
Daly City, CA 94015 
Facsimile No.: (650) 992-2265 

Office of the County Counsel 
Attn: John Nibbelin, Chief Deputy 
400 County Center, 61

h Floor 
Redwood City, CA 94063 
Facsimile No.: (650) 363-4034 

A properly addressed notice transmitted by one of the foregoing methods shall be deemed 
received upon confirmed delivery, attempted delivery, or rejected delivery. Facsimile numbers 
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are provided above for convenience of communication only; neither party may give official or 
binding notice by facsimile. 

·1. Run with the Land. The provisions of this Easement Deed shall run ·with the 
land, burden the Easement Area, and bind and inure to the benefit of the respective successors 
and assigns of Grantee and Grantor. In the event Grantor sells, conveys, or assigns any property 
interest encumbered by the Agreement,. Grantor shall notify the successor or assignee of the 
rights and obligations of both parties as stated herein. 

8. Exhibits. The Exhibits referenced in this Easement Deed are attacherl to and 
made a 'part of this Deed. 

9. Counterparts. This Easement Deed may be executed in counterparts, each of 
\Vhich shall be an original, but all counterparts shall constitute one instrument 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank] 
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Executed as of this_· _day of ___ _;__ __ , 201_ 

GRAl'lTOR: 

( 

ACCEPTED: 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation 

By:._-=-,,..--=-=---:-:=-------
John Updike 
Director of Property 

PUC Resolution: ___ _ 

Dated: ______ _ 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

DENNIS J. HERRERA. City Attorney 

By:_---=-o-,--,...==---.,-......,,,,,_-~___,,---
Richard Handel, Deputy City Attorney 

JEFFERSON ELENEENT ARY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT. · 
a California public school district 

By: 

Its: 

Date: ,201_ 
--------~ 

By: 

Its: 

Date: __________ ,201_ 
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CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE 

This is to certify that the interest in real property conveyed by this deed dated . 
from the Grantor to the City and County of San Francisco, is hereby accepted pursuant to Board 
of Supervisors' Resolution No. 18110 Series of 1939, approved August 7, 1957, and Grantee 
consents to recordation thereof by its duly authorized officer. 

Dated: -------- By: 
JOHN Ul'DIKE 
Director of Property 
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, A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness. accuracy, or validity of 
that document. 

State of California 

County of --,-------

) 
) 
) 

SS 

-On , before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared i who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s). or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of California tb?t the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct 
Witness my band and official seal. 

(Seal) 

A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identit)' of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document 

State of California 

County of _____ _ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the ·within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in· 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
p~agraph is true and correct. 
Witness my hand and official seal. 

Signature __________ _ (Seal) 
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A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document 

State qf California 

County of ____ _ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the \vithin instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instnunent 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct· . 
\Vitness my hand and official seal. 

(Seal) 
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EXHIBIT 1 TO· 

UTILITY WATER EASEl\ilENT DEED 

[Attach Legal Description of Grantor's Property] 
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----···- ·- ··- -· -···-----··-·--·------····----·-·-----. ·--··"····. ·····-··---------·-·---·-·-----·-·----·--

CUP-5, SITE 3 

·rARCEL2E 

EXHIBIT "A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

June 23, 20 l3 

All that real propert'J situate in the unincorporated portion of.San ~fateo County, Srate of 

California, being a portion of the lands described in the following documents, that certain 

Resolution Accepting Deed recorded on October 2, l 950 in Book l 949 of Official 

Records at page 572, that certain Resolution and Order Abandoning White Street East 

and Bush Street recorded on April 9, 1953 in Book2396 of Official Records at page 187, 

that certain Grant Deed recorded on October 31, 1950 in Book 1967 of Official Records 

at page 300, and that certain Resolution Accepting Deed recorded on October 31, 1950 in 

Book 1967 of Official Records at page 304, San Mateo County Records, State of 

Califomin, being a strip of land 10 feet wide; 5· feet on each side of the following 

described centerline: 

BEGINNING at the l-112" Iron Pipe, open, in concrete, at .the northeast comer of Lot 26 

as said lot is shown on the S.S. \Vhite Tract recorded on October 19, 1871, in·Book HE" 

of Original Maps at page 21 and copied into Book l of Maps at page 18, San Mateo 

County Records, and as shown on that certain Record of Survey, No. 2426, recorded on 

May-1'3, 2013, in Volume 38 of Licensed Land Surveyor Maps at pages 35 and 36, San 

Mateo County Records; 

thence along the northerly line of said tract recorded in Book 1 a f iv1aps at page 18, 

North 89?04'46" West, 369.77 feet; 

thence South 00°55'14'' West 72.09 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 

thence South 00°00'00" West, 385.22 feet 

.thence South 39°14'17" West, l3.15 feet; 

J: Suril6·06U212·0'T-Plnts\ !:!013-\l6-281CUM 53 P2E.t.loc:t 
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ENGINEERS 
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thence South 00°00'00'' West, 38.94 feet; 

thence South 45°00'00" West, 7.07 feet; 

thence North 90°00'00" West, 5.19 t'eet; 

thence North 00°00'00" East, 8.84 feet, containing an area of 4,583 square feet, more or 

less. 

All bearings and distances shown on this exhibit are based upon the North .American 
Datum of 1983 {NAD 83), California Coordinate System, Zone III, Epoch 1991.35. All 
distances shown hereon are grid distances. To convert to ground distance, multiply 
expressed distances by 1.00007405. Areas shown are calculated using grid distances. 
To convert to ground area, multiply the expressed area by l.00014811. 

A plat showing the above-described parcel is attached herein and made a part hereof as 
Exhibit "B ". . 

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in confonnance with the 
Professfonal Land· Surveyors' Act. · 

l. 

Date 

J:'Su1f.h'i·060212..Q9'·Pla!S' {2013-06·23 JCCP-5 53 nE.<locx 
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EXHIBIT2TO 

UTIIJTY \YATER EASElYIENT DEED 

[Attach Depiction of Easement Area that that designates 
location of Utility pipes and appurtenances on Site 3 --Parcel 2E} 
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LEGEND 
DOC NO CONC CONCRETE 

C.S.M. COUNTf OF SAN MA TEO 
C.&:C.S.F. CITf AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANOSCO 
DOC NO DOCUMENT NUMBER 

. 2~0S-OSi JOO WESTERLY LINE OF 
ARCEL O LANDS DESCRIBED IN 

J.E.S.D. JEFFERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
LLS LICENSED LAND SURvEYOR MAPS 
O.R. OFFlCIAL RECORDS 
P.0.8. POINT Of BEGINNING 
R RADIAL 
T.P.0.8. TRUE POINT OF BEGtNNING ---

J.E.s.o. J.E.S.D. 
4205 O.R. 581 2610 O.R. 85 

(WHITE STREET ABANDONED) I·- N89.04'4Q"W 369 77• 
L __ (2395 o.R:._287) _ J-soo'55'14"W 1209· · 
l - ··----

PORTION OF THE :.......-r.P.o.s.I l P;R~~~·1v 
S.S. WHITE TRACT rTI I I 1949 o.R. 

1 MAPS 18 AND 1 IJI I l 
572 

II LLS 13 11'1 ~ I §' r =-=.-=.-=. I z 1967 
I J.E.S.D. I g I O.R. 

PARCEL V 11 · zG" I 302 I 194:9 O.R. 572 I g:;j I ~ ~ 

C.S.M. 
2Jn 

O.R. 251 

l &: 1967 O.R. 304 ~ ~ l c( ~ I PARCEL Ill 
I ---- - :_ __ _l 8 d I 1949 C.R. 572 

I I . J.E.S.O. I 3: I ~ ~ -t - - -:- - - - -
I I 1.967 O.R. 300 \! b I ~ I 101 I p ~ ...... 
1 ~ 11 BENJAMIN ~ I i I Piic5£·n 

f d I SCHOOL Ill l I 

'/DEED 1422 C.R. 155 

1LLS113 

P.0.8. 
FOUND 1-l/2" ¢ IRON 
PIPE. OPEN, IN CONC, 
DOWN 2', PER (1) 
NOR111EASTERL Y CORNER 
OF LOT 26, 1 MAPS 1 B 

l ti FRANKLIN ~I g I .....,. 1949 0.R. 572 

J.E.s.o.lgL __ + L_j __ _ 
2259 l~I ---- --- - I ---~---

0.R. I. 1r-2sa ~ I J,E_S.D. SITE 3. p ARCa 2E . J.E.5.0. 
l ~I PARCEL VI, I 10· WIDE STRIP 2726 O.R. 176 
,.~ 1949 C.R. 572 I AREA = 4,583 
I I I SQ.FT.± · 

!- BUSH ST. - - - _ _ _ _ J.E.5.0. 
I I ABANDONMENT • .. • 3858 O.R. 84 

I 
2396 O.R. t87 S.391417 E 13.15 - - - - - ____ _ 
F------ 3: 1----- I Noo·oo·oo·E a.84' g 11-

1

1 
975 l ~~ j 

I . NSO'OO'oo•w 5 19' g n 
• Cll 

S451lO'OO"W 7.07~ 
1949 O.R. 572 

28 MAPS 
8-10 

~Bkfc 
EN&INEEllS I SUll'YEYDaS I f>LAJINEJIS 

255 SHORELINE DR 
SUITE 200 . 
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94065 
650-482-5300 
650-482-6399 (FAX) 

BEEfRENCES 
(1) 38 LLS 35-36 

Subject EXHIBIT •a• 
CUP-51 SITE 03, PARCEL 2E 
Job No. 20060212'--09 
By RCS Date 06/28/13 Chkd. __ 

SHEET 1 OF ..:...1 __ 
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EXHIBIT E 
TO 

AGREEi'rIENI FOR PURCHASE Al'iD SALE OF REAL ESTATE-

PERl"\L.\.NENT UTILITY LINE EASEMENT DEED 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
AND \v'HEN RECORDED RETURN TO: 

Director of Property 
Real Estate Division 
City and County of San Francisco 
25 Van Ness A venue, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94102 

The undersigned hereby declares this 
instrument to be exempt from Recording Fees 
(Govt. Code§ 27383) and Do'cumentary 
Transfer Ta."'\: Rev. & Ta."'{. Code 11922). 

(Space above this line reserved for Recorder's use only) 

EASEIYIENT DEED 
(Utility Line Easement) 

(Portion of Assessor1s Parcel No. 006-111-460) 

FOR V.ALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, JEFFERSON ELEIYIENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT, a California public 
school district ( 11Grantor11

), hereby grants to the CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation (1'Grantee11

), a nonexclusive subsurface easement and nonexclusive 
surface easement, for the· right to construct, reconstruct, renew, alter, operate, maintain, replace -
(with the initial or any other size) and repair such electrical power lines and telephone, fiber 
optic, or other similar telecommunication or data lines C<Grante_e's Facilities") as Grantee shall 
from time to time elect and all necessary maintenance access structures, laterals, and 
appurtenances thereto (the "Easement''), over, across, ·along, under, and upon Grantor1s real 
property in the unincorporated area of Daly City kno\vn as Broadmoor, San Mateo County,. 
California, located ut 700 Stewart Avenue, Broadmoor, California 94015-3519 and commonly 
lalO'wn as Assessor's Parcel 006-111-460 C'Grantor's Property"), as more particularly 
described in the attached Exhibit 1. The specific location of the portion of Grantor's Property 
that is subject to the Easement is described in attached Exhibit 2 (the 11Easement Area"). 
Maintenance access structures (manholes, etc.) constructed within the Easement Area shall not 
be covered by earth or other material and shall remain in an exposed and accessible condition at 
all times for routine and/or emergency maintenance that may be deemed necessary by. Grantee 
from time to time. 

1. Nature of Easement. The Easement includes rightS of free ingress, egress, and 
emergency access to the Easement Area o~er and across the remaining portion of'Grantor's 
Property, provided that such rights of ingress, egress, and emergency access shall be limited to 
established roadways, pathways, avenues, or other routes to the extent possible and as reasonably 
necessary for the proper use· of the rights granted herein. Grantee is also granted the right to 
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clear obstructions and vegetation from the Easement Area as may be required for the proper use 
of the other rights granted herein and the right to do such other things as are necessary for the 
full enjoyment and accomplishment of the purposes of the Easement Grantee's rights under this 
Deed may be exercised by Grantee· s agents, contractors, subcontractors, suppliers, consultants, 
employees, licensees, invitees, or representatives, or by other authorized persons acting for or on 
behalf of Grantee (collectively, "Agents11

). Grantee acknowledges that Grantor uses Grantor;s 
Property as a public school and, accordirnrly, so long as such school use continues, except in 
. emergencies, Grantee \Vill use reasonable -;fforts to exercise its rights granted pursuant to this 
Deed in a manner that ·will minimize any disruption of Grantor's school uses. Grantee .shall be 
solely responsible for obtaining, at its sole expense, any permits, authorizations, or approvals 

· ·required by any applicable federal; state, or local la\V \vith respect. to the use of the Easement 
Area by Grantee and its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

2. Grantor's Use. Grantor reserves the right to landscape or make such other use of 
the lands included \.Vithin the Easement Area that is consistent \vith Grantee's use; however. such 
use by Grantor shall not include the planting of trees or construction of permanent structures, 
including, but not limited to, buildings, outbuildings, S\vimming pools, tennis courts, retaining 
walls,- decks, patios, or other concrete architectural structures \.Vithin or over the Easement Area, 
or any other activity that would endanger or harm Grantee's Facilities or that would interfere 
with Grantee's full enjoyment of the Easement 

3. Maintenance of Improvements. Grantee shall be solely responsible for 
repairing and maintaining all of Grantee's Facilities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area in 
good, safe, and secure condition, and Grantor shall have no duty whatsoever for any repair or 
maintenance of Grantee's Facilities. Granter shall maintain the surface of the Easement Area, 
provided that any damage, subsidence, or other injury to the Easement Area to the extent 
resulting from the presence of Grantee's Facilities shall be remedied or repaired promptly by 
Grantee. 

4. _ Restoration of Damage and Abandonment of Easement. In connection with 
the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project (the "'Project'') of Grantee's Public 
Utilities Commission, Grantee intends to construct a water well and related appurtenances on 
portions of Grantor's Property pursuant to this Ea5ement and other easements to be conveyed to 
Grantee by Grantor contemporaneously with the grant of this Easement. Upon Grantee's 
completion of such Project construction on or about Grantor's Property, Grantee shall repair any 
adjoining portion of Grantor's Property to the extent damaged by Grantee's exercise of its rights 
pursuant to this Deed to substantially the same condition as th.at which existed irnnlediately prio~ 
to Grantee's Project-related construction work. Grantee's obligation to restore any such 
damaged portion df Grantor's Property \vill include the removal of any material illtroduced to, or 
released upon, any portion of the Easement Area or Grantor's Property by Grantee.or its agents, 
employees, or contractors that, because of its quantity, concentration, or physical or chemical 
characteristics, is deemed by any federal, state, or local governmental authority to pose a present 
or potential hazard to human health or safety or to the environment. · If Grantee permanently 
abandons use of Grantee's Facilities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area, Grantee shall 
remove all· fixtures and improvements installed or maintained by Grantee within the Easement 
Area, or abandon them in place in accordance with Grantor's reasonable specifications, and 
Grantee shall restore the Easement Area to substantially the same condition prior to the 
installation of Grantee's Facilities. Grantee's obligations to repair and maintain Grantee's 
Facilities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area shall continue .during the course of any 
temporary abandonment or discontinuance of use of the Easement Area by Grantee. 

I 
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5. Indemnity. Grantee shall indemnify, defend, and hold Grantor hannless from 
and against any and all demands, claims, legal or administrative proceedings,. losses, costs, 
penalties, fines. liens, judgments, damages. and liabilities of any kind (collectively, "Losses'"), 
arising directly out of any activity by Granter or its Agents pursuant to this Deed or any breach 
of Grantee's obligations under this Deed, except to the extent of Losses caused by the negligence 
or \.villful misconduct of Grantor or Grantor's authorized representatives, and except for Losses 
resulting from the discovery of pre-existing conditions qiscovered (and not caused) by any 
activities undertaken by Grantee or its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

. 6. Notices. Any notice, consent, or approval required or permitted to be given under 
this Easement Deed shall be in \vritlng and shall be given by (i) hand delivery, against receipt, 
(ii) reliable next-business-day courier service that provides confirmation of delivery, . or 
(iii) United States registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, return receipt required, and 
addressed as follows (or to such other address.as ~ither party may from ti.me to time specify in 
writing to the other upon five (5) days prior \.Vritten notice in the manner provided above): 

Grantee: 

To: 

With a copy to: 

Grant or: 

To: 

with a copy to: 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, 10th Floor 
San Francisco, California 94103 
Attention: Brian Morelli, WSIP Rigqt of Way 
Manager 
Facsimile No.: (415) 487-5200 . 

Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 
Office of the City Attorney 
City Hall, Room 234 · 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94 l 02-4682 
Facsimile No.: (415) 554-4755 

District Office, Jefferson Elementary 
School District 
Attn: Julie Kessler 
101 Lincoln Avenue 
Daly City, CA 94015 
Facsimile No.: (650) 992-2265 

Office of the County Counsel 
Attn: John Nibbelin, Chief Deputy 
400 County Center, 6th Floor 
Redwood City, CA 94063 
Facsimile No.: (650) 363-4034 

A properly addressed notice transmitted by one of the foregoing methods shall be deemed 
received upon confirmed delivery, attempted delivery, or rejected delivery. Facsimile numbers 
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are provided above for convenience of communication only; neither party may give official or 
bindin~ notice by facsimile. 

7. Run with the Land. The provisions of this Easement Deed shall run vvith the 
· land, burden the Easement Area, and bind and inure to the benefit of the respective successors 

and assigns of Grantee and Granter. In the event Granter sells, conveys, or assigns any property 
. interest encumbered by the Agreement, Granter shall notify the successor or assignee of the 

rights and obligations of both parties· as stated herein. 

8. Exhibits. The Exhibits referenced in this Easement Deed are attached to and 
made a.part of this Deed. 

9. Counterparts. This Easement Deed may be. executed in counterparts, each ·of 
which shall be an original, but all counterparts shall constitute one instrument. 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank] 
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Executed as of this __ day of _______ 201_. 

GRANT OR: 

.ACCEPTED: 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation 

By:_-=--=---==-------
John Updike 
Director of Property 

PUC Resolution: ___ _ 

Dated: -------
APPROVED AS TO FOR.1¥1: 

DENNIS J. HERRERA. City Attorney 

By:_---=~.--~,_..~-=-::---=:-=---,--
Richard Handel, Deputy City Attorney 

JEFFERSON ELE1v1ENTARY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT, 
a Califomia public school district 

By:·_------------

Date: _________ , 201_ 

By: ___________ _ 

Its:------------

Date: 201 ________ ___, 
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CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTAl~CE 

This is to certify that the interest in real property conveyed by this deed dated , 
from the Grantor to the Chy and County of San Francisco, is hereby accepted pursuant to Board 
of Supervisors• Resolution No.18110 Series of 1939, approved August7, 1957, and Grantee 
consents to recordation thereof by its duly authorized officer. · 

Dated: ______ ___..__ By: 
JOHN UPDIKE 
Director of Property 
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A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document. to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness. accuracy, or validity of 
that document 

State of California 

County of _____ _ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared · , who proved to 
·me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the inst;rument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the la-'.Vs of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct: 
Witness my hand and official seal. 

(Seal) 

A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document 

State of California 

County of _____ _ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before. me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ie~)~ and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s). or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the law-s of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is trµe and correct. 
Witness my hand and official seal. 

(Seal) 
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A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document. 

State of California 

CoUhty of ------

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared . , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 

·the \vithin instrument and ackno\vledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the: instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the Im.vs of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct 
Witness my hand and official seal. 

Signature __________ _ (Seal) 
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EXHIBITl TO 

UTILITY LINE" EASEl\tIENT DEED 

[Attach Legal Description of Grantor's Property] 
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EXHIBIT "A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION · 

CUP-5, SITE 03, PA~CEL 2B 

June 21, 2013 

All that real property situate in the unincorporated portion of San Mateo County, State of 

California., being a _portion of th~ lands described in the following documents, that cen:airi 

Grant Deed recorded on June 26, l 952 in Book 2259 of Officlal Records at page 266, and 

that certain Grant Deed recorded on December 4, 1986 in Book 1986 of Official Records 

· at page 259, and that certain Resolution Accepting Deed recorded on October 2, 1950 in 

Book 1949 of Official Records at pa,ge 572, and that certain Resolution and Order 

Abandoning Bush Street recorded on April 9, 1953 in Book 2396 of Official Recor~ at 

page 187, San Mateo County Records, State of California, and being a l0.00 feet wide 

strip of land, 5.00 feet on each side of the following described centerline: 

BEGINNING at the 3/4" Iron Pipe. with Brass Tag Stamped ''RCE 54 76" and Pin in the 

monument well at the intersection of the centerline of Nimitz Drive with centerline of 

87'h Street as shown on that certain Record of Survey, No. 2426, recorded on May 13, 

2013, in Volume 38 of Licensed Land Surveyor Maps at pages 35 and 36, S~ Mateo 

County Records; 

thence along said centerline of 87'h Street, North 39°-17'34'' West, 391.86 feet to the 

beginning of a tangent curve to the riiht; 

thence continuin¥ along last said centerline, along said curve having a radius of 499.96 

feet, thrc:iugh a central angle of l 0 24' 1 O", and an arc iength of 12.24 feet to the 

intersection with the centerline of Maddux Drive, as shown on said map;. 

thence along the centerline of ~faddu.\. Drive, North l 0 03 '56" East, 145.72 feet to the 

beginning of a tangent curve to the left; 

thence continuing along last said·centerline, along said curve having a radius of 174.99 

feet, through a central angle of76°0l '40", and an arc length of 232 .. 20 feet to the 
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intersection with the centerline of Stewart Avenue being 50.00 feet wide and shown on 

that certain map recorded on October 9, l 947, in Book 28 of Maps at pages 8 through l 0, · 

San Mateo County Rei::ords; 

thence along last said centerline of Stewart Avenue, North l 0 03'56" East, 130.75 feet~ 

thence leaving last said centerline, South 88°56'04"East, 15.00 feet to the easterly line of 

Stewart Avenue as ·shown on last said map and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNL'l"G; 

thence South 90°00'00" East~ 255.69 feet, containing an area of2,557 square feet, more 

or less. 

All bearings and distances shown on this exhibit are based upon the North American 
Datum of 1983 (NAD 83), California Coordinate System. Zone III, Epoch 1991.35. All 
distances shown hereon are grid distances. To convert to ground distance, multiply 
expressed distances by 1:00007405. Areas shown are calculated using grid distances. 
To convert to ground area, multiply the expressed area by l.00014811. 

A plat showing the above-described parcel is attached herein and made a part hereof as 
Exhibit "B". . 

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in confonnance with the 
Professional Land Surveyors1 Act 

Raymond C Sullivan, PLS 8337 Date 
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EXHIBIT 2 TO 

UTILITY LINE EASEIVIENT DEED 

[Attach Depiction of Easement Area that designates 
location of electrical, telephone, and 

other communications frxtures, and appurtenances on Site 3 --Parcel 2E] 
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Subject EXHIBIT •a•. 
cup.:..s. SITE 03, PARCEL 28 
Job No. 20060212-09 
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EXHIBITF 

TO 

AGREEMENT FOR PURCHASE A.1'\fD SALE OF REAL ESTATE 

PERl'VIANENT vVELL EASEIHENT DEED 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
At'fD WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO: 

Director of Property 
Real Estate Division 
City and County of San Francisco 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94102 

The undersigned hereby declares this 
instrument to be exempt from Recording Fees 
(Govt. Code § 27383) and Documentary 
Transfer Tax (Rev. & Ta.x. Code i 1922). 

(Space above this line reserved for Recorder's use only) 

EASElVIENT DEED 
(Well Easement) 

(Portion of Assessor's Parcel No. 006-111-460) 

FOR VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, JEFFERSON ELEN'IENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT, a California public 
school district ("Grantor11

), hereby grants to the CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation (''Grantee"), an exclusive, perpetual easement for the construction, 
operation. use; reconstruction, replacement, repair, and maintenance of a water well 
approximately seven hundred and thirty feet in depth, \Yith well casing, pumps, water pipes and 
related braces, connections, fastenings and other appliances, appurtenances and fixtures, 
including electrical controls and cables for use in connection. there,~i.th, to dra\v water from 
Grantor's subsurface lands up through the well, and transmit the water via a eight-inch diameter 
subsurface pipe (such pipe, together with vv-ater well, well casing, pumps, water pipes and related 
braces, connections, fastenings and other appliances, appurtenances and frctures mentioned 
above are collectively referred to as "Grantee's Facilities'') from the well to Grantee's water 
distribution lines and system (the :;Easement") on, under, over, and across Grantor's real 
property in the unincorporated area of Daly City kno\\>n as Broadmoor, San Mateo County, 
California, located at 700 Stewart Avenue, Broadfiloor, California 94015-3519 ("Grantor's 
Property") and commonly knov.-n as Assessor's Parcel 006-111-460, as more particularly 
described in the attached Exhibit 1. The specific location of the portion of Grantor's Property 
that is subject to the Easement is described in attached Exhibit 2 (the "Easement Area'°'). 

1. Nature of Easement. The Easement shall include (a) the right to cqnstruct, 
install, maintain, repair, and replace s.ecurity. fencing and/or sound walls within the Easement 
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Area, (b) rights of free ingress, egress, and emergency access to the Easement Area over and 
across the remaining portion of Grantor's Property, provided that such rights of ingress~ egress. 
and ·emergency access shall be limited to ·established road\vays, pathways, avenues, or other 
routes to the extent possible and as reasonably necessary for the proper use of the rights granted 
herein. (c) the right to park vehicles and store tools, equipment, supplies, and excavated soils on 
the Easement Area on a temporary basis during construction and maintenance of Grantee's 
Facilities, (d) the right to manage vegetation that may impinge on the Easement Area, and (e) the 
right to make such other improvements and talce such other actions as may be reasonably 
necessary for th~ full enjoyment and accomplishment of the purposes of the Easeinent. Grantee's 
rights under this Deed may be exercised by Grantee's agents, contractors; subcontractors, 
suppliers, consultants, employees, licensees, invitees, or representatives, or by other authorized 
persons acting for or on behalf of Grantee (collectively, "Agents"). Grantee acknowledges that 
Grantor uses Grantor's Property as a public school and, accordingly, so long as such school use 
continues, except in emergencies, Grantee \Vill use reasonable efforts ta exercise its rights 
granted pursuant to this Deed in a manner that will minimize any disruption of Grantor's school 
uses. Grantee shall be solely responsible for obtaining, at its sole expense, any permits, 
authorizations, or approvals required by any applicable federal, state, or local law ·with respect to 
the use of the Easement Area by Grantee and its Agents pursliant to this Deed. At all times 
during the construction, operation, use, reconstruction,· replacement, repair, and malntenance of 
Grantee's Facilities, Grantee shall place, maintain, and, as necessary, repair and replace. 
appropriate security fencing in a sightly condition and adequate to protect the students, faculty, 
and other users of Grantor's Property from hann from Grantee's Facilities. 

2. Maintenance of Improvements and Vegetation. Grantee shall be solely 
responsible at all times for repairing and maintaining the Easement Area, including atl of 
Grantee's Facilities placed in, on, or lUlder the Easement Area, in good, safe, secure, and sightly 
condition, and Granter shall have no duty whatsoever for any repair or maintenance of Grantee's 
Facilities. Grantee shall. be solely responsible for the surface of the Easement Area, including 
the installation and maintenance of vegetation (if any) on the Easement Area .. 

3. Restoration of Damage and Abandonment of Easement. In connection with 
the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project (the ~Project") of Grantee's Public 
Utilities Commission, Grantee intends to construct a water well and related appurtenances on. 
portions of Grantor's Property pursuant to this Easement and other easements to be conveyed to 
Grantee by Grantor co11temporaneously with the grant of this Easement. Upon Grantee's 
completion of such Project construction on or about Grantor's Property, Grantee shall repair any 
adjoining portion of Grantor's Property to the extent damaged by Grantee· s exercise of its rights 
pursuant to .this Deed to !?Ubstantially the same condition as that which existed immediately prior 
to Grantee's Project-related construction work. Grantee's obligation to restore aily such 
damaged portion of Grantor's Property '-Nill include the removal of any material introduced to, or 
released upon, any portion of the Easement Area or Grantor's Property by Grantee or its agents, 
employees, or contractors that, because of its quantity, concentration, or physical or chemical 
characteristics, is deemed by any federal, state, or local governmental authority to pose a present 
or potential hazard to human health or safety or to the environment. . If Grantee permanently 
abandons use of Grantee's Facilities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area, Grantee shall 
remove all of Grantee's Facilities, or abandon them in place in accordance with Grantor's 
reasonable specifications, and Grantee shall restore the Easement Area to substantially the same 
condition prior to the. installation of Grantee's Facilities. Grantee's obligations to repair and 
maintain the Easement Area and Grantee's Fadlities placed in, on, or under the Easement Area 
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shall continue during the .cour5e of any temporary abandonment or discontinuance of use of the 
Easement Area by Grantee. · · 

4. Indemnity. Grantee shall indemnify, defend, and hold Grantor harmless from 
and against any and all demands. claims~ legal or .adrUinistrative proceedings, losses. costs, 
penalties, fines, liens, judgments, damages, and liabilities of any kind (collectively. "Losses''), · 
arising directly out of any activity by Grantor or its Agents pursuan~ to this Deed or any breach 
of Grantee• s obligations under this Deed, except to the extent of Losses caused by the negligence 
or willful misconduct of Grantor or Grantor's authorized representatives, and except for Losses 
resulting from the discovery of pre-existing conditions discovered (and not caused) by any 
activities undertaken by Grantee or its Agents pursuant to this Deed. 

5. Notices. Any notice, consent, or approval required or permitted to be given undet 
this Easement Deed shall be in \Vrlting and shall be. given by .(i) hand delivery, against ·receipt, 
(ii) reliable next-business-day courier service that provides confmna1ion of delivery, or 
(iii) United States registered or certified mai~ postage prepaid, return receipt required, and 
addressed as follm.vs (or to such other address as either party may from time to time specify in 
writing to the other upon five (5) days prior \Vritten notice in the manner provided above): 

Grantee: 

To: 

\Vitha copy to: 

Gran tor: 

To: 

with a copy to: 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
515 Golden Gate Avenue, 10th Floor 
San Francisco, California 94103 
Attention: Brian Morelli, WSIP Right of Way 
Manager 

. Facsimile No.: (415) 487-5200 

Richard Handel 
Deputy City Attorney 
Office of the City Attorney 
City Hall, Room 234 · 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682 , 

·Facsimile No.: (415) 554-4755 

District Office, Jefferson Elementary 
School District · 
Attn: Julie Kessler 
101 Lincoln Avenue 
Daly City, CA 94015 
Facsimile No.: (650) 992-22.65 

Office of the County Counsel · 
Attn: J obn Nibbelin, Chief Deputy 
400 County Center, 6th Floor 
Redwood City, CA 94063 
Facsimile No.: (650) 363-4034 
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A properly addressed notice t:ranSmitted by one of the foregoing methods shall be deemed 
received upon confumed delivery, attempted delivery, or rejected delivery.· Facsimile numbers 
are provided above for convenience of communication only; neither party may give official or 
binding notic~ by facsimile. 

6. Run with the Land. The provisions of this Easement Deed shall run \'liith the 
land, burden the Easement Area, and bind and inure to the benefit of the respective successors 
and assigns of Grantee and Grantor. In the event Grantor sells, conveys, or assigns any property. 
interest encumbered by the Agreement, Granter shall notify the successor or assignee of the 
rights and obligations of both parties as stated herein. 

7. E:thibits. The Exhibits referenced in this Easement Deed are attached to and 
made a part of this Deed. 

8. Counterparts. This Easement Deed may be executed in counterparts, each of 
which shall be an original, but all counterparts shall constitute one instrument. 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.] 
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Executed as of this_. __ day of ______ , 201_. 

GRANTOR: 

ACCEPTED: 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
a municipal corporation 

By: __ _,__-=-------~ 
. Jolm Updike 

Director of Property 

PUC Resolution: ----
Dated: 

~------

APPRO'VED AS TO FORlVI: 

DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney 

By: 
--=:-:----=-=---=~=---,.,..--.....,.---~ 

Richard Handel, Deputy City Attorney 

F-5 

JEFFERSON ELEfvIENTARY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT. 
a California public school district 

By:~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Its: 
~~~~~~~~~~~~-

Date: , 201_ 
------~---· 

By: __ ~~-~~-~~~~-

Its: 
--~----~-----~ 

Date: , 201 ----------
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CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE 

This is to certify that the interest in real property conveyed by this deed dated , 
from the Grantor to the City and County of San Francisco, is hereby accepted pursuant to Board 
of Supervisors' Resolution No.18110 Series of 1939, approved August7,.1957, and Grantee 
consents to recordation thereof by its duly authorized officer. 

Dated: -------- By: 
JOHN UPDIKE, 
Director of Property 
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A Notary Public or other officer completing this cenificate verifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document. 

State of California 

County of ------

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On " before. me, a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , who proved to 
me on th.e basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within .instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument . 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the la\Y'S of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct. 
\Vitness my hand and official seal. 

(Seal) 

A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate •,rerifies only the identity of the individual who 
signed the document, to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of 
that document. 

State of California 

County of ____ _ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, , a-notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared , who proved to 
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within instrument and acknowledged to me · that he/she/they exe.cuted the same in · 
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s ), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct. 
Witness my band and official seal. 

(Seal) 
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A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only t.he identity of the individual who. 
signed the document to which this certificate is attached. and not the truthfulness. accuracy, or validity of 
that document 

State of California 

County of~~~~~ 

) 
) 
) 

SS 

On , before me, , a notary public in and 
for said State, personally appeared · , who proved to 
me on the basis. of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to 
the within instrument and acknmvledged to · me that he/she/they executed the same in 
hisJberitheir authorized capacity(ies), and that bY. his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of Y'lt.ich the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under Penalty of Perjury under the la\vs of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct. 
·witness my hand and official seal. 

(Seal) 
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EXHIBIT! TO 

WELL EASEMENT DEED 

[Attach Legal Description of Gran torts PrQperty] 
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EXHIBIT ~'A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

CUP-5, SITE 03, PARCEL 2G 

June 20, 2013 

All that real property situate in the unincorporated.portion ?f San Mateo Cotm.ty, State of 

California, being a portion of Parcel VI described in that certain Resolution Accepting 

Deed recorded on October 2, 1950 in Book l 949 of Official Records at page 572, San 

Mateo County and a portion of the land described in that certain Resolution and Order 

Abandoning Bush Street recorded on April 9, 1953 in Book 2396 of Official Records at 

page 187, San Mateo County, State of California, and being more particularly described 

as follows: 

BEGINNING at the 3/4" Iron Pipe with Brass Tag Stamped ••RCE 5476" and Pin in the 

monument well at the intersection of the centerline of Nimitz Drive with centerline of 

sin Street as shown on that certain Record of Survey, No. 2426, recorded on May l3, 

2013, in Volume 38 of Licensed Land Surveyor Maps at pages 35 and 36, San Mateo 

County Records; 

thence along said centerline of 8ih Street, North 89° l 7'34" West, 391.86 feet to the 

beginning of a tangent curve to the right; 

thence continuing along last said centerline, along said curve having a radius of 499.96 

feet, through a central angle of 1°24' 10". and an arc length of 12.24 feet to the 

intersection with the centerline ofMaddu.x Drive, as shown on said map; 

thence along t.'-ie centerline of Maddux Drive, North 1"'03 '56" East, t45.72 feet to the 

_beginning of a tangent curve to the left; 

· thence continuing along last said centerline, along said curve having a radius of 174.99 

feet, through a central angle of 76"'01 '40", and an arc length of232.20 feet to the 

intersection \vith the centerline of Stewart Avenue being 50.00 feet wide and shown on 
' 

J:o5ur06 IJ60212-09'Plats' {1013-06-10JCL'P-5 SJ P2G.dac:1 
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EXHIBIT G 

TO 

AGREEiVIBNT FOR PURCHASE Al'ID SALE\OF REAL ESTA TE 

PRELL.vlli'lARY TITLE REPORT FOR 
SELLER'S STEW ART A VENUE PROPERTY (A.PN: 006-111-460) 

[Attach Preliminary Title Report} 
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that certain map recorded on October 9, 1947, in Book 28 of Maps at pages 8 through l 0, 

San Mateo County Records; ·. 

thence along last said centerline of Stewart Avenue, North 1°03'56" East, 154.0l feet; 

thence leaving last said centerline, South 88°56'04"Eas~ 144.98 feet to a point on the 

westerly line of said Resolution and Order Abandoning Bush Street recorded on April 9, 

1953 in Book 2396 of Official Records at page 187; 

thence South 88°56'04" East, 128.04 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; · 

thence EAST, 33 .58 feet; 

thence SOUTH, 62.00 feet; 

thence \VEST, 33.58 feet; 

thence NORTH, 62.00 feet.to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, containing an area 

~f2,082 square feet, mo(e or less. 

All bearings and distances shoi,.vn on this exhibit are based upon the North American 
· Datum of 1983 (NAD 83), California Coordinate System, Zone Ill, Epoch l991.35. All 

distances shown hereen are grid distances. 'To convert to ground distance, multiply 
expressed distances by l.00007405. Areas shown are calculated ~ing grid distances. 
'To convert to ground area, multiply the expressetl. area by 1.000148l1. · 

A plat showing the above~described parcel is attached herein and made a part hereof as . 
Exhibit "B". . 

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in conformance with the 
Professional Land Surveyors' Act. 

~~ 
Raymond C Sullivan, PLS 8337 Date 

J:·Sut06 060211-0'N'!ats'. !1013..06-2!JJCUM SJ P2G.doc:t 
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EXHIBIT2TO 

\VELL EASEMENT DEED 

{Attach Depiction of Easement Area that designates 
location of'Well facilities and appurtenances on Site 3 -Parcel 2G] 

-. 
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52.00' 
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Subject EXHIBIT •s• 
CUP-5, SITE 03, PARCEL 2G 
Job No. 20060212-09 
By RCS Date 06/20/13 Chkd . __ 
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Visit Us on our Website: ~mw.cticcam 

@. Chicago Title Company 
ISSUING OFFICE: 2l50 John Glenn Drive, Sulta 300 •Concord, CA 94520 

925 288-8000 • FAX 925 521-9562 . 

PRELIMINARY REPO.RT 

Trtle Officer. Martha Kendall Trt:le No.: 11-40703514-MK 
Locate No.: CAC117741-7741-2407-0040703514 

TO: Chicago Title Company-San Francisco 
455 Market Street, Suite 2100 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

ATIN: Tyson Miklebost 
YOUR REFERENCE: 160310969 

PROPERTY ADDRESS: Benjamin Franklin School, Daly City, (alffomia 

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 181 2011, 07:30 A.M. 

The fonn of policy or policies of title insurance contemplated ·by this report is: 

CLTA Standard Coverage Policy - 1990 

1. THE ESTA TE OR INTEREST IN THE LAND HEREINAFTER DESCRIBED OR REFERRED TO COVERED BY 
THIS REPORT IS: 

A Fee 

. 2. TITLE TO SAID ESTATE OR INTEREST AT THE DATE HEREOF IS VESTED IN: 

Jefferson Elementary School District, an Elementary School District of the County of San 
Mateo, State of California 

3. THE LAND REFERRED TO IN THIS REPORT IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS; 

SEE EXHIBIT"A" AlTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF 

MK\MK 11/07 /2011 



·@CHICAGO TITLE COMPANY 

PRELIMINARY REPORT 

In response to the application for a policy of title insurance referenced herein, Chicago Title Company 
hereby reports that it fs prepared to issue1 or cause to be issued, as of the date hereof, a policy or policies of 
title lnsurance describing the land and the estate or interest therein hereinafter set forth, insuring against loss 
which may be sustained by reason of any defect, lien or encumbrance not shown or referred to as an 
exception herein or not excluded from coverage pursuant to the printed Schedules, Conditions and Sapulations 
or Conditions of said policy forms .. 

The printed Exceptions and Exclusions from the coverage and limitations on Covered Risks of said policy or 
policies are set forth in Attachment One. The policy to be issued may contain an arbitration dause. When the 
Amount of Insurance is less than that set forth in the arbitration dause1 all arbffrable matters shall be 
arbff:rated at the option of either the Company or the Insured as the exclusive remedy of the parties. 
limitations on Covered Risks applicable to the CL TA and ALTA Homeowners Polities of Titfe Insurance which 
establish a Deductible Amount and a Maximum Dollar limit of Uab;/ity for certain coverages are also set forth · 
in Attachment One. Coples of the policy fonns should be read. They are available from the office whfdl issued 
this report 

This report (and any supplements or amendments hereto) is issued solely for the purpose of fadlff:ating the 
issuance of a policy of title insurance and no liability is assumed hereby. If it is de5ired that liability be assumed 
prior to the issuance of a policy of title insurance, a Binder or Commitment should be requested. 

The policy(s) of title insurance to be issued hereunder will be policy(s} of Chicago Tttle Insurance Company, a 
Nebraska corporation. 

Pf ease read the exceptions shown or referred to herein and the exceptlons and exclusions set 
forth in Attachment One of this report carefully. The exceptions and exclusions are meant to 
provide you with notice of matters which are not covered under the terms of the tftle insurance 
policy and should be carefully considered. 

It is imparo:,nt to note that this preliminary report is not a written representation as to the 
condition of title and may not list all liens, defects and encumbrances affectfng title to the land. 

1915 CLTA Pre!iminnr:• R<!port Form - ~loditicd (l l l 7 06] 



Title No. 11-40703514-MK 
Locate No. CACT17741-n41-2407-0040703514 

LEGAL DESCRlPTION 

EXHIBIT "'A" 

THE l.J\ND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE UNINCORPORATED AREA, COUNIY OF SAN 
MATEO, STATE OF CAUFORNIA AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

PARCEL 1: 

Lot 5, as shown on that certain map entitled "A portion of the S.S. White Tract'', which map filed in the office 
of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 19, 1871 in Book "E" of Original Maps at page 21 and 
copied into Book 1 of Maps at page 18. 

PARCEL 2: 

Lot 24, EXCEPT the southerly 6 feet, front and rear measurements; as shown on that certain map entitled "A 
portion of the S.S. White Tract", which map filed fn the office of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on 
October 19, 1871 in Book "E" of Original Maps at page 21 and copied into Boak 1 of Maps at page 18. 

PARCEL3: 

Commencing at a point 165 feet and 10 inches south from the intersectfon of the line separating Sections 1 
and 2 in Township 3 South, Range 6 West, M.D.8.& M. with tl1e prolongation of the northerly line of "White St 
East'' as sl10wn on map hereinafter referred to {said line being shown on said map as and heretofore having 
been considered to be the southerly line of Rancho Laguna de la Merced); thence along said line separating 
said Sections 1 and 2, south 50 feet; thence at right angles westerly and parallel with the southerly line of said 
Rancho, 225 feet and 9 inches to the easterly line of "White St. North"~ thence at right angles northerly and 
along the safd easterly line of "White St. North" 100 feet; thence at right angles easterly and parallel with said 
southerly line of said Rancho, 125 feet 9 inches; thence at right angles 5outherly and parallel with said easterty 
line of "White· St. North", 50 feet; thence at right angles easterly and pa.rallel wtt:h said southerly line of said 
Rancho, 100 feet to the point of beginning. Being a portion of the land conveyed to Mrs. Jennie Mills by deed 
recorded November 9, 1894 in· Book 66 of Deeds, page 579. Said tract of land being a part of Lot 25, on a 
certain map of ''A portion of the S.S. White Tract", whfch map filed in the office of the County Recorder of San 
Mateo County on October 19, 1871 in Book "E" of Original Maps at page 21 and copied into Book 1 of Maps 9t 
page 18. 

PARCEL4: 

Lot 26, as shown on that certain map entitled "A portion of the S.S. White Tract'', which map filed in the office 
of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 19, 1871 in Book "E'' of Originar Maps at page 21 and 
copied into Book 1 bf Maps at page 18. 

PARCELS: 

Lots 7, 8, 9, 101 11, 12, 13 and 14 in Block 7 and Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7, in Block 8, as shown on that certain 
map entitled "Kern Sub. of lots 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 17, 18 of S.S. White Tract'', which map filed in the office of the 
County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 21, 1912 in Book 8 of Original Maps at page 30. 

PARCEL6: 

Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 in Block 10 and Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8 and 9, in Block 11, as shown an that 
certain map entitled "Kern Sub. of Lots 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 17, 18 of S.S. White Tract", which map filed in the office 
of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 21, 1912 in Book 8 of Original Maps at page 30. 

PARCEL 7: 

Commencing at a point 115 feet 10 inches south from the intersection of the fine separating Sections 1 and 2 
in Township 3 South, Range 6 West, M.D.B. & M. with the prolongation of the northerly line of "White Street 
East" as shown on map hereafter referred to (said line being shown on said map as and heretofore having 
been considered to be the southerly line of Rancho Laguna de la Merced); thence along said line separating 
said Sections 1 and 2 South 46 feet 1/2 Inch; thence at right angles westerly and parallel with the southerly 
line of said Rancho 100 feet; thence at right angles northerly and parallel with the easterly line of White Street 
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EXHIBIT ~A~ (continue<l) Title No. 11-40703514-MK 
Locate No. CACTI7741-7741-2407-D0407035H 

north 46 feet 1/2 inchi thence at right angles easterly and parallel with said souther!Y line of said Rancho, 100 
feet to the point of beginning. 
Being the northeasterly 50' X 100' of the southerly 100 feet of Lot 25, as shown on that certain map entitled "A 
portion of the S.S. White Tract", which map filed in the office of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on 
October 19, 1871 in Book "E" of Original Maps at page 21 and copied into Book 1 of Maps at page 18. 

PARCELS; 

Lots .1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 in Block 6 and Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, in Block 7, as shown on that certain map 
entitled ''Kern Sub. of Lots 6, 71 8, 10, 11, 17, 18 of S.S. White Tract'', which map filed in the office Of the 
County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 21, 1912 in Book B of Original Maps at P.age 30 .. 

PARCEL 9: 

Lot 5 in Block 8, as shown on that certain map entitled "Kern Sub. of Lots 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 17, 18 of S.S. White 
Tract'', which map flied in the office of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 21, 1912 in Book 
8 of Original Maps at page 30. 

PARCEL 10: 

lot 1, 2, 3 and 41 as shown on that certain map entitled "A portion of the 5.5. White Tract'', which map filed in 
the office of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 191 1871 in Book !'E" of Original Maps at 
page 21 and copied into Book 1 of Maps at page 18. 

PARCEL 11: 

lot 9, as shown on that certain map entitled ''A portion of the S.S. White Tracr'1 which map filed in the office 
of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 19, 1871 in Book "E" of Original Maps at page 21 and 
copied into Book 1 of Maps at page 18. · · 

PARCEL 12: 

Beginning.at a point on the easterly line of that certain subdivision entitled "A portion of the S.5. White Tract" 
as shown on a map filed in Volume 1 of Maps at page 18, San Mateo County records, distant thereon south· 0° 
21' 30" west 331.58 feet from the northeasterly corner of said subdivision;· thence frm said point of beginning 
south 0° 21' 30" west along said boundary line a distance of 185.39 feet; thence leaving said boundary line 
and ruuning north 63° 03' west 101.26 feet, north 89° 38' 301

• west 49.00 feet, south 69° 05' west 124.69 feet, 
north 0° 21' 30" east 185.31 feet and south 89° 38' 30" east 255.75 feet to the point of beginning. 

Being Lot 23, of the aforementioned S.S. White Tract and a portion Of lot 22. 

PARCEL 13: 

Beginning for reference at the northeasterly comer of that certain subdivision entltled "A portion of the S.S. 
White Tract'' recorded in Volume 1 of Maps at page 181 San Mateo County records; thence south 0° 21' 30" 
west 516.97 feet along the easterly boundary' of said subdivision; thence north 63° 03' west 69-.20 feet to the 
point of beginning, said point of beginning being a point on the southerly boundary of that certain parcel of 
land described in the Deed .from George Shinazy, et al to the Jefferson Bementary School District and 
recorded in the office of the recorder, San Mateo County, State of California in Volume 2726 at page 177 of 
rei:ords; thence from said point of. beginning north 63° 03' west 32.00 feet along said southerly boundaiy; 
thecne 89° 38' 301' west 49.00 feet; thence south 69° 05' west 124.69 feet; thence leaving said southerly 
boundary north 76° 26' 20" east 31.26 feet; thence north 76° 54' 20" east 44.10 feet; thence north 77° 02' 40" 
east 50.49 feet; thence north 87° 54' east 42.87 feet; thence south 89° 001 east 28.62 feet to the point of 
beginning. 

· Being a portion of Lot 22, of the aforementioned S.S. White Tract. 

PARCEL 14: 

Beginning ata point on a line parallel with and distant westerly at right angles 20 feet from the westerly line of 
Lot 11, said lot being as shown upon that map entitled "A portion of S.S. White Tract" filed in Book E of Maps 
at page 21, said point of beginning being located west along tjle center line Of 87th Street produced, a 
distance of 1175.81 feet; north 0° 21' 30" east along the westerly line of the S.S . .White Tract a distance of 
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EXHIBIT ~A" (continu~) lltle No- 11-40703514-MK 
Locate No. CACTI7741-n4t-2407--0040703514 

361.33 feet and north 89° 38' 30'' west 20 feet from the point of intersection ofthe center line of 87th Street 
with the westerly line produced, northerly of Block 11, said Block being as shown upon that certain map "Tl1e 
Seventy-Five Dollar lot Homestead Association", filed in Book E of Maps at page63; thence from said point of 
beginning along said parallel line north 0° 21' 30" east 330. 99 feet ta the southerly line of the S.S. White Tract; 
thence along the last mentioned line north 89° 58' 50" east to th_e -Nesterly line of Lot 9 of the said S.S. White 
Tract; thenc4e along the westerly line of Lots 9, 10 and 11 of said S.S. White Tract south. 0° 21' 30" west 
338.81 feet; thence north 68° 38.' west 21.42 feet to the point of beginning. 

- PARCEL 15: 

Beginning at a point on a line parallel with and distant westerly at right angles 20 feet from the westerly line of 
Lot 11~ said lot being shown upon that certain map entitled "A portion of S.S. White Tract, San Mateo County", 
which map was filed in the office of the County Recoi:cJer of San Mateo County in Book "E" of Maps, at page 
21, said point of beginning being located west along the center line of Eighty-Seventh Street produced a 
distance of 1175.81 feet; north 0° 21' 30" east,, along-the westerly line of the S.S. White Tra~ a distance of 
43232 feet and north 89° 38' 30" west 20 feet from the point of intersection of the center line of Eighty­
Seventh Street with the westerly fine produced northerly of Block 11, said block being as stiown upon that 
certain map entitled 'The Seventy-Five Dollar Lot Homestead Association", filed In Book E of Maps at page 63, 
San Mateo County records; thence from said point of beginning along said parallel line north 0° 21' 30" east 
260 feet to the southerly line of the S.S. White Tract; thence along the last mentioned line south 89° 58' 50" 
west 259.51 feet; thence south 0° 011 1011 east 100 feet; thence north 89° 58' 60" east, 73.29 feet; thence 
easterly, southeasterly and southerly on the arc of a curve to the right, said curve having a radius of 85 feet, a 
central angle of 90° 22' 40" and being tangent ta the last mentioned course at the last mentioned point, a 
distance of 134.08 feet to a point; thence south 0° 22' 30" west along a line tangent to the last mentioned 
curve at the last mentioned point, a distance of73.78 feet; thence south 89° 38' 3011 east100 feet to the point 
of beginning. 

PARCEL 16: 

The westerly 31.02 feet, front and rear measurement:S, of lot 941, and the easterly 20.98 feet, front' and rear 
measurements, of Lot 940, as shown on that certain map entitled "Tract No. 587 Braadmoor Village Map No. 4 
in Unincorporated Territory San Mateo County, Calif.", filed in the office of the County Recorder of San Mateo 
County on October 9, 1947 in Book 28 of Maps, at pages 8 to 10, inclusive. 

PARCEL 17: 

The westerly 34.01 feet, front and rear measurements of Lot 942, and the easterly 20.98 feet, front and rear 
measurements, of lot 941, as shown on that certain map entitled "Tract No. 587, Broadmaor Village Map No. 4 
in Unincorpraterl Territory San Mateo County, Calif.'', filed in the office of the County Recorder of San Mateo 
County on October 9, 1947 in Book 28 of Maps at pages 8, 9 and 10. 

PARCEL 18: 

Lot 943 and the easterly 2.99 feet, front and rear.measurer:nents, of Lot 942, as shown on that certain map 
entitled "Tract No. 587 Broadmoor Village Map No. 4 San Mateo County, Calif.", filed in the office of the County 
Recorder of San Mateo County on October 9, 1947 in Book 28 of Maps at pages B, 9 and 10. 

PARCEL 19: 

Lot 944, as shown on that certain map entitled "Tract No. 587 Broadmoor VIiiage Map No. 4 San Mateo 
County, calif.", filed in the office of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 9, 1947 in Boak 28 
of Maps at pages 8, 9 and 10. 

PARCEL 20: 

That portion of White Street, which street is shown on that certain map entitled "A portion of the 5.S. White 
Tract", filed in the-Office of the County Recorder of San Mateo County an October 19, 1871 in Book "E" of 
Maps at page 21 and copied into Book 1 of Maps at page 18, which portion of said street lies between the 
northerly terminus thereof and a point in the center of said street, being distant north 0° 21' 30" east 25 Feet 
and north 83° 38' 40" east 30.22 feet from the intersection of the northerly line of Lot 13 with the westerly fine 
of said White Street North, as said lot and street line are shown on the aforesaid map. 

PARCEL 21: 

1 9l18 
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EXHIBIT."A" (continued) Tttle No. 11-40703514-MK. 
Locate No. CACIT7741-7741-2.407-0040703514 

All that portion of White· Street, 40 feet in width, a5 shown on that certain map entitled ''A po_rtion of the S.S. 
White Tract.11

, which map filed in the office of the County Recorder of San Mateo County on October 19, 1871 in 
Book "E'' of Original Maps at page 21 and copied into Book.1 of Maps at page 18, extending easterly from the 
northerly prolongation of the westedy line of Lot 1 as said lot is shown on said map to the northerly 
proldngation of the westerly line of White Street, 60 feet in wtdth, as shon on said map of the S.S. White 
Tract; and all of Allen Street, Thomas Street and Bush Street as shon on that certain map entitled "Kern Sub. 
of Lots 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 17, 18 of S.S. White Tract", which map filed in the office of the County Recorder of San 
Mateo County on October 21, 1912 in Book B of Original Maps at page 30. 

EXCEPTIMG FROM PARCELS 2, 3, 4, 7 AND 12: All that portion of said described property that was conveyed 
to the County of San Mateo, by deed recorded March 4, 1953 in Volume 2377 of Official Records, page 251, 
San Mateo County records. 

ALSO EXCEPTING FROM PARCEL 4: The foliowing described property: 

Beginning at the northeasterly corner of Lot 26, as said lot ls shon on that certain map. entitled "A portion of 
the S.S. White Tract'', filed fn the Office of the County. Recorder of San Mateo County on October 19, 1871 in 
Book "E'' of Maps at page 21 and copied into Book 1 of Maps at page 18; thence from said point of beginning 
along the easterly line of said Lot 26, south 0° 21' 30" west 74.95 feet to a point in the easterly line of t~at 
certain Parcel conveyed to the County of San mateo by deed filed in Book 2377 of Official Records at page 
254, San Mateo County records; thence along said line north 27° 24' west 73.92 feet; thence leaving said lirie 
north 15" 061 26" west 9.90 feet to the northerly line of said Lot; thence along said northerly line south 89° 38' 
30" east 37 .07 feet to the point of beginning. 

APN: 006-111-460 
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Titfe No. 11-40703514-MK 
Locate No. CACTI774l-n41-2407-0040703514 

AT THE DATE HEREOF, ITEMS TO BE CONSIDERED AND EXCEPTIONS TO COVERAGE IN ADDIDON 
TO THE PRINTED EXCEPTIONS AND EXCLUSIONS IN SAID POUCY FORM WOULD BE AS. 
FOUOWS: 

1. Property taxes, including any personal property taxes and any assessments collected with taxes, for 
the fiscal year 2011-2012, Assessor's Parcel Number 006-111-460. 

Code Area Number. 
1st Installment: 
2nd Installment: 
Land: 
Improvements: 
Exemption: 
Personal Property: 

$1,252.39 open 
$11252.39 open 
$ 
$ 

2. The lien of supplemental- taxes, if any, assessed pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 3.5 
(Commencing with Section 75) of the Revenue and Taxation code of the State of California. 

3. Easernent(s) for the purpose(s) shown below and rights incidental thereto as granted in a 
document. 

Granted to: 
Purpose: 
Recorded: 
Affects: 

County of San Mateo 
Sanitary Sewer 
January 30, 1930, Book 458, Page 101, of Official Records 
a 6 foot strip of land over the easterly portion of the premises 

4. Easement(s) for the purpose(s) shown below and· rights Incidental thereto as delineated or as 
offered for dedication, on the E of Original Maps page 21 and copy Book 1 of Maps, page 18. 

Purpose_: right of way 
Affects: a portion of the premises 

s: Easement(s) for the purpose(s) shown below and rights incidental thereto as granted. lia a 
document 

Granted to: 
Purpose: 
Recorded: 
Affects: 

City of Daly City 
construction, maintenance and repair of an 8 inch waterline 
April 8, 1960, Sook 3n6, Page 513, of Official Records 
a portion of the premises 

6. Easement(s) for the purpose(s) shown below and rights incidenta! thereto as granted in a 
document. 

Granted to: 
Purpose: 

Recorded: 
Affects: 

North San Mateo County Sanitation district, etc. 
sanitary sewer mains and temporary construction and moving machines and 
equipment 
May 10, 1978, Book 77421 Page 1309, of Official Records 
a portion of the premises 

1~20 Cl.TA ?r!hmmar1 Repcrt Rirm • Mcd:fie11 'tl/ l7J':&, 



ITEMS: {continued) l1tie No. 11-40703514-MK . 
Locate No. CACTI7741-7741-2407-0040703514 · 

7. Matters which may be disclosed by an inspection and/or by a correct ALTA/ACSM Land Trt:le Survey 
of said land that is satisfactory to this Company, and/or by Inquiry of the parties in possession thereof. 

8, Any rights of the parties in possession of a portion of, or all of, said land, which rights are not 
disclosed by the public record. 

This Company will require, for review, a full and complete copy of any unrecorded agreement, 
contract, license and/or lease, together with all supplements, assignments and amendments thereto, 
before issuing any policy of title insurance without excepting this item from (overage. The Company 
reserves the right to except additional items and/or make additional requirements after reviewing said 
documents. 

9. The application for title insurance was placed by reference· to only a street address or tax 
.identification number. 

Based an our records, we believe that the description in this report covers the parcel requested, 
however, if the legal description is incorrect a new report must be prepared. 

If the legal description is incorrect, in order to prevent delays, the seller/buyer/borrower must provide 
· the Company and/or the settlement agent with the correct legal description intended to be the 
subject of this transaction. 

END Of ITEMS 

Note 1. There are NO deeds affecting said land, recorded within twenty-four (24) months of the date of 
this report. 

Note 2. If a county recorder, title insurance company, escrow company, real estate broker, real estate 
agent or association provides a copy of a declaration, governing document or deed to any 
person, California law requires that the document provided shall include a statement regarding 
any unlawful restrictions. Said statement is to be in at least 14-point bold face type and may be 
stamped on the first page of any document provided or included as a cover page attached to 
the requested document. Should a party to this transaction request a copy of any document 
reported herein that fits this category, the statement is ta be included in the manner described. 

Note 3. · Please contact Escrow Office for Wire Instructions. 

Note 4. Any documents being executed in conjunction with this transaction must be signed in the 
presence of an authorized Company employee, an authorized employee of an agent, an 
authorized employee of the insured lender, or by using Bancserv or other approved third-party 
service. If the above requirements cannot be met, please call the company at the number 
.provided in this report. ' 

END OF NOTES 

1921 
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ATTACIDI:El'l'T ONE 

Ai)lERICAl"f LAND TITLE ASSOCIATION 
RESIDENTL-\L TITLE INSURANCE POLICY (6Ml-87) EXCLUSIONS 

In addition to the Exci::ptians in Schedule 8, you are nae insured -
against loss, costs. attorneys' fees, and e~nses resulting .from: 
I. Government:il police power. and the existenct: or \iolation of 

am: la'w or gonc:rnment re!ZU!ation. This includes buildin2 and 
zoiiing ordinance:; and also laws and regulations concenling: 

• land use 
• improvement5 on the land 
• land division 
• environmental protection · 

Thi:s exclusion does not a.pp ly to violations or the enforcement 
of these matters which appear in the public records at policy 
date. 
This exclusion does not limit tht: zoning coverage described in 
[terns 12 and 13 of Covered Title Risks. -

2. The right to take the land by condemning it., mtll!Ss: 
• a notice of exercising the right appears in the pub lie records 

on the Policv Date 
• the tiling happened prior to the Policy Date and is binding 

on you if you bought the land tvithout knowledge of the 
taking 

In addition to the Esclusion:>, you nre not in::.1l!ed agnin:."1 loss, 
costs, attorney:>' tees, and the e:-..-penses resulting from: 
1. Any rights, in£1:!re::.-ts, .or claims or parties in possession of the 

'land not shown by the public records. · 
2 Any easements or li~ not mown by the public records. This 

does not limit the lien coverage in Item 8 of Covered 
Title Risks. -

3. Title Risk:;: 
• that are creatt:d. allowed, or agreed to by you 
• that are knot\U to you, but not to us, on the Policy Date-

unless they appeared in tilt! public record,; -
• that result in no loss to vou 
• that fir.st affect Your title after the Policv Date - this does not 

limit the labor and material lien co\·cra!le in Item 8 of 
.Covered Title Risks ~ 

4. Failure to pay value for your title. 
5. Lack of a right: 

• to anv land outside the area speciiicallv described and 
refurred to in Item 3 of Schedule A • 
or 

• in streets, alleys, or ·waterways that touch your land 
This exclusion doC::J not limit the access co\·erage in Item 5 of 
Covered Tith! Risks. 

3. ·Arrv facts about the land which a correct survev would disclose ' 
and which are not sh0\\>11 by the public records. This does not 
limit the forced removal coverage in Item l2 of Covered 
Tille rusks. -

4. Anv water rif!hts or claims or titlt: to water in or under the land, 
wb~ther or not .o;hotv11 by the public r<;:eordii. 
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ATTACHMENT ONE 
(CONTI!'fUEfi) 

CALIFOR.:.'"•UA LA1'ffi TITLE ASSOCL-\.TION STA.J.""IDA.RD COVERAGE POLICY - 1990 
, EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE 

The follo"•ing. matt<!rs are expressly excludt!d from rhe cot;.;:rag.e of 
this policy and rh.e Company \vill not pay loss or d!llllllge, costs, 
attorncys' fet!S or ex-penses which arise by reason of: 
I. (a) Any la·w, ordinance or governmental regulation linduding 

but not limited to building and zonin.g laws, . ordinance:i, or 
regulations) restricting, regulating, prohibiting or relating 
(i) th.: occupancy, use, or· enjoyment of the land~ lii) the 
character, dimeru.ions or location of any improvement now or 
Uc;!feafter erected on the land; (iii) a separation in ottnership or 
a change in the dimensions or area of the land or any parcel of 
which the land is or was a pmt~ or (iv) emironmental 
protection.. or the effect of any \iolaiion of these laws, 
ordinances or governmental regulations, e:o;cept to the extant 
that a notice of the enforcement thereof or a notice of a defecl 
lien or encumbrance resulting from a \iolation or alleged 
violation riffecting the land has been recorded in the public 
records at Date of Policv. 
(b) Anv governmental police power not excluded by (a) above, 
except" to the extent that \1 notice of the exerci!ie thcreof or a 
notice of a defect, lien or encumbr;mce re::.-ulting from a 
·violation or alleged \iolation affecting the land hai bel!l1 
recorded in the pllblic records at Date of Policy. 

2. Ri!!hts of -eminent domain unless notice of the t!Xcrcise tht!reof 
haS been recorded in the public records at Date of Policy, but 

· not excluding_ from coverage any taking which has occLUTed 
prior to Date of Policy which would be binding on the rights of 
a purchaser- for v:ilue tvithout knowledge. 

3. Defects. liens, enc:umbrances, adverse claims, or other matters: 

(a) \Yhethi:r or not rec1.m1ed in dte public records al Date of 
Policv, but created. suffered.. assumed or al2I"t:ed to bv the 
in:surect claim.ant: · ~ ·· 
lbinot known to the Company, not recordi!d in the public 
records at Date of Policy. but know11 to the in.::.'"Ured clai,ma.nr 
and not disclosed in >vriting to the Compan~- by the insured 
claimant prior to the date the: iruiwed claimant became an 
in.::.-ured under this policy: · 
\Cj resulting in no loss or damage to the insured claimant 
( d,) attaching or created subsequent to Date of Policy; or · 
(e) resulting in loss or damnge which would not have been 
sustaino! if the insured claimant had paid value tOr the filsured 
mortgage or for the estate or interest insured by this policy. 

4. Um:nforceabilitv of the lien of lhe insured morti:m.ge beca~ of 
the inability or failure of the iru.LJted at Date 01" Policy, or the 
inability or failure of any subsequent O\,llet ofthz indebtedness. 
to comply \\ith the applicable \loing business la\VS of the state 
in which the land is situated. 

5.. Invalidity or unenforceability of the lien of the in::.'Ul"ed 
mortgage, or claim thereol which ~s out of the transaction 
evidenced by the insured mortgage and is based upon lb""llfJ or 
any consumer credit protection or truth ill lending law. 

6. Any claim, which anses out of the transaction ve::.-ting in the 
insured the estate: or interest insured by this policy or the 
transaction creating the interest of the insured lend.:r, by reason 
of the operation of fedt!tal bankruptcy, state insolvencv or 
similar creditors' rights laws. · 

SCHEDULE B, PART I 
L'X.CEPTIONS FROM COVERAGE 

Tiris policy dO<!s not irbm against loss or damage land the Company \>ill" not pay costs, attorneys' fees or t:..'\-p<!nSCS) which l.lr'llie br reason of: 

l. Ta..'\'.~ or n:>::il!Ssments which are not sho\v n as ~xi.stiru! lien:; bv 
the records of any ta.'\ing authority that bies -ta....:es or 
a:>Se56IDents on real property or by the public records. 
Proceedings by a public agency \Vhich muy ro't!lt in taxes or 
n.ssessmenrs, or notices of s~h proceedings. whether or not 
shown by the records of such agency or by the public records. 

}. Anv facts .. rumts, interests or claims \\.·hich are notshO\\n IJ<; th.:: 
public records but which could be ascertained by an in$pection 
of the land or which may be asserted by pt!r:>ons in possession 
thereof. 

3. Easements, liens or encumbrances, or claims thereat: ru.1t shO\.vn 
by the public records. 

PART I 

4. DiSt."t'epanci.::s, conflict::< in l:iounduy !me::;, :>honage in area, 
encroachments, or anv otht!r fact5 1vhich a correctSllITa.'\v'Uuld 
disclose, and which are not shm.vn by the public records, 

5. (a) Unpatentcd mining claims: (b) reservations or exceptions in 
patents or in Acts authorizine: the issuance thereof: ( c) water 
ri®ts. cluims or title to water. whether Qr not the matters 
excepted under {a), (b ), ·or ( c} ar~ shown by the public records .. 

6. Any lien or right to a lien for senices, labor or material nor 
shown by the public record.~. 
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A TT ACffi."fENT ONE 
(CONTINUED) 

FORi'rIBRL Y AM:ERICAJ'f L...\i'ID TITLE ASSOCU. TION LOAl."'i POLICY (10-l 7-92) 
WITH A.LT.A. ENDORSE1"IENT-FO.R1-YI 1 COVERAGE 

EXc;LUSlONS FROM CO-VER.AGE 

The tbllm•ing rnauers ar<? expres::;ly e:-.:cluded from the coverageof 
this policy and the Company will not pay loss or damage, costs. 
attorney::;' fees or"::xpem;es which arise by reason of: 
1. r a) Anv lav •. ordinance or governmental re!!Ulation {including 

but no·t li:mlted to building and zoning la\,·s, ordinances, or 
regulations l re:itrfoting, regulating. prohibiting or relating to 
til th.-: llCcupancy, use, or enjoyment of the land: (ii) the 
character. dimensions or location of any improvement now or 
hereafter erected on the land~ (iii) a separation in ownership or 
a changt! in the dimensions or area of the land or uny parcel of 
which the fond is or was a part: or (iv) environmental 
protection. or the effect of any violation of tht!Se law.;;. 
ordinances or go';ernmental r.::gulations, except to the e:-.tent 
that a notice of the enforcement th.::reof or n notice of a detect, 
lien or encumbrance resulting from· a violation or alle2ed 
\iolation affecting the land has bet!n recorded in the public 
records at Date of Policv. 
lb) An•/ go\'cmmentnl police powcr not excluded by (a) above, 
except to the e~tent that a notice of the exercise thereof or a· 
notice of a detect. lien or encumbrance resulting from ·a 
violation or ailes;;ed violation affecting the land has been 
recorded in the pUblic records ut Date of Policy. 

2. Ricltts of eminent domain unless notice of the exerci5e thereof 
ha5 been recorded in the public records at Date of Poli1..-y, but 
not excluding from coverag-e any W:ing which has occurred 
prior to Date of Pulicywhich would be binding on the rights of 
a purchaser for value without knowledge. 

3. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims, or othermatu::rs: 
(a) created, suffered, a?SUIIl.ed or agreed to by the insured 
claimant~ 
(b) not knmm to the Company, not recorded in the publie 
records at Date of Policv, but knm.rn to the in:,LJretl claimant 
and not disclo:>erl in writing to the Company by the insured 
claimant prior to the date the in::.11red. claimant became an 
insured under this policy; 
( c) resulting in no 10:1s or damnge to the insured cl aimnnt, 
(d) attaching or created subsequent to Date ofPolicy (except to 
the ext~t that this policy in::.-ures the priority of the lien of the 
insur.::d mortgage over any statutory lien for sen ices, labor or 

material or to the e:xtent insurance is nftbrdcd herein 11S to 
assessments for street impro\·ement.s under con:;trUcuon or 
completed at Date of Policy): or · 
(e) resulting in toss or damalte \vhkh would not ha,·e been 
sustamed if the insured claimant had paid \'<.llue for the inSured 
mortgage. · 

4. Unenforceabilil:\· of the lien of the insured mortg:age b.:cawe of 
the! inabilitv or tailure•of the insured at Date of Policv, or the 
inability or· failure of any subsequem 0\\11er of the indebtedness., 
to comply with applicable doing blbiness laws of the state in 
which the land is situated. 

i Inrnliditv or unenforceabilit:Y of the lien of the insured 
mort!!:ne:e, or claim .thereof. which nri:;es out of the transaction 
evidenced by the iru.-ured mortgage and is based upon usury or 
any consumer credit protection or truth in knding law. 

6. Any statutory lien for sen ices, labor or materials (or the claim 
of priority of any statutory lien for sen ices. labor or materials 
over the lien of the insured mortgage) arbing from an 
improvement or work related to the land which is contracted fur 
nnd commenced subsequent to Date of Policy and is not 
financed in whole or in part by proceeds of the indebtedness 
secured by the insured mortgage which at Date of Policy the 
irb-ured has advanced or is obligated to advance. 

7. Anv claim, which arues out of the transaction creating the 
intmst of the mortgagee insured by this policy, by reason of the 
operation of foderal bankruptcy, state insolvency, or similar 
creditor:>' ri!ilits laws, that is based .on: 
(i) the transaction creating the interest of the in::mredmorrgagee 
being deemed 11 fraudulent conveyance or fraudulent tr:msfor: or 
(ii) the :3llbordinntion of the interest of the insured mortgagee ll!! 
-a result of the application of the doctrine of equitable -
subordination: or · · 
(iii) the tran~action creating the interest ~1f the insured 
mortgagee being deemed a preferential transfer except where 
the preforential tramter results from the failure: 

(a) to timely record the in:;trument of transti!r, or 
(b) of such recordation to impart notice to a purchllser for . 
value or a judgement or lien creditor. 

The above policy form may be issued to afford dther Standard Coverage or Ext~d Coverage. 
Tn addition tr.i the above Exclusions from Coverage, the E:-:ceptions from Coverage in a Standard Coverage policy will also include the 

" follotving Exceptions from Coverage: · 

E..XCE:PTIONS FROM COVERAGE 

Thi;; policy does not insure against loss or damage (and the Company will not pay costs, attorneys' fei:s ore.'\penses) which arise by reason of: 

1. 1' axes or asses:SIDenB \Yb:ich are not shown as e:-:Btimr liens bv 
the records of any. ta'\:ing authority that levies ta.\'.es or 
asses::.nents on real property or by the public records. 
Proceedings by a public agency which may result in ta.'l.es or 
assessmt!nts. or notices of ;;uch proceedings, ·whether or not 
;;;ho\'m by the r~ord:; of such agency or by the public records. 

2. Any foe ts, rights, interests or claims which are not sho;>n by fue 
public records but which could be ascertnined by ,an in:."P~~on 
of the lru1d or which may be asserted by persons.in possession 
thereof. 

3. Easements, lieru or encumbrances, or claims th~f. not ;;b:o\\.U 
by the public records. 

4. Discrepancies, contlicts in boundary lines.shonage in area. 
encroachments, or anv other facts which a correct :.rurvev v.uuld 
di5close, and which ni:e not shown by the public records. 

5. (a) Unpatented mining claims; \b j reservatiuns ortl:\ception.s in 
patenrs or in Acts authorizing the is;;uance tht!reof; (c) wakr 
right::;, claims or title ·to water, whether or not the matters 
excepted under (al. (b) or (c) are shown by the public record;. 

6. Am lien or ri!ilit to a lien for services, labor Dr material not 
:>hown by the public reccrd.:l. 
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A TTACHlvIENT ONE 
{CONTINUED) 

2006 AMERICAN L-'\J.'iD TITLE ASSOCL.\ TION LOAN POLICY (06-17-06) 
EXCLUSIONS FROM COVER.AGE 

The t0l!ov.in2 matters are e:..-nressh· e:-.:clurled from the cov.:rng;e of 
this policy. and the Company wilfnot pay loss or damage, ca,,1,;, 
auomeys' t~. or e:...-penses that arise by reason ot: 
I. (a) Any lmv. ordinance. permit. or governmental reg.ulation 

r1ncluding those relating to building and zoning) ratridimr. 
reg.ulatini?, prohibiting, or relating to ~- ~' 

{i) the occupancy, use; or enjoyment of the Land~ 
(ii) the character. dimensions, or location of any 
il:riprovement erected on the Land: 
(iii) the subdivision of land; or 
(iv) environmental protectio~ 

or the .::ffect of any violation of these lav;s, ordinanct:;;, or 
imvemrnenta! resrufations. This Exclusion l (a) does not modifr or limit the co...-erage pr01.ided under Covered Risk 5. . 
tb) Any governmental police power. This Exclusion I (b) doe::> 
not modify or limit the coveragt= provided 1.U1der Covered 
Risk 6. 

2. Riehts of eminent domain. This Exclusion does not modifr or 
lin:llt the coverage provided under Covered Risk 7 or S. · 

3. Defects, liens. encumbrances, adverse claims. or othl!r matt<!f's 
La) creat.::d, .suffered.. assumt:d, or agreed to by the Im."llred 
Claimant: . 
(b) not Knm\'ll to the Company, not recordr:d in the Public 
Records at Date of Policy, but Kno\'<11 to the Insured Clilimant 
and nor disclosed in writing to the Company by the Insured 
Claimant prior lo the date the Insured Claimant became Uil 

Insured under thi:; policy: 

Cc) re::."Ulting in no los:'l or daxmuze to the Insured Clai:manr:: 
(dl attaching or creatr:d subsequent to Date of Policy (howe\·er. 
thi5 doe::> not modify or limit the coverage pimided undl!r 
Covered Risk 11, 13, or 14 ): or 
(e) resulting in loss or damage that would not have been 
sustaini:!d if the Insured Claimant hud paid value for the In::.-ured 
Mortgage. 

4. UnenJ:orceabilitv of the lien of the Insured Mortgage becall5C of 
the inahility or t'ailure of an Jnsured to comply "-iih applicable 
doin2-business laws of the state where the Land is situated. 

5. Invalidity or unenforceability in whole or in purr of the lien of 
the fnsured Mort!!!ll!e that arises out of the transaction 
evidenced by the IriSured Mortgage and is based upon usury or 
any coIL~umer credit protection or truth-in-lending law. 

6. Any claim. by reason of th,;: operation of.fedt:ral bankruptcy, 
state insolvency, or similar creditors' rights laws, that the 
transaction creating the lien of the insured Mor!l!a!!e, is 
(a) a fraudult!Ut convevance or fraudulent trlllbib-:or 
{b) a preferential tranifer for any reason not stated in Covered 
Risk 13tb) of this policy. 

7. Am lien on the Title for real estate ta.'..:t!S or assessments 
imposed by governmental authority and created or attaching 
bet;'l<·t!en Date ofPolicv and the date ofrecortling of the Insured 
Mort!!age in the Public Records. This Excllision does not 
modify~ or limit the coverage provided under ·Covered 
Ri!!k l l(b). 

The above po Hey fonn may be issued to afford either Standard Coverage or fa."tended Co~·erage. 
In addition to the above Exclusions from Coverage, the faceptions from CoYerage in a Standard Coverage policy will also include the 

· following E:-.ceptions from Coverage: 

EXCEPTIONSFRO~ICOVERAGE 

This policy does not insure against loss or dmnage (and the Company will not pay costs, attorneys· fel!S or e:..-penses). that arise by reason of: 

l. la-) T a.xes or assessments that are not sho\\n a:; existing lit:ns by 
the records of anv ta.\'.in!! authoritv that le\'i.::s taxes or 
assessments 011 real prop~ or by tht: Public Records; 
lb) procc:edings by a public agency that may result in taxe::; or 
assessments, or notice:; of such proceedings, \vhether or not 
sho1.vn bv the records of such a1<:encv or bv the Public Rec(1rJ.s. 

, Anv foct:S. mmts. interests. or elm that" are not shown bv the 
Public Recofds but that coµld be ascertained by an inspection 
of the Land or that may be asserted by persons in possession of 
theLand. · 

3. Easements, liens or. encumbrances, or claims thereof: ru.it shmm 
by the Public Records. 

.f.. Any encroachment, en.cumbr.!i."lce, \.iolarion. variation, or 
adverse circumstance affecting the Title that\vouldbedisclosed 
by W1 m.:curate and complete land survey of the Land and not 
shm>n bv tire Public Records. 

5. (a) Unpfttenred mining: claims; (b) reserrntions or exceptions in 
patents or in AcH authori.."'ing the i.>ruance therc:oe (c) wata­
ri®ts, claims or title to water, \vhether or not the matter,:; 
e.~cepted under (a), (b), or (c) are shO\vn by thePublicRecon:h 

6. An;t' liim or right to a lien for :>etTi<:es, labor or material not 
shown by the Public Records: 
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ATTACHMENT ONE 
(CONTINUED) 

FOR...""1,.IBRLY Ai't-!ERlCA.!"1 L.\.L'ID TIILE ASSOCl.-\TION OWNER'S POLICY (10-17-91) 
EXCLUSIONSFRO~ICOVERAGE 

The foll?wing matters are c::.."Pressly e~cluded from the eoverage of 
this policy and the Company will not pay loss -or damage, co::;ts, 
attorneys' fet!S or e~--penses which ari:;e by reason of: 
L ta) Any la\\, ordimmce or governmental regulation (including 

bl!t not limited to building and zoning laws, ordinances, or 
regulations) re::itricting. regulating, prohibiting or relating: to 
(i) the occupancy, use, or enjoyment of the land~ (ii) the 
character, dimensions or location of any improvement nmv or 
hereafter <:rected on the land; (iii) a ::;eparation in ownership or 
a change in the dimensions or area of the lam:! or any pared of 
which the land is or was a p~ or (iv) environmental 
protectio~ or the e.ff.:ct of .an}' •iola.tion of these laws. 
ordinam:e::i or governmental regulations, e.xcept to the e.\':tent 
that a notice of the enforcement thereof or a notice of a defect, 
lien or encumbnmce resulting from a \iolation or allc:ged 
violation affecting the land has been recorded in the public 
records at Dnte of Policy. 
(b) Any governmental police power not excluded by (a) above, 
e:-<cept to the extent that a notice of the exercise thereof or a 
notice of a detect, lien or encumbrance resulting from a 
violation or alleged \iolation uffectim: the land has been 
recorded in the public records at Date of Policy. 

2. Rights of eminent domain unll!Ss notice of the exercise thereof 
h.lls been rr:cordc:d in the public records at Dute of Policy, but 
not excluding from coverage: ony taking which hus occurred 
prior to Date of Policy which would be binding on the rights of 
a purchaser for value ·without knowledge. 

3. Ddect;, liens, enc1unbninces, adverse claims. ur other muru:rs: 
(al created., suffered., aS!>'1ltned.or agreed to by the in:mred 
claironnt: 
lb) not knO\vn to the Company, not recorded in the public 
record::> at Date of Policy, but krn.)\•n to the insured claimant 
and not disclosed in writing to the Company by the insured 
ulaimant prior to the date the insured claimant became an 
i!D-ured under this policy; · 
( c·i resulting in no loss or damage to the insured claimant; 
(d) attaching or created subsequent to Date of Policy, or 
( e) resulting in loss Or damage Which. \VOU[d IlOt have been 
su:;tainai if the insured claimant had pa1d value fur the e:itate or 
intere~1. insured by this policy. 

4. AnY claim. which arises out of the transaction vestim! in the 
inslired tlli! estate or interest insured by this policy, by r~n of 
the operation offederal bankruptcy, state insolvency, or similar 
creditors' rights laws, that is based on: 
(i) the transaction creating. the estate or interest io!,--ured by thi:; 
policy being deemed a fraudulent conwynnce or fraudulent 
transfer: or 
(ii) th.;: transaction creating the estate or interest insured by this 
policy being deemed a preferential transter except where the 
preferential trnn:s'fer results from the failure: 

(a) to timely record the instrument of transfer, or 
tb) of sucb recordation to impart notiL~ to a purchaser tbr 
value or a judgement or lien creditor. 

The above policy form may be issued to aftbrd either Standard Coverage or fa'tended Coverage. 
In addition to the above Exclusions from Coverage, the Exceptions from Coverag-c in a Standard Coverng:e policy will also include the 

following f:xceptions from Coverage: : 

EXCEPTIONS FROM COVERAGE . 

This policy does not "hb--ure again:>"'! loss or damage (and the:: Company will not pay costs, attorneys' fee:; or e:-.--penses) whkh ari:;e by reason of 

1. T a..'1:-cs or us,;l!Ssments which o.re not shovm as existing liens b\ 
the records of anv ta.xing authoritv that le\1t:5 ta"\es or 
asseS>.111ents on real proP'erty or by the public records. 
Proceedings by a public agency 'which may re:.--ult in taxes or 
asses:,-ments, or notices of such proceedings, whetht:r or not 
shown.by the records of such agency or by the public records. 

2. Any faers, nghts, m.terests or claims which are nol sho\\U by th!! 
public record;; but which could be !!!:!Calained by an inspection 
of the 1,'.lild or which may be asserted by per:ions in posses::.-ion 
thereat 

3. Ea;;ernents, lit!Ils or encilmbrances, or claims thereof: not shmvn 
by the pub lie records. 

4. Di::it.1e:pancies, conflicts in boundary lines, shortage in area, 
encroachments, or anv other facts which a correct smv.:v would 
disclose, and which are not shm.vn by the public rcconk 

5. (a) Unpatented miriing claims;. (b) resc:rv~tions or e.-<:ceptions in · 
patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof; (c) water 
riclits. claims or title to water. whether or not the matter5 
excep'ted under(a). {b) or (c} arc shown by the public records. 

6. Any lien or right to a lien for services, labor or rnat-t:ri.al not 
sho\m by the public records. 
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ATTACHMENT ONE 
(CONTL'IUED) 

2006 A~rERICAi'i LL'ID TITLE ASSOCl.\.TION OWNER'S POLICY (06-17-06) 
EXCLUSIONS FRO:V[ COVERAGE 

The following matters are ex-pressly excluded from the: coverage of 
th.is pohcy, and the Company \\>ill not pay loss or drunage, costs. 
attorneys' fees. or expaises that ari;;.;: by reason of: 
1. (a) Anv law, ordinance, permit, or governmental regulation 

(including: those relating to building and zoning) restricting, 
regulating, prohibiting. or relating to 

(i) the occupancy, use, or enjoyment of th!! Land: 
(ii) the character, dimensions, or location of any 
improvement erected on the Land; 
(iii) the subdivision of!~ or 
(iv) em:irornnental protection; . · 

or the effect of anv \iolation of these laws. ordinances, or 
gm:ernmental regulations. This faclusion i(a) does not modif}· 
or limit the coverage provided under Co>·ert:d Risk 5. 
(b) Any goYernmental police pO\ver. This Exc!lli>"ion 1 lb) do~ 
not modify· or limit the covaage pro\ided undcr Covercrl 
Risk6. 

2. Ril2'.b1s of eminent domain.. This Exclusion does not modi.IT or 
Iiniit the coverage provided under Covered Risk 7 or 8. -

3. Dt!fecrs. liens, encumbranc~, adverse claims. or other matters 
{a) created, suffered. assumed, or agreed to by the Insured 
Claimant: . . 

(bl not Known to the Company. not recorded in the Public 
Records at Date of Policy, but Kno\\ n to the Insured Claimant 
and not disclosed in wnting to the Company by the [nsured 
Claimant prior to the dare the lnsured Claimant became an 
Insured under this policy; 
(c) re;;ulting in no Joss or dumagc: to the Iruured Claimant; 
{ d.) attuching or created subsequ.::nt to Date of Policy (however, 
this does not modify or limit the coverage prm.ided under 
Covercii Risk 9 and 10)~ or · 
(e) resulting in loss oi:- dmn;ige that would not have bet:n 
sustained if the Insured Claimant had paid value for the Title. 

4. Any claim, by reason of the operation of federal bankruptci:, 
state iIBolvencv, or similar creditors' ri2ht5 laws, that the 
transaction v.estlng the Title as shown in Schedule A. is 
(a) a fraudulent conveyance or fraudulent transft!r; or 
(b) a prefenmtial transfer for any reason not stated in Cm;ered 
Risk 9 of this policy. 

5. Anv lien on the Title for real estate ta.'\es or asses::.111enrs 
imposed by governmental authority and 1.Teated or attaching 
between Date ofPolicv and the date ofrecordine: of the deed or 
oth!!r instrument of transfer' in the Public Records that vests 
Title as shown in Schedule A. 

The abm'e policy form may be issued to afford either Standard Co\.·erage or E:\1ended Con:rage. . 
fu addition to the above £'\'.clusions from Coverage, the Exception5 from Co\'erage in a Standard Coverage policy will also include the 

· following Exct!ptions from Coverage: · 

iL-XCEPTIONS FROM COVERAGE 

This policy de.Jes not insure against Ioss or damage (and the Company wilI not pay· costs, attorneys· tees or expen;;es) that anse by reason of. 

1. (a) T a.'U'!S ~1r assessments that are not shown :as ::!xi.sting liens by 
the records of anv ta'\inl! authorit:v that Je\ie;; taxes or 
asst!s:>ments on reai property or by ihe Public Rec-0rds; (bl 
pr-uceedin~ by a public agency that mny result in taxc...; or 
ilsses:,-ments, or notices of such proceedings, whether or not 
shown b\" the records of such agencv or by the Pub lie Records. 

2. Anv facts, riizhts. interests, or c1aimS that" are not shown h\." the 
Public Recoi=ds but that could be ascertained hy an 1mpeetion 
of the L!llld or that rnriy be assertai by persons in possession of 
the Land. 

3. Easements, liens or encumbrances, or daims thereof, not sho\vn 
by the Pub lie Records.. 

4. Any encroachm.l!Ilt, encumbrance, violation. variation, or 
adverse circumstance meeting the Title that would he disclosed 
by an accurate and compkte land survey of the Land and not 
shown bv the Public Records. 

5. (a) Unpatentedmining.claims~ (bl reserntions ore:\ception.sin 
patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof; LC) water 
rights, claims or title to wat.::r. wherb.er or not the matters 
excepted under(a). (b), or(c) are shmvn by the Public Records. 

6. A.n.Y hen or ri!ili.t to a lii.m fur s.;:n,ices, tabor or material not 
shoivn by the Public Records. 

1928 A!tll.dunau One ('7 26. I 0 l 
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A TIA CHi-VIENT ONE 
(CONTIN1JED) 

CLTA HOMEOW:"l'ER'S POLICY OF TITLE INSURANCE (10-22-03) 
ALTA HOMEOWNER'S POLICY OF TITLE INSURANCE (10-22-03) 

L'X CLUSIONS 

In addition to tht! [;.;..:t:pti(l!l!! in S..:heiluh:: B, You are noc in:;ured nguirul losil, costs. auomt!)'s' fees. and expenses resulting from: 

! . Governmental police power. and the existence or >iolation ot' 
an\· law or iZovemment remtlation. This include:; ordinunces, 
lai\'S and reruiations Concernirm: 

b. t:he taking happened before the Policy Date and is binding 
<.m You if You boue:ht the Land withuut Knowing of the 
!akin!!. - -

:+. Risks: -a. building- -
b. zoning u. that are r..'Teated_ alloiveci or :rnre:::d to bv YotL whether or 

not they appear in the Puhltc Record.-;; · · c. Land Ll.se 
d_ improvemems on Land 
e. Land di\ision 
f. em iroruni::ntal protection 

l:>. that are Krio~m to You at the PoliC\· Date. but not to Us. 
unless they appear in the Public Records a[ th.;: Policy Date: 

c. .that result in no his to You; or 
This E-..:clusion does not apply to 1,·iolations or thi: enforcement of 
these matters if notice of the \iolation or enforcement appears in 
the Public Records at the Policv Date. 

d. that first occur after the Polici: Date - this does not limrt the 
co\·eram: described in Con!red Ri.:lk 7, 8.~ 22, 23. 24 
or 15. - . 

5. F ailuri:! tci pay value for Your Titltl. 
6. Lack of a ricllt: 

This Exclusion does not limit the coverage described in Covered 
Risk 14, 15, 16. 17 or 24. 
2.. The failure of Your existing. structures, or any part of them. to 

be con:;tructed in accordance \;ith applicable building codes. 
Thi.::i ExclU5ion does not apply to violations ofbuilding codes if 
notice of the violation appears in the Public Records at the 
Polic'll Datt!. 

a. to any [and outside the area specificolly de:icril:>ed and 
rcft!Ired to in parairraph 3 of Schedule A: and 

b. in streets, rilleYs, oI- watenvavs thal touch the Land. 
This Exclwion does-not limit the co\·er:w:.:: described in Covered 
Risk 11or18. -

3. The nght to tukt! the Land by condt!1111liug it, unll!Ss: 
a. notice of ~xercising the righl appears in the Public Records 

at the Pohcy Datt:; or 

LThllTA TIONS ON COVERED RISKS 

Your insurance for the following Covered Risk3 b limited on rhe Ovvner's Coverage Statement 
as follows: ~ -

• For Covered Risk l.J., 15, 16and 18, YourDeductil:>leAmountandOur~fa.ximumDolJarLimit 
of Liability shown in Schedule A. · 

The deductible amounu; and maximum dollar limits shown on Schedule A are as follows: 

Covered Risk 14: 

Cm·ered Risk l 5: 

Cnvered Ri;;k J 6: 

Your Deductible Amount 

l .00% of Pofa.-y Amount 
or 

:S 2.500.QO 
(whichever is less) 

.LQQ.% of Policv • .\mount 
or 

$ 5.000.00 
(whichever is lessj 

l .00% of Policy ,l\mount 
or 

$ 5.000.D'O 
(whichever is less) 

1.00% of Policy .A.mount 
or 

$ 2.500.00 
(whichever is less) 

1929 

Our Maximum 
Dollar Limit of 

Liubilitv 

$10.000.00 

:515.000.00 

$ 25.000.00 

.-mu.:hm.:nt On~ 17 26 10) 
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ATIACH:MENT ONE 
(CONTINUED) 

CLTA HO.MEOWN.ER'S POLICY OF TITLE INSURA1'iCE (02-0J..l"O) 
ALTA 1IOMEOWNER'S POLICY OF TITLE h'fSl'RA.1.'fCE (02-0J-10) 

EXCLUSIONS 

fn addition to the Exceptions in Scht!dule B, You are not insured again:lt loss, costs, attorneys' tees, and expense:;:; resulting.from: 

l. Govanment!li police power, nnd th!! existence or violation of 
those portioll.5 of any law or government regulation concerning: 

b. ·that are Kno\..U to You at the Policy- Dute. bu{ not 10 Cs. 
unless thev are recorded in the Pub lie Rei.wds at the Policv 
Date; · · a. buil:fuig: 

b. zomng: c. that result in no lo:ss to You; or 
c. land use~ 
d. improvements on the Land: 

d. that first occur after the Poiict" Date - this d..1cs not limit the 
coYerage d~bed in Cmered Risk :, 8.e .. 25, 26, ?.7 
or 28. · e. land division: and . 

f >!nvirornnemal protection. 
This Exclusion doos not limit the covttrmre described in Covered 
Risk 8:a., 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 23 or 27. 

5. Failure to pay value for Your Titk. 
6. Lack of a ri!ilit 

a. ·to any fund outside the area ;;p<!eifically dest.'Tibed and 
. referred to in paragraph 3 of Schedule:! A, _and 2. The failure of Your existing structl..lre5, or illlY part of them, to 

be comm-ucti!d in accordance with applicable building code:;. 
This Exclusion does not limit the co\·erage described in 

b. in streets, allievs, or watenvuvs that touch the Land 
This Exclusion does "not Limit the coverage described in Cm·ered 

Covered Risk 14 oi- 15. - Risk 11or2L ~ 
3. The ri®t to take the Land bv condemning it This Exclusion 

does not limit the coverage ~cribed in Covered Risk 17. 
4. Risks: -

a. that are created, allowed, or agreed to by You, wh..::ther or 
not they are recorded in the Pllblic Records: 

7. The transfer of the Title to You is invalid as a preferentia'i 
transter or as a fraudul.:nt tnu:tsfor or conveyance under !ederal 
bankruptcy, stare insolvency, or similar creditors. rights laws. 

LII\UT ATIONS ON COVERED RISKS 

Your iru.'1.lrl!I!Ce for the foilo..,,,ing Covered Risk'> i!l limited on the Owncr · s C o\·erage Statement 
as follows: ~ 

• For Covered Risk l 6, J 8, l 9 and 21, Your Deductible Amount and Our Ma'<imum Dollar Limit 
of Liability shown in Schedule A 

The deductible amounts and maximum dollar limits shown on Schedule A are as follows: 

Covered Risk L6: 

Covered Risk 18; 

Covered Risk 19: 

Co•·ered Ri;:;k 21: 

Your Deductible Amount 

1.00% of Policv .t\mount 
Sho\m in Schedule A 

or 
$ 2.500.00 . 

(whichever is less) 

1.00% ofPolicv Amount 
Shmm in Schedule A 

or 
$ 5.000.00 

(whiche;.-er is le:;s) 

l.00% of Policv Amount 
Shown in Schedule A 

or 
.$ 5.000.00 

(whichever is less) 

l .00% of folic.- .Amount 
Shown in Schedule A 

or 
$ 2.500.00 

(whichever iti less) 

1930 

Our Ma'lim.um 
Dollar Limit of. 

Liabilitli. 

$ 10.000.00 

$ :?.5.000.00 

$ 25.000.00 

$ 5.00CJ.00 
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A TT ACHl\'lENT ONE 
{CONTINUED) 

ALTA EXPA1'fDED COVERAGE RESIDEi.'lTIAL LOAN POLICY (10/13101) 
EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE 

The follO\\ inir mal.ti::rs are exprc:;slv excluded from the coverage of 
. this policy and the Company will ·not pay loss or damage, costs. 

attorneys· fees or e:·qienses which arise by reason o.f: 
I. (a) Any law. ordinance or governmental regulation (including 

but not limited to zoning laws, ordinnnces, or regulations) 
restricting. regulating, prohibiting or relating to li) the 
occupancy. use. or enjoyment of the Land: (ii) the characta. 
dimensions or location of any improvements now or hereafter 
erected on the Land; (iii) o separation in ownership or 11 chnnge 
in the dimensions or areas of the Land or any parcel of which 
the Land is or was a part or (iv) environmental protection, or 
the effect of :my >iolation of these laws, ordinances or 
gov<!ITII!lental regulations, except to the extent that a notice or 
the enforcement thereof or a notice of a defect, lien or 
encumbrance r~"1lltin!! from a violation or allee:ed Yiolation 
affecting the Land has-been recordt:d in the Public Records at 
Date of Policv. This exclusion doe:i not limit the co\·era.J!e 
prm.idedunderCoveredRisks 12, 13, 14,nnd 16ofthispolicv. 
(b) Any govenunental police poweruot excluded by (a) above, 
except to the e!'l.ient that a notice of the exercise thereof or a 
notice of a defect, lien or encumbrnnce resulting from a 
violation or alleged >iolation itffecting the Land has been 
recorded in the Public Records at Date of Policv. This 
exclusion does not limit the coverage provided under Covered 
Risks 12, 13. 14, and 16 of this policy. 

2. Rights of eminent domain unless notice of the exacise thereof 
h!!S been recorded in the Public Records at Date of Policy, but 
not excluding from coverage any taking which has occurred 
prior to Date of Policy which would be binding on the rights of 
a purchaser for value without Knowledge. 

3. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims orothermam:r:;: 
fa) created, suffered, asstun<rl or airreed to bv the Insured 
Claimant: . ~ • 
lb) not Kno\vn to the Company, not rc:corded in the Public 
Records at Dalt! of Policy, but Known to the Insured. Claimant 
and not disclosed in writing to the Company by the Insured 
Claimant prior to the date the fn,,"llred. Claimant became an 
Insured under this policy; . 
(c) resulting in no loss damage to the Insured Claimant. 
(d) attaching or created subsequent to Date of Policy lthh; 
paragraph doe=- not limit the coverage prmided under Covered 

Risks 8, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23_ 24. '~ and 26 .l; or 
(e) resulting in loss or damage whil:h would not have been 
stl:ltained if the Insured Claimant had paid value for the Jm,"1lred 
Mortgage. 

4. Unenforceabilitv of the lien of the Insured· Mortirnire b<!Cause of 
the inabilitv or failure of.the Insured at Date of Policv, or the 
inability or· failure of any sub;;equent owner of the indebtedness, 
to comply with applicable doing business laws of the state in 
which the Land is situated. 

5. Invalidity or unenfon:eability of the lien of the Insured 
Mortgage; or claim thereat: which arises out of the transaction 
evidenced by-the In,,-ured Mortgage and is based upon usury, 
except as provided in Covered Risk 27. or any consumer credit 
protection or truth in lending law. 

6. Real property taxes or assessments of any governmental 
authority which become a lien on the Land :rubsequtml to Date 
of Policy. This exclU:.ion does not limit the cm·erage prmided 
under Covered Risks 7, 8(e) and 26. 

7. Any claim of invalidity, unenforceability or lack of priority of 
th.! lien of the fn,,1Jted Mort23l!e as to advance:! or 
modifications.made after the ln!>md hllil Knowledge that the 
vest et: shm-vn in Schedule A is no lo11J2er the owner of the estate 
or interest covered by this policy. This exclusion does not limit 
the coverage provided in Covered R.isk 8. 

8. Lock of prionty of the lien of the In::."Ut'ed Mortgage as to each 
and every advance made after Date of Policy, and all interest 
charged thereon, over lieus, encumbrances and other matters 
affecting the title. the exk'teru:e of which are Known to the 
Insured at 
(a) The time of the advance; or 
(b) The time 11 modificatio~ is made to the tl!l1lls of the .fru."Ufed 
Mortgage i.vhich changes the rate of interest charged, if the rate 
of intere:,'t is greater as a re:.'lllt of the modification than it would 
have been before the modification. This e:-.:clusion does not 
limit the coverage provided in Covered Risk. 8. 

9. The failure of the residential structure, or any ponion tli.ereof to 
have been constrUcted before. on or aft~ Dak of Polii.:v in 
accordance with applicable building code::!. This exclusion does 
not apply to violations of building .codes if notice of the 
violatwn appears in the Public Reconis at Date of Pol.icy. 

.1931 Attlldun.:nt OM (7 26'10) 



ATTACHiWENT ONE 
(CONTTIWED) 

ALTA EXPAi'i1lED COVER...\. GE RESIDEJ.'ITL4L LOA.t'f POLICY (07/26/10) 
EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE 

The following matters are i:::-.-pressly excluded from~ coverage of 
this policy and the Company \>ill not pay loss or dmnage, co:;ts. 
anorne,·s · fo::es or c:.'.-peru;es which arise bv reason of: 
1. (a) Anv law, ordinance, permit. or governmental regulation 

(including those relating to building and zoning) restricting, 
regulating, prohibiting, orrelating to . 

(i) the occupancy, use, or enjo_:ment of the Land: 
(ii) che characta, dimensious, or h.1cation of any 
impro1;ement erected on the Land;, 
(iii) the subdivk"ion of land; or 
(iv) envirorunental protection: · 
or the effa:t of anv violation of these laws, ordinnnces, or 
governmental reiulations. This E:..:clusion l (a) does not 
modify or limit the coverage provided under Covered Risk 
5, 6, 13(c). !3(d), 14 or 16. 

lb) Aw; goveminental police power. This faclusion l lb) doc; 
not mOdlfy or limit the co\'erage provided under Covered Risk 
5, 6, I 3(c), 13(d), 14 or 16. 

' Risrllts of eminent domain. This Exclusion does not modify or 
unlit the c.o"\'erage pro.,,~ded under Covered Risk 7 or 8. -

3. Defects, liens. enctunbrance:>, adverse claim:;, or other matters 
ta) created. suffered. assumed, or agreed ta by the Insured 
Claimant~ 
(b) not Kno"'n to the Company, not recorded in the Public 
Records at Date of Policy, but Knov..n to the Truured Claimant 
and not disclosed in writing to the Company by the Insured 
Claimant prior to the date the Insured Claimant became an 
Im.-ured under tlus policy~ 
(c) resulting in no loss or damage to the Insured Claimant.: 
{ d) attaching or created subsequent to Date of Policy (howevo::r, 
this does not modify or lmnt the coverage pro\ ided under 
Covered Risk 11. 16, I 7, 18, 19, 20, 2 l, 22, 23, 14, 27 or 28): 
or 
(t!) resulting in loss or damage that would not ha .... -e bet:n 

sustained if the Insured Claimant had puid value for the Insured 
Mortgage. 

4. Unenforc:eability of the lien of the Insured Mortgage because of 
the inability or failure of an ln::."Ured to comply with applicable 
doing~business laws of the state \Vhere the Land is situated. 

5. · Invalidity or unenforceability in whole or in part of the lien of 
the In:rured Mortf!age that arises out of the transaction 
ei,idenced by the InSured Mortgage and is based upon usun-, or 
any consumer credit protection or· truth-in-lending la\v. this 
Exclusion does not modify or limit the co.,·eruge prm ided in 
Covered Risk 26. 

6. Any chlim of invalidity, unenforceability or l:ick of priority of 
the lien. of the Iru;ured Mongage as to Advanet:s or 
modifications made after the ln::.-ured has Knowledge that the 
Ve:>iee shown in Schedule A is no lorui:er the 0\\ ner of the estute 
or interest covered by this poliey. This Exclusion does not 
mod~- or limit the coverage pro1.ided in Covered Risk 1 I . 

7 Anv lien on the Title for real t!.'ltate ta\cs or assessments 
imposed by governmental authority and created or attaching 
subsequent to Date of Policv. This Exclusion does not rnodili: 
or limit thc coverage provided in Cm·ered Risk l l(b) or 25. • 

8. The failure of the resid.::ntial structure, or any ponion of it, to 
have been CO!b""'i:nlcted before, on or after Date of Policv in 

· accordance >\'ith applicable building codes. Thi"> ExcluSion 
does not modify or li:init ~e coverage provided in Covered Risk 
5 or6. 

9. Any claim, by reason of the operation of fedt!ral bankruptcv, 
:.1ate insolvency, or similar creditors· rights lmvs, that tlie 
tran..:;a.ction creating the lien of the Insured Mortgage, is 
(a) a fraudulent conveyance or fraudulent tran~fa, or 

1932 

( b) a pri::frrential trfilbfer for any reason not ~tared in C .1vered 
Risk 27(b) of this policy. 
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· Not~ce· 

You may be entitled to receive a $20.00 discount on escrow services if you purchased, sold or 
refinanced residential property in California between May 19, 1995 and November 1, 2002. If. 
you had more than cine qualifying trans;;iction, you may be entitled to multiple discounts. 

If your previous transaction involved the same property that is the subject of your current 
transaction, you do not have to do anything; the Company will provide the discount, provided 
you are paying for escrow or title services ln this transaction. 

If your previous transaction involved properi:y·different from the property that is subject of 
your current transaction, you must- prior to the close of the current transaction· inform the 
Company of the earlier transaction, provide the address of the property involved in the 
previous transaction, and the date or approximate date that the escrow closed to be eligible 
for the discount. 

Unless you inform the Company of the prior transaction on property that ls not the subject of 
this transaction, the Company has no obligation to conduct an investigation to determine if 
you qualify- for a discount. If you provide the Company infonnatlon concerning a prior 
transaction, the Company is required to determine if you qualify for a discount which is 
subject to other terms and conditions. 

Effective through November 1, 2014 
1933 
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(privacy)(OS-06) 
Page·l of 2 

Fidef!ty National Financial, Inc. 
·Privacy Statement 

Effective Date: ·s/1/2008 

Fidelity National Financial, Inc. and its subsidiaries ("FNF") respect the privacy and security of your non-public personal 
information ("Personal Information") and protecting your Personal Information Is one of our top priorities. This Privacy 
Statement explains FNF's privacy practices, including how we use the Personal Information we recelve from you and from other 
specified sources, and to whom it may be disclosed. FNF follows the privacy practices described ln this Privacy Statement and, 
depending on the business performed, FNF companies may share information as described herein. 

Personal Information Collected 
We may collect Personal Information about you from the following sources: 
• Information we receive from Y0!-1 on applications or other forms, such as your name, address, social security number, tax 

identification number, asset information, and income information; 
• Information we receive from you through our Internet websites, such as your name, address, email address, Internet 

Protocol address, the website. links you used to get to our websites, and your activity while using or reviewing our websites~ 
• Information about your transactions with or se.rvices perfonned by us, our affiliates, or others, such as information 

concerning your policy, premiums, payment history, information about your home or other real property, infonnation from 
lenders and other third parties involved In such transaction, account balances, and credit card infonnation; and 

• Information we receive from consumer or other reporting agencies and publicly recorded documents. 

Disclosure of Personal Information 
We may provide your Personal Information (excluding information we receive from consumer or other credit reporting agencies) 
to various individuals and companies, as permitted by !aw, without obtaining your prior authorization. Such laws do not allow 
consumers to restrict these disclosures. Dlsdosures may include, without limitation, the following: 
• To insurance agents, brokers, representatives, support organizations, or others to provide you with services you have 

requested, and to enable us to detect or prevent criminal activity, fraud, material misrepresentation, or nondisclosure in 
connection with an insurance transaction; 

• To third-party contractors or service providers for the purpose of detennining your eligibility for an insurance benefrt: or 
payment and/or providing you with services you have requested; 

• To an insurance regulatory authority, ·or a law enforcement or other governmental authority, in a civil action, in connection 
with a subpoena or a governmental investigation; _ 

• To companies that perform marketing services on our behalf or to other financial institutions with which we have joint 
marketing agreements and/or 

• To lenders, lien holders, judgment creditors, or other parties claiming an encumbrance or an interest ln title whose claim or 
interest must be detennined, settled, paid or released prior to a title or escrow dosing. 

We may also disclose your Personal Infonnation to others when we believe, in good faith, that such disclosure is reasonably 
necessary to comply with the law or to protect the safety of our customers, employees, or property and/or to comply with a 
judicial proceeding, court order or legal process. 

1934 



(privacy) 
Page2 of 2 

Effective Date: 5/1/2008 

Disclosure to Affiliated Companies - We are permitted by law to share your name, address and facts about your transaction with 
other FNF companies, such as Insurance companies; agents, and other real estate service providers to provide you with services 
you have requested, for marketing or product development research, or to market products or services to you. We do not, 
however, disclose information we collect from consumer or credit ~eporting agencies with our affiliates or others without your 
consent, in conformity with applicable law, unless such disclosure is otherwise permitted by law. 

Disclosure ·to Nonaffiliated Third Parties - We do not disclose Personal Information about our custnmers or former customers to 
nonaffiliated third parties, except as outlined herein or as otherwise permitted by law. 

Confidentiality and Security of Personal Information 
We restrict access to Personal Information about you to those employees who need to know that information to provide 
products-or services to you. We maintain physical, electronic, and procedural safeguards that comply with federal regulations to 
guard Personal Infonnation. 

A.ccess To Personal Information/ 
lequests for Correction, Amendment, or Deletion of Personal Information 

As required by applicable law, we will afford you the right to access your Personal Information, under certain circumstances to 
find out to whom· your Personal Information has been disdosed, and request correction or deletion of your Personal 
Information. Ho1J11.ever, FNPs current policy is to maintain customers' Personal Information for no less than yourstate's required 
record retention requirements for the ourpose of handling future coverage claims. 

For your protection, -all requests made under this section must be in writing and must include your notarized signature to 
establish your identity. Where permitted by law, we may charge a reasonable fee to cover the costs incurred in responding to 
such requests. Please send requests to: 

Changes to this Privacy Statement 

Chief Privacy Officer 
Fidelity National Financialr Inc. 

601 Riverside Avenue 
Jacksonville, fl 32204 

This Privacy Statement may be amended from time ta time consistent with applicable privacy laws. When we amend this Privacy 
Statement, we will post a notice of such changes on our website. The effective date of this Privacy Statement, as stated above, 
indicates the. last time this Privacy Statement was revised or materially changed. 
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Notice of Available Discounts 

Pursuant ta Section 2355.3 in Trl:le 10 of the California Code of Regulations Fidelity National Financial, Inc. and its subsidiaries 
(''FNP') must deliver a notice of eadi discount available under our current rate filing along with the delivery of escrow 
instructions; a preliminary report or commitment. Please be aware that the provision of this notice does not constitute a waiver 
of the consumer's right to be charged the filed rate. As such, your transaction may not qualify for the below discounts. 

You are encouraged to discuss the applicability of one or more of the below discounts with a Company representative. These 
discounts are generally described below; consult the rate manual for a full description of the tenns, conditions and requirements 
for such dlscount. These discounts only apply to transactions involving services rendered by the FNF Family ofCcimpanies. This 
notice.only applies to transactions involving property improved with a one-to-four family resldential dwelling. 

FNF Underwritten Title Company 
CTC - Chicago Title Company 

Available Discounts 

FNF Underwriter 
CTIC :_ Chicago Trt:le Insurance Company 

CREDIT FOR PRELIMINARY REPORTS AND/OR COMMITMENTS ON 
SUBSEQUENT POUOES (CTIC) 
Where no major change in the title has occurred since the issuance of the original report or commitment, the order may be 
reopened within 12 or 36 months and all or i3 portion of the charge previously paid for the report or commitment may be 
credited on a subsequent policy charge. 

FEE REDUCTION SEITLEMENT PROGRAM (CTC and CTIC) . 
Elfglble customers shall receive a $20.00 reduction in their title and/or escrow fa:s charged by the Company for each eligible 
transaction in accordance wlth tlie terms of the Final Judgments entered in The People of the State of Califomia et al. v. Fidelity 
National Title Insurance Company et al., Sacramento Superior Court Case No. 99AS02793, and related cases. 

DISASTER LOANS (CTIC) 
The charge for a Lender's Policy (Standard or Extended coverage) covering the financing or refinancing by an owner of record, 
within 24 months of the date of a declaration of a disaster area by the government of the United States or the State of 
California on any land· located in said area, which was partially· or totally destroyed in the disaster, will be 50% of the 
appropriate title insurance rate. 

· CHURCHES OR CHARITABLE NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS {CTIC) 
On properties used as a church or for charitable purposes within the scope of the normal activities of such entities, provided 
said charge is nonnally the church's obligation the charge for an owner's policy .shall be 50% or 70% of the appropriate title 
insurance ·rate, depending on the type of coverage selected. The charge for a lender's policy shall be 32% or 50% of the 
appropriate title insurance rate, depending on the type of coverage selected. 

CA Discount Notice· (notdisc-d:} Effective Data: 7[1/2010 
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Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

Regional Groundwater Storage a.nd Recovery Project 
Various Locations in San Mateo County 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
525 Golden Gate A venµe 
San Francisco, CA 94102 · 
Timothy Johnston - (415) 575-9035 
Timothy.Iohnston@sfgov.org 

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
FOR THE PROPOSED REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT. 

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") hereby 
CERTIFIES the Final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2008.1396£, Regional 
Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project (hereinafter, "Project"), located San Mateo County, 
based upon the following findings: 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
4i5.558;63TI 

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

A. The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report ( "EIR") was 
required for the Project and provided public notice o.f that determination by publication 
in a newspaper of general circula.tion, and in.accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15082, prepared.and circulated a Notice of Preparation ("NOP") to local, State, and 
federal agencies and to other interested parties on June 24, 2009. In accordance with 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15083, the Department conducted a scoping meeting on July 
9, 2009, in the Project vicinity: The purpose of the meeting was to present the proposed 
Project to the public and receive public input regarding the proposed scope.of the EIR 
analysis. The Department accepted public comments between June 24, through July 28, 
2009. A scoping report was prepared to summarize the public scoping process· and the 
comments received in response to the NOP, and the report is included in Appendix B of 
the Draft EIR. 
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B. On April 10, 2013, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
("DEIR") and provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the 
availability of the DEIR for public review and comment for a 45-day period (the public 
review period was extended for two weeks, concluding on June 11, 2013, resulting in a 
62-day public review period), and of the date and time of the Planning Commission 
public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department's list of persons 
requesting such notice and other interested parties. 

C. Notices of availability o.f the DEIR and of the date and time of the public.hearing were 
posted near the Project site by Department staff on April 10, 2013. The Notice of 
Availability was also made available at the main public library ih San Francisco and at 
public libraries in San Mateo County. Additional notices of availability were dist;ributed 
and published on May 29, 2013, to announce the extended public review period. 

D. On April 10, 2013, copies of the DEJR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of 
persons requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent 
property owners; and to government agencies, the latter both directly and through the 
State Clearinghouse. The DEJR was posted on the Department's website. 

E. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State 
Clearinghouse on April 10, 2013. 

2. The Planning Commission held a duly-advertised public h~aring on the DEIR to accept 
written or oral comments on May 16, 2013. The Planning Department also held a local 
public hearing in the project vicinity in San Mateo County on May 14, 2013. The public 
hearing transcripts are in the Project record. The extended period for acceptance of written 
comments ended on June 11, 2013. 

3. The Department prepared respon8es to comments on environmental issues received at the 
public hearing and in writing during the extended 62-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. The 
Department provided additional, updated information and clarification on issues raised by 
commenters, as well as SFPUC and the Planning Department, to address Project updates 
since publication of the DEIR. This material was presented in a Responses to Comments 
document ("RTC"), published on July 9, 2014, distributed to the Commission on July 10, 
2014, and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to others upon 
request at the Department and on the Department's website. 

4. A Final Environmental Impact Report ("FEIR") has been prepared by the Depariment, 
consisting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report, any consultations and comments 
received during tli.e review process, any additional information that became available, and 
the RTC document, all as required by law. · 

SA~ FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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5. Project files on the FEIR have been made available for review by the Commission and the 
public. These files, are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, 
and are part of the record before the Commission. Jonas Ionin is the custodian of the 
records. Copies of the DEIR and associated reference materials, as well as the RTC 
document, are also available for review at public libraries in San Francisco, as well as on the 
Department's website. 

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

7. The Commission further finds, in certifying the completion of said FEIR that the Project 
described in the FEIR is a component of the SFPUC's adopted Water Supply Improvement 
Program ("WSIP") for which the Planning Commission certified a Program Environmental 
Impact Report on October 30, 2008 (Case No. 2005.0159E) and the SFPUC approved by 
Resolution No. 08-0200; as part of the WSIP, the Commission finds that the Project will 
contribute to a significant and unavoidable impact related to indirect growth-inducement 
impacts in the SFPUC service area. 

8. On August 7, 2017, the Commission reviewed and considered the FEIR and hereby does 
find that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was 
prepared, publicized, and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA 
Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

9. The Planning Commission hereby·does find that the Final Environmental Impact Report 
concerning ~ile No. 2008.1396E, Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project, 
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 contains 
no significant revisions to the DEIR or information that would necessitate recirculation of 
the FEIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, and hereby does CERTIFY THE 
COMPLETION of said Final Environmental Impact Report in compliance with CEQA and 
the CEQA Guidelines. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its 
regular meeting of Augusf7, 2014. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

1939 

\ 
~\ 

Jonas Ionin 
Commission Secretary 
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AYES: Antonini, Fong, Hills, Johnson, Moore, Wu (Sugaya recused) 

NOES: none 

ABSENT: none 

ADOPTED: August 7, 2014 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 4 
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Planning Commission Motion No~ 19210 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENT AL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) FINDINGS 

HEARING DATE AUGUST 7, 2014 

Date: July 31, 2014 
Case No. 2008.1396E 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San franclsco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Recepticnr. 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558,6409 Case No. 

Project Name 
Zoning: 

For SFPUC Regional Groundwater Stor~ge and Recovery Project Planning 

Block/Lot No.: 

Project Sponsor: 

Staff Contact: 

N/ A; Various locations, San Francisco Peninsula Information: 

N/A; Various locations; San Francisco Peninsula. See attachment for415.558.6377 
individual locations. 
San.Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Greg Bartow 
525 Golden Gate Ave., 1Qth Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Paolo Ikezoe- (415) 575-9137 
Paolo.Ikezoe@sfgov.org 

ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER 1HE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT, 
INCLUDING FINDINGS REJECTING ALTERNATIVES AS INFEASIBLE, ADOPTING A 
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS, AND ADOPTING ·A MITIGATION, 
MONITORING, AND REPORTING PROGRAM RELATING TO THE SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC 
UTILITY'S PROPOSED PROJECT TO CONSTRUCT AND OPEMTE'IN SAN MATEO COUNTY A 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND REC:OVERY PROJECT TO SUPPLY UP TO 7.2 
MILLION GALLONS PER DAY OF GROUNDWATER DURING DRY YEARS OR EMERGENCIES 

PREAMBLE 

On April 10, 2013, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report ("DEIR") and 
provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the availability of the DEIR for public 
review and comment for a 45-day period (the public review period was extended for two weeks, 
concluding on June 11, 2013, resulting in a 62-day public review period), and of the date and time of the 
Planning Commission public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department's list of 
persons requesting such notice and. other interested parties, posted ,near ~e Project site, and made 
available at the main public library in San Francisco and at public libraries in San. Mateo County. 
Additional notices of availability were distributed and published on May 29, 2013, to announce the 
extended public review period. 

On April 10, 2013, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons requesting it, 
to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to government . . 

agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse. The DEIR was posted on the 
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·Department's website. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the · 

State Clearinghouse on April 10, 2013. 

The Planning Commission held a duly-advertised public hearing on the DEIR to accept written or oral 
comments on May 16, 2013. The Planning Department also held a local public hearing in the project 
vicinity in San.Mateo County on May 14, 2013. The public hearing transcripts are in the Project record. 

The extended period for acceptance of written comments ended on June 11, 2013. 

The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the public hearing 
and in writing during the extended 62 day public review period for the DEIR, and 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. The Department provided additional, updated information 
and clarification on issues raised by commenters, as well as the staffs of the SFPUC and the Planning 
Department, to address Project updates since publication of the DEIR. This material was presented in a 
Responses to Comments document ("RTC"), published on July 9, 2014, distributed to the Commission on 
July 10, 2014, and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made ·available to others upon request at 
the Department and on the Department's website. 

On August 7, 2014, the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") conducted a pub1:ic hearing on 
the Final Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") for the Project, consisting of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report, the ·RTC, and any additional consultations, comments and information received· during 
the review process. The Commission reviewed and considered the Final EIR and found the contents of 
said report and the procedures through which the EIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied 
with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA"), 
the CEQA Guidelines· (14 Cal. Code Reg. section 15000 et seq.), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco 

Administrative Code. 

The Planning Commission found the Final EIR was adequate, accurate and objective, reflected the 

independent analysis and judgment of the Department and the Planning Commission, and that the 
summary of comments and responses contained no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and approved 
the Final EIR for the Project in compliance with CEQA, the ·cEQA Guidelines and Oiapter 31. 

The Planning .Department, Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of records for the Planning Department 
materials, located in the File for Case No. 2008,1396E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, 

California. 

Department ·staff prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") for the Project 
and these materials were made available to the public and this Commission for this Commission's 
review, consideration and action. 

On August 7, 2014, the Planning Commission conducted. a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly 
scheduled meeting on Case No. 2008.1396E to consider the approval of the Project. The Commission has 
heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and has further considered 
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written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the SFPUC, the Planning Department staff, 
and other interested parties. 

MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby adopts findings under the California· Environmental 

Quality Act, including rejecting alternatives as infeasible and adopting a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations, and adopts the MMRP attached as Exhibit 1 based on the ~allowing findings: 

FINDINGS 

Having reviewed the materials identified in the Preamble above, and having heard all testimony and 
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: 

fu determining to approve the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project ("GSR Project" or 
"Project") described in Section I.A, Project Description, below, the San Francisco Planning Commission 
("Planning Commission" or "Commission") makes and adopts the following findings of fact and 
decisions regarding mitigation measures and alternatives, and adopts the statement of· overriding 
considerations, based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and under the 
California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), California Public ReSU1:1fCes Code Sections 21000 et 
seq., particularly Sections 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA ("CEQA 
Guidelines"), 14 California Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq., particularly Sections 15091 
through 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

This document is organized as follows: 

Section I provides a description of the Project proposed for adoption, the environmental review 
process for the Project (Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project Environmental Impact 
Report, Planning Department Case No., 2008. l396E, State Clearinghouse No. 2009062096 (the "Final 

. BIR" or "BIR")), the approval actions to be taken and the location of records; · 

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

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

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

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

. Section VI presents a statement of overriding considerations setting forth specific reasons in 
support of the Commission's actions and rejection of the alternatives not incorporated into the Project. 
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The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP") for the mitigation measures that have been 
proposed for adoption is attached with these findings as Exhibit 1 to this Motion. The MM.RP is 
required by CEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. Exhibit 1 provides a table 
setting forth each mitigation measure listed in the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Project 
("Final EJR") that is required to reduce or avoid a significant adverse impact. Exhibit 1 also specifies the 
agency responsible for implementation of each measure and establishes monitoring actions and a 
monitoring schedule. The full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in Exhibit 1. 

These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the Commission. The 
references set forth in these findings to certain pages or s~ctions of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report (flDraft EIR" or "DEJR") or the Comments and Responses document ("C&R") in the Final EIR are 
for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the· evidence relied upon for 
these findings. 

I. Approval of the Project 

A. Project Description 

By this action, the Commission adopts and implements the GSR Project ide:µtified in the Final BIR. ·The 
GSR Project as adopted by the Commission is described in detail in the Draft EJR at pages 3-4 through 3-
122. Clarifications regarding the GSR Project description are contained in the C&R in Section 9.5.3. A 
summary of the key components of the GSR Project follows. 

The GSR is a groundwater storage and recovery project located in northern San Mateo County that the 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("SFPUC") proposes to operate in conjunction with Daly 
City, San Bruno and CalWater (referred to as the "Partner Agencies"). The SFPUC supplies surface 
water to the Partner Agencies from its regional water system. The Partner Agencies currently supply 
potable water to ~eir retail customers through a combination of groundwater from the southern portion of 
the Westside Groundwater Basin (referred to as the "South Westside Groundwater Basin") and purchased 
SFPUC surface water. Under the Project, SFPUC would provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to 
the Partner Agencies during normal and wet years and in turn the Partner Agencies would reduce their 
groundwater pumping for the purpose of allowing the amount of groundwater in the South Westside 
Groundwater Basin· to recharge. Then, during dry years, the Partner Agencies and the SFPUC would 
pump the increased stored groundwater using 16 new well facilities. The dry-year groundwater supply 
would be blended with water from the SFPUC's regional water system and would as a result increase the 
available water supply to all regional water system customers during dry years. 

The SFPUC would construct the following facilities to implement the Project. 

The SFPUC would construct 16 new groundwater well facilities within the South Westside Groundwater 
Basin. The well facilities would be selected from 19 possible locations; the three additional locations 
would serve as backup locations in the event· one of the 16 preferred locations is determined to be 
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infeasible. Together, the 16 new wells facilities would have an annual average pumping capacity of 7.2 

million gallons per day ("mgd"), equivalent to 8, 100 acre-feet ("af') per year. 

Each of the well facilities would consist of ~ groundwater well pump station, distribution piping· and 

utility connectlops. Depending on the site and quality of the groundwater at the site, the well facility 
would be located: (1) in a fenced enclosure (most also would provide onsite disinfection); (2) within a 

building; (3) in a building with an additional treatment facility; or ( 4) in a building with an additional 
treatment and filtration facility. Two sites may have just a well facility in a fenced enclosure and rely on 

a consolidated treatment and filtration facility at another location, or may have their own treatment and 

filtration facilities. The 19 possible sites, depending on whether the consolidated treatment and filtration 
facility is feasible, consist of four to six sites with a well facility in a fenced enclosure; one site with a 

well facility in a 700 square foot building; five sites with a well and treatment facility in an approximately 

1,500 square foot structure; and seven to nine sites with a well and treatment plus filtration facility in an 
approximately 2,000 to 3,000 square foot structure. The Project also would upgrade the existing Daly 

City Westlake pump station by adding three booster pumps and disinfection and fluoridation treatment so 

that it could serve proposed Sites 2, 3 and 4. 

The SFPUC would operate the facilities in conjunction with the Partner Agencies through an Operating 

Agreement. The proposed Operating Agreement provides for the Partner Agencies to accept surface 

water deliveries from the SFPUC during normal and wet years of up to 5.52 mgd in lieu of pumping a like 
amount 0f groundwater from their existing facilities. Then in dry years, the Partner Agencies would 
pump from their existing wells and any new wells to designated quantities totaling 6.9.mgd over a five­

year averaging period. The SFPUC also would pump from the Project wells during dry years. SFPUC 
pumping for dry year regional water system supply could last for up to 7 .5 years; 

The SFPUC would establish an SFPUC Storage Account to maintain an accounting of actual amounts of 

in-lieu water stored, taking into account in-lieu 'deliveries, metered decreases to groundwater pumping, 
and losses from the South Westside Groundwater Basin resulting from the Project. The expected 

maximum increased storage volume that the Project is expected to achieve in the South Westside 

Groundwater Basin is 60,500 af. The accounting process would assure that only the in-lieu water actually 
stored is pumped. When i;he SFPUC Storage Account is full, with the full 60,500 af in storage,. and there 

. is no shortage requiring the SFPUC to pump groundwater from the Project wells, pumping by Partner 

Agencies could not exceed 7.6 mgd in any year of the five-year avera@!lg period under the terms of the 

proposed Operating Agreement. 

The SFPUC also could undertake pumping during emergencies, system rehabilitation, scheduled 

maintenance or malfunctioning of the water system, and upon a recommendation of the operating 

committee established by the Operating Agreement for purposes of management of the South Westside 

Groundwater Basin. 

B. Project Objectives 
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The SFPDC's primary goal of the Project is to provide an additional dry-year water supply. Specific 
objeQtives of the GSR Project are: 

• Conjunctively manage the South Westside Groqndwater Basin through the coordinated use of 
SFPUC surface water and groundwater pumped by the Partner Agencies. 

• Provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Partner Agencies in normal and wet years, 
with a corresponding reduction of ground\\<'.ater pumping by these agencies, which then 
all?ws for in-lieu recharge of the South Westside. Groundwa!er Basin. 

• Increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of the South Westside Groundwater 
Basin by an average annual 7.2 mgd. · 

• Provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for the SFPUC's customers and increase water 
supply reliability during the 8.5-year design drought cycle. 

In addition, the Project is part of the SFPUC's adopted Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP") 
adopted by the SFPUC on October 30, 2008 (see Section C.i). The WSIP consists of over 70 local and 
regional facility improvement projects that would increase the ability of the SFPUC's water supply 
system to withstand major seismic events and prolonged droughts and to meet estimated water-prirchase 
requests in the service areas. With the exception of the water supply goal, the overall WSIP goals and 
objectives are based on a planning horizon through 2030. The water supply goal to meet delivery needs in 
the SFPUC service area is based on a planning homon through 2018. The overall goals of the WSIP for 
the SFPUC's regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water. 

• · Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. 

• Increase water delivery reliability. 

• Meet customer water supply needs. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system. 

The Project would help meet the SFPUC's WSIP goals by providing dry-year supply to increase water 
delivery reliability and meet customer water supply needs. In addition, the Project would provide 
increased regional operational flexibility to respond to and restore water service during unplanned outages 
and loss of a water source, or both. Without the Project, the SFPUC could not meet its goals for dry-year 
delivery reliability. 

C. Environmental Review 

1946-



Motion No. 19210 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

CASE NO. 2008.1396E 
SFPUC . .OUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

1. Water System Improvement Program Environmental Impact Report 

On October 30, 2008, the SFPUC approved the Water System Improvement Program.( also known as the 
"Phased WSIP") with the objective of repairing, replacing, and seismically upgrading its regional water 
supply system's aging pipelines, tunnels, reservoirs, pump stations, and storage tanks (SFPUC, 2008; 
SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200). The WSIP improvements span seven counties-Tuolumne, Stanislaus, 
San Joaquin, Alameda, Santa Clara, San Mateo, and San Francisco (see SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200). 

To address the potential environmental effects of the WSIP, the San Francisco Planning Department 
("Planning Department") prepared a Program EIR ("PEIR"), which the Planriing Commission certified on 
October 30, 2008 (Motion No. 17734). At a project-level of d~tail, the PEIR evaluated the environmental 
impacts of the WSIP'.s water supply strategy ·and, at a .program level of detail, it evaluat~d the 
environmental impacts of the WSIP's facility· improvement projects. The PEIR contemplate~ that 
additional project-level environmental review would be conducted for the facility improvement projects, 
including the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project. 

2. San Francisco Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project Environmental Impact Report 

In accordance with Sections 15063 and 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Environmental Planning 
("EP") staff of the Planning Department, as lead agency, prepared a Notice of Preparation ("NOP") and 
conducted a scoping meeting for the GSR Project BIR. The Planning Department released the NOP on 
June 24, 2009; held a public scoping meeting on, July 9, 2009, at the South San Francisco Municipal 
Services Building in South San Francisco; and accepted written comments on the NOP through July 28, 
2009 .. 

The NOP was distributed to the State Clearinghouse, and notices of the availability of the NOP were 
mailed to approximately 1,500 interested parties, including property own~rs and tenants within 300 feet of 
the proposed Project and 32 public agencies. The scoping meeting was noticed in local newspapers. 
Approximately 33 people attended the meeting. 

The Planning Department received six verbal comments on the scope of the EIR at the scoping meeting 
and 18 state, regional, and local agencies; organizations; and individual submitted written comments. A 
Scoping Summary Memorandum is included in the EIR at Appendix B ·summarizing comments received. 

The Planning Department then prepared the Draft BIR, which described the Project and the environmental 
setting, identified.potential impacts, presented mitigatipn measures for impacts found to be significant or 
potentially significant, and evaluated Project alternatives. The Draft EIR analyzed the impacts associated 
with each of the key components of the Project, and identified mitigation measures applicable to reduce 
impacts found to be significant or potentially significant for each key component. It also included an 
analysis of five alternatives to the Project. In assessing construction and operational impacts of the 
Project, the Draft EIR considered the impacts of the Project as. well as the cumulative impacts associated 
with the proposed Project in combination with other past, present, and future actions that could affect the 
same resources. 
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Each environmental issue presented in the Draft EIR was analyzed with respect to significance criteria 
that are based on EP guidance regarding the environmental effects to be considered significant. EP 
guidance is, in turn, based on CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, with some modifications. 

The Draft EIR was circulated to local, state, and federal agencies and to interested organizations and 
individuals for review and comment on April 10, 2013 for a 62-day public review period, which closed at 
5:00 p.m. on June 11, 2013. A public hearing on the Draft EIR to accept written or oral comments was 
held by EP at the South San Francisco Municipal Services Building in South San Fran,cisco on May 14, 
2013. Also, the Planning Commission held a public hearing at its meeting at San Francisco City Hall on 
May 16, 2013. During the public review period, EP received written comments sent through the mail, fax, 
or email. A court reporter was present at the public hearings, transcribed the public hearing verbatim, and 
prepared written transcripts. 

EP then prepared the C&R document, which provided written responses to each comment received on the 
Draft EIR. The C&R document was published on July 9, 2014; and included copies of a)l of the 
comments received on the Draft EIR and individual responses to those comments. The C&R provided 
additional, updated information and clarification on issues raised by commenters, as well as SFPUC and 
Planning Department staff-initiated text changes to address project updates. The Planning Commission 
reviewed and considered the Final BIR, which includes the Draft EIR and the C&R document, and all of 
the supporting information. The Final EIR provided augmented and updated information on many issues . 
presented in the Draft BIR, including (but not limited to) the following topics: project description, plans 
and policies, land use, aesthetics, cultural and paleontological resources, transportation and circulation, 
noise and vibration, greenhouse gas emissions, recreation, utilities and service systems, hydrology and 
water quality, cumulative projects, and Project alternatives. This augmentation and update of information 
in the Draft EIR did not constitute new information or significantly alter any of the conclusions of the 
Draft EIR so as to trigger the need for recirculation of the Final BIR. 

In certifying the Final BIR, the.Planning Commission has determined that none of the factors are present 
that-would necessitate recirculation qfthe Final EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. The Final 
EIR containS no information revealing (1) any new significant environmental impact that would result 
from the Project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented, (2) any substantial 
increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental impact, (3) any feasible Project 
alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed that would 
clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the Project, but that was rejected by the Project's proponents, 
or (4) that the.Draft EIR was' so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that 
meaningful public review and comment were precluded. 

The Commission fmds that the Project is within the scope of the project analyzed in the Final EIR and the 
Final EIR fully analyzed the Project proposed for approval. No new impacts have been identified that 
were not analyzed in the Final EIR. 

D. Approval Actions 
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Under San Francisco's Administrative Code Chapter 31 procedures, the San Francisco Planning 
Commission certifies the Final EIR as complete and all approving bodies subject to CEQA adopt CEQA 
findings at the time of _the approval actions. Anticipated approval actions are listed below. 

1. San Francisco Planning Commission 

• Approves General Plan consistency findings. 

2. San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 

• Approves the project, as described in these findings, and authorizes the General Manager or 
his designee to obtain necessary permits, consents, agreemeJ?-tS and approvals. Approvals 
include, but are not limited to, awarding a· construction contract,· approving the Operating 
Agreement with the Partner Agencies, approving agreements with irrig~tors for groundwater 
well monitoring and mitigation and related agreements with the SFPUC's wholesale 
customers and CalWater regarding delivery of water from SFPUC's regional system as an 
interim mitigation action; and approving property rights acquisition and access agreements. 

3. San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

• Considers any appeal of the Planning Commission's certification of the Final EIR. 

• Approves an allocation of bond monies to pay for implementation of the project. 

• Approves property rights acquisition agreements. 

4. San Francisco Arts Commission 

• Approves the exterior design of structures on City property. 

5. San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission 

• Reviews Memorandum of Understanding under federal Section 106 process of National 
Historic Preservation Act. 

6. Other - Federal, State, and tocal Agencies 

Implementation of·the Project will· involve consultation with or required approvals by other local, state, 
an~. fed~tal regulatory agencies as listed below. 

• Federal Agencies. Approvals by the United States Department of Veterans Affairs ("VA'') 
for installation and maintenance of well facilities at Sites 14 and 15; approval to _demolish a 
building located. adjacent to the SFPUC right-of-way and decommission pipelines; · and 
Section 106 consultation for review and evaluation of project impacts on cultural resources 
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under the National Historic Preservation Act. The VA's approvals will be subject to separate 
environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act. 

• State and Regional Agencies. Approvals of state and regional agencies related to: water 
supply permits (California Department of Public Health, Drinking Water Field Operations 
Branch); waste discharge permits (Bay Area Regional Water Quality Control Board 
("RWQCB")); stonnwater management permits (State Water Resources Control Board 
("SWRCB")); concurrence of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (State Historic Preservation Officer); permits for stationary equipment 

·operation (Bay Area Air Quality. Management District); biological resource management 
approvals (California Department of Fish and Wildlife ("CDFW")); and encroachment 
permits and land acquisitions (California Department of Transportation ("Caltrans") and Bay 
Area Rapid Transit District). 

• Local Agencies. Approvals by local agencies, including the Operating Agreement with the 
Partner Agencies; easements and land acquisition agreements; encroachment permits for 
work on land owned by local agencies; permits for groundwater wells; and approvals related· 
to implementation of mitigation measures, including without limitation, agreements with 
SFPUC wholesale customers regarding delivery of water from SFPUC's regional system as 
an interim mitigation action. Local approving agencies, in addition to SFPUC wholesale 
customers, include: San Mateo County Transit District ("SamTrans"); Jefferson Elementary 
School District; San Mateo County; Town of Colma; and cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno and South San Francisco. · 

To the extent th,at the identified mitigation measures require consultation or approval by these other 
agencies, this Commission urges these agencies to assist in implementing, coordinating, or approving the 
mitigation measures, as appropriate to the particular measure. 

E. Contents and Location of Records 

The record upon which an findings and determinations related to the Project are based ("Record of 
Proceedings") includes the following: 

• The Draft BIR and all documents referenced in or relied upon by the BIR (The references in · 
these findings to the BIR or Final BIR include both the Draft BIR and the Comments and 
Responses document.) 

• The PEIR for the Phased WSIP Variant, which is incorporated by reference in the GSR 
Project BIR. 

• , All information (including written evidence and testimony) provided by City staff to the, 
SFPUC and Planning Commission relating to the EIR, the Project, and the alternatives set 
forth in the EIR. 
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• All information (including written evidence and testimony) presented to the SFPUC and the 
Planning Commission by the· environmental consultant and sub-consultants who prepared the 
EIR or that was incorporated into reports presented to the SFPUC .. 

• All information presented at any public hearing or workshop related to the Project and the 
EIR. 

• The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

• All other documents available to the SFPUC and the public, comprising the administrative 
record pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21167 .6( e ). 

The Commission has relied on all of the information listed above in reaching its decision on the Project, 
even if not every document was formally presented to the Commission. Without exception, these 
documents fall into one of two categories. Many documents reflect prior planning or legislative decisions 
that the Commission was aware of in approving the Project. Other documents influenced the expert 
advice provided to Planning Department staff or consultants, who then provided advice to the 
Commission. For these reasons, such documents form part of the underlying factual basis for the 
Commission's decision relating to the adoption of the Project. 

The public hearing transcript, a copy of all letters regarding the Draft EIR received ·during the public 
review period,. the administrative record, background documentation for the Final EIR, and material 
related to the Planning Commission's approval of the Project, including these findings, are available at 
the ·san Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco. Jonas P. Ionin, 
Commission Secretary, is the Custodian of Records for the Planning Department. Materials concerning 
the SFPUC's approval of the Project and additional information concerning the adoption of these findings 
are contained in SFPUC files, SFPUC Project No. CUW30103 in the Bureau of Enviroiimental · 
Management, San Francisco Public Utilities Ccimmissio:t;t, 525 Golden Gate Avenu~, San Francisco, 
California 94102. The Custodian of Records is Kelley Capone. All files have been available to the 
Commission and the public for review in considering these findings and whether to approve the Project. 

F. Findings about Significant Enviro:hmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

The following Sections II, ID, and IV set forth the Commission's findings about the Final EIR's 
determinations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures proposed to 
address them. These findings provide the written analysis and conclusior;is of the Commission regarding 
the environmental impacts of the Project and the mitigation measures included as part of the Final EIR 
and adopted by the Commission as part of the Project. To avoid duplication and redundancy, and because 
the Commission agrees with, and hereby adopts, the conclusions in the Final EIR, these findings will not 
repeat the analysis and conclusions in the Final EIR but instead incorporate them by reference and rely 
upon them as substantial evidence supporting these findings. 
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In makillg these findings, the Commission has considered the oprmons of staff and experts, other 
agencies, and members of the public. The Commissi~n finds that (i) the determination of significance 
thresholds is a judgment decision within the discretion of the City and County of San Francisco; (ii) the 
significance thresholds used in the BIR are supported by substantial evidence in the record, including the 
expert opinion of the BIR preparers and City staff; and (iii) the significance ·thresholds used in the B~ 
provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing the significance of the adverse environmental 
effects of the Project. Thus, although, as a legal matter, the Commission is not bound by the significance 
determinations in the BIR (see Public Resources Code, Section 21082.2, subdivision ( e )), the Coinmission 
finds them persuasive and hereby adopts them as its own. 

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

As set forth below, the Commission adopts and incorporates all of the mitigation measures set forth in the 
Final BIR and the attached 1v1MRP to substantially lessen or avoid the potentially significant and 
significant impacts of the Project. The Commission: intends to adopt each of the mitigation measures 
proposed in the Final BIR. Accordingly, in the event a mitigation measure recommended in the Final BIR 
has inadvertently been omitted in these findings or the MMRP, such mitigation measure is hereby 
adopted and · incorpo~ted in the findings below by reference. In addition, in the event the language 
describing a mitigation measure set forth in these findings or the MMRP fails to accurately reflect the 
mitigation measures in the Final BIR due to a clerical error, the language of the policies and 
implementation measures as set forth in the Final B~ shall control. The impact numbers and mitigation 
measure numbers used in these findings reflect the information contained in the Final BIR. 

In Sections II, III and IV below, the same fmdings are made for a category of environmental impacts and 
mitigation measures. Rather than repeat the identical finding dozens of times to address each and every 
significant effect and mitigation measure, the initial firiding obviates the need for such repetition because 
in no instance is the Commission rejecting the conclusions of the Final BIR or the mitigation measures 
recommended in the F~ BIR for the Project. 

I 

II. Impacts Found Not To Be Significant and Thus Do Not Require ~tigation 

Under CBQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant (Public 
Resources Code, Section 21002; CBQA Guidelines, Sections 15126.4, subdivision (a)(3), 15091). Based 
on the.evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, the Commission finds that-the implementation of 
the Project will result in no impacts in the following areas: project-level impacts to population and 
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housing1; wind and shadow; public services; and agriculture and forest resources. These subjects are not . . 
further discussed in these findings. The Commission further finds that implementation of the Project will 
not result in any significant impacts in the following areas and that these less-than-significant impacts, 
therefore, do not require mitigation. 

.! 

Aesthetics 

• Impact AE-2: Project construction would not create a new source of substantial light that 
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. (DEIR Section 5.3.3.4, Pages 5.3-
76 to 5.3-78) 

• Impact AE-4: Project operation would not create a new source of substantial light that would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. (DEIR Section 5.3.3.5, Pages 5.3-101 to 
5.3-102) 

Transportation and Circulation 

• Impact TR-4: Project operations and maintenance activities would not conflict with an 
applicable plan or policies regarding performance of the transportation system or alternative 
modes of transportation. (DEIR Section 5.6.3.5, Pages 5.6-58 to 5.6-60) 

Noise and Vibration 

• Impact N0-4: Project construction would not result in a substantial temporary increase in 
ambient noise levels along construction haul routes. (DEIR Section 5.7.3.4, Pages 5.7-82 to 
5.7-83) . 

Air Quality 

• Impact AQ-1: Construction of the Project would not conflict. with or obstruct 
implementation of applicable air quality plans. (DEIR Section 5.8.3.4, Page 5.8-23) 

• Impact AQ-4: Project construction activities would not create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people. (DEIR Section 5.8.3.4, Page 5.8-29) 

• Impact AQ-5: Project operations would not violate air quality standards or ·contribute 
substantially to an existing air quality violation. (DEIR Section 5.3.8.5, Page 5.8-29) 

• Impact AQ-6: Project operations would not expose sensitive receptors to suhstantial 
· pollutant concentrations. (DEIR Section 5.8.3.5, Page ·5.8-30) 

• Impact AQ-7: ProjeCt operations would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people. (DEIR Section 5.8.3.5, Page 5.8-30) · 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

1 As part of the WSIP, the Project would contribute to the growth-inducing impacts considered in the 
WSIP PEIR. See Section N.B of these Findings. · 
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• Impact GG-1: Project construction would generate GHG emissions, but not at levels that 
would have a significant impact on the environment. (DEIR Section 5.9.3.4, Pages 5.9-8 to 
5.9-9) 

• Impact GG-2: Project operations would generate GHG emissions, but not at levels that 
would result in a significant impact on the environment. (DEIR Section 5.9.3.4, Page 5.9..:.lO) 

• Impact C-GG: The proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to GHG emissions. (DEIR Section 5 .9 .3 .4, Page 5 .9-11) 

Recreation 

• Impact RE-1: The Project would' not remove or damage existing recreational resources 
during_construction. (DEIR Section 5.11.3.4, Pages 5.11-15 to 5.11-17) 

• Impact RE-3: The Project would not impair access to recreational resources during 
construction. (DEIR Section 5.11.3.4, Pages 5.ll-25 to 5.11-27) 

• Impact RE-4: The Project would not damage recreational resources during operation. (DEIR 
Section 5.11.3.5,.Pages 5.11-27 to 5.11-28} 

• Impact RE-5: The Project. would_ not deteriorate the quality, of the recreational experience 
during operation. (DEIR Section 5.11.3.5, Pages 5.11-28 to 5.11-31) 

• Impact RE-6: Operation of the Project would not remove or damage recreational resources; 
impair access to, or deteriorate the quality of the recreational experience at Lake Merced. 
(DEIRSection5.ll.3.5,Pages 5.11-31to5.11-34) 

• Impact C-RE-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project would not result in 
significant cumulative impacts on recreational resources. (DEIR Section 5 .11.3. 6, Pages 5 .11-
34 to 5.11-37) 

• Impact C-RE-2: Operation of the Project would not result in significant cumulative impacts 
on recreational resources at Lake Merced. (DEIR Section 5.11.3.6, Pages 5.11-38 to 5.11-40) 

Utilities and Service Systems 

• Impact UT-2: Project construction would not exceed the capacity of wastewater treatment 
facilities, exceed wastewater treatment requirements, require or result in the construction of 
new or expansion of existing wastewater treatment facilities or stotmwater drainage facilities, 
the construction of which could cau5e significant environmental effects. (DEIR Section 
5.12.3.4, Pages 5.12-14 to 5.12-16) 

• Impact UT-3 Project construction would not result in adverse effects on solid waste landfill 
capacity. (DEIR Section 5.12.3.4, Pages 5.12-16 to 5.12-17) 

• Impact UT-5: Project operation would not exceed the capacity of wastewater treatment 
facilities, exceed wastewater treatment requirements, or require or result in the construction 
of new, or expansion o_f existing, wastewater treatment facilities or stormwater drainage 
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facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. (DEIR 
Section 5.12.3.5, Pages 5.12-19 to 5.12-20) 

Biological Resources 

• Impact BI-6: Operation of the Project would not adversely affect species identified as 
candidate, sensitive, or special-status wildlife species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS. (DEIR Section 5.14.3.6, Pages 5.14-84 to 5.14-85) 

Geology and Soils 

• Impact GE-1: The Project would not be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that would become unstable during construction. (DEIR Section 5.15.3.4, Page 5.15-19) 

• Impa.ct GE-2: The Project would not substantially change the topography or any unique 
geologic or physical features of the site(s). (DEIR Section 5.15.3.4, Page 5.15-20) 

• Impact GE-5: The Project would not be located on corrosive or expansive soil, creating 
substantial risks to life.or property. (DEIR Section 5.15.3.5, Pages 5.15-25 to 5.15-26) 

• Impact C-GE-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in 
significant impacts related to soils and geology. (DEIR Section 5.15.3.6, Page 5.15-26) 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• Impact HY-3: Project operation would not alter drainage patterns in such a manner that could 
result in degraded water quality or cause on- or off-site flooding. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.6, 
Pages 5.16-69 to 5.16-70) 

• Impact HY-4: Project operation would not impede or redirect flood flows. (DEIR Section 
5.16.3.6, Pages 5.16-70 to 5.16-71) 

• Impact HY-5 Project operation would not result in a violation of water quality standards or in 
the degradation of water quality from the discharge of groundwater during well maintenance. 
(DEJR Section 5.16.3.6, Pages 5.16-71 to 5.16-72) 

• Impact HY-7: Project operation would not result in substantial land subsidence due to 
decreased groundwater levels in the Westside Groundwater Basin where the historical low 
water levels are exceeded. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-100 to 5.16-105) 

• Impact HY ~8: Project operation would not result in seawater intrusion due to decreased 
groundwater levels in the Westside Groundwater Basin. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-
105 to 5.16-113) 

• Impact HY-10: Project operation would not have a substantial adverse effect on water quality 
that could affecttp_e beneficial uses of Pine Lake. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-127 to 
5.16~128) 
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• Impact HY-11: Project operation would not have a substantial adverse effect on.water quality 
that could affect the beneficial uses of Colma Creek, San Bruno Creek, Lomita Channel, or 
Millbrae Creek (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Page 5.16-128) 

• Impact HY-12: Project operation would not cause a violation of water quality standards due to 
mobilization of contan:rinants in groundwater from changing groundwater levels in the Westside 
Groundwater Basin. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-128 to 5.16-139) 

• Impact.HY-13: Project operation would not result in degradation of drinking water quality or 
groundwater quality relative to constituents for which standards do not exist. (DEIR Section 
5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-140 to 5.16-142) 

• Impact C-HY-3: Operation of the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to subsidence. (DEIR 5.16J.8, Pages 
5.16-152 to 5.16-153) 

• Impact C-HY-4 Operation c;ifthe proposed Project would not have a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to seawater intrusion. (DEIR Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-153 to 5.16-156) 

• Impact C-HY-6: Operation of the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to water quality standards. (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-159 to 5.16-160) · 

• Impact C-HY-7: Operation of the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable contributionto cumulative impacts related to water quality degradation. (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-160 to 5.16-161) 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Impact HZ-1: The Project would not create a significant hazard. to the public or the 
environment related to transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials during construction. 
(DEIR Section 5.17.3.4, Page 5.17-27) · · 

• Impact HZ-4: The Project would not create a hazard to the public or environment from the 
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or accidental release of hazardous . 
materials during operation. (DEIR Section 5.17.3.?, Pages 5.l 7-36to 5.17-38) · 

• Impact HZ-5: The Project would not result in impacts from the emission or use of hazardous 
materials within 0.25 mile of a school during operation. (DEIR Section 5.17.3.5, Pages 5.17-
38 to 5.17-39) 

• Impact HZ-6: The ProjeCt would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working 
in the vicinity of a public use airport. (DEIR Section 5.17.3.5~ Page 5.17-39} 

• Impact HZ-7: The Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk ofloss, 
injury, or death involving fires. (DEIR Section 5.17.3.5, Pages 5.17-39 to 5.17-40) 

Mineral and Energy Resources 
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• Impact ME-1: The :Project would Iiot encourage activities that result in the use oflarge 
amounts of fuel and energy in a wasteful manner during construction. (DEIR Section 
5.18.3.4, Page 5.18-8) 

• Impact ME-2: The Project would not encourage activities that result in file use oflarge 
amounts of fuel and energy in a wasteful manner during operation. (DEIR Section 5.18.3.5, 
Pages 5.18-8 to 5.18-11) 

• Impact C-ME: Construction and operation of the proposed Project would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to mineral and energy 

. resources. (DEIR Section 5.18.3.6, Pages 5.18-11 to 5.18-12) 

III. Findings of Potentially Significant or Significant Impacts That Can Be Avoided or ~educed to a 
Less-Than-Significant Level through Mitigation and the Disposition of the Mitigation Measures 

CEQA requires agencies to adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially lessen a project's 

identified significant impacts or potentially significant impacts if such measures are feasible (unless 
mitigation to such levels is achieved through adoption of a project alternative). The findings in this 
Section III and in Section IV concern mitigation measures set forth in the EIR. These findings discuss 
mitigation measures as proposed in the BIR and recommended for adoption by the City and other 
implementing agencies, which the City and other implementing agencies can implement. The mitigation 
measures proposed for ·adoption in this section and referenced following each Project impact discussed in 

this Section ill, are the same as the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR for the project. The 
full explanation of potentially significant environmental impacts is contained in Chapters 5 and 9 (Section 
9.3) of the Final EIR and in text changes to Chapter 5 in Chapter 9 (Section 9.5) of the Final EIR. The full 
text of each mitigation measure listed in this section is contained in the Final EIR and in Exhibit 1, the 
MMRP. Exhibit 1 identifies the SFPUC as the agency responsible for the implementation of all 
mitigation measures. and establishes monitoring actions and a monitoring schedule. The Commission 
finds that the SFPUC through its design, construction and implementation of the Project can and should 
implement all of the mitigation measures. The Com.Illission urges the SFPUC to adopt and implement all 
of the mitigation measures. 

This Commission recognizes that some of the mitigation measures as explained below are partially within 

the jurisdiction of other agencies besides the City, including the YA; CDFW; SWRCB, R WQCB, 
Caltrans, Sam Trans~ San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, 

and South San Francisco; and SamTrans. The Commission urges these remaining agencies to assist in 
implementing these mitigation measures, and finds that these agencies can and should participate in 
implementing these mitigation measures. 

The Planning Commission hereby adopts all of the mitigation measures proposed for the Project and finds 
that· the Planning Department will ·assist with the implementation of the mitigation measures partially 
within its jurisdiction: Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources; 
Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a·Paleontological Resource is Identified; 
Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains; and Mitigation Measure M-
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HY-6: Ensure Irrigators' Wells Are Not Prevented from Supporting Existing or Planned Land 
Use(s) Due to Project Operation. 

The Commission finds that all of the mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible and that changes or 
alterations will be required in, or incorporated into, the Project that mitigate or avoid the significant 
environmental effects as identified in the Final BIR. The Commission finds that for the reasons set forth 
in the Final BIR and elsewhere in the record, the impacts identified in this section would be reduced to a 
less-than-significant level through implementation of the mitigation measures identified in this section. 
For each impact identified below, the impact statement for each impact identifies the sites where the 
impact will be less than significant with the implementation of the listed mitigation measures. The title of 
the mitigation measure or measures listed after each impact statement follow the approach used in the 
Final BIR and indicate all sites where the mitigation measille or measures will be implemented as a result 
of any GSR Project impact and not just the sites that will cause the impact listed immediately above. If a 
site is not listed in the impact statement, either it will have no impact or a less than significant impact for 
that particular identified impact. 

A. Project Impacts 

Land Use 

• Impact LU-2: Project operations would result in substantial long-term or permanent impacts 
on the existing character or disrupt or displace land uses. (Sites 1, 5, 9, 18, Westlake Pump 
Station) (DEIR Section 5.2.3.5, Pages 5.2-35 to 5.2-38) 

By requiring the design of the facilities to meet a performance standard of 50 dBA Leq, achieved 
by incorporating into the design such measures as additional sound insulation and 
weatherstripping, implementation of Mitigation Measure M-N0-5 would reduce noise levels 
from Project operations to less-than-significant levels. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5, 7, 9, 
12, 18, Westlake Pump Station) 

Aesthetics 

• Impact .AE-3: Project operation would have a substantial adverse impact on a scenic vista, 
resource, or on the visual character of a site or its surroundings. (Sites 4, 7, 14, 15, 18) (DEIR 
Section 5.3.3.5, Pages 5.3-79 to 5.3-99) 

Implementation of Mitigation Mea.Sures M-AE-3a,. M-CR-5a and M-CR-5b would reduce the 
aesthetic impact of siting well facilities at Sites 4, 7, 14, 15 and 18 to less-than-significant levels: 
Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a would screen views bf these well facilities; Mitigation Measure M­
CR-5a would require at Site 14 the development of an architectural design compatible with the 
Golden Gate National Cemetery ("GGNC"); Mitigation Measure M-CR-5b would require at Site 
15 the development of a compatible architectural design more closely resembling the existing . 
GGNC maintenance and operations buildings, minimizing the dimensions of the well facility to 
·the extent practicable, moving the structure further away from the auxiliary entrance, and using 
landscaping that woul~ be in visual harmony with the site's surroundings. 
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• Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a: Implement Landscape Screening (Sites 4,7,18) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-5a: Minimize Facilities S.iting Impacts on Elements of 
the Historical Resource at Site 14 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-5b: Minimize Facilities Siting Impacts on Elements of 
the Historical Resource at Site 15 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measures M-CR-5a and M-CR-5b are partially 
within the jurisdiction of the Veterans Affairs. This Commission urges the Veterans Affairs to 
assist in implementing these mitigation measures· and finds that the Veterans Affairs can and 
should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 

• Impact C-AE-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to scenic resources and 
visual character. (Sites 12 and 13) (DEIR Section 5.3.3.6, Pages 5.3-102 to 5.3-104) 

The GSR Project's cumulatiye contribution to construction-period impacts on the visual quality 
would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with implementation of Mitigation Measures M­
AE-la, M-AE-lb, and M-AE-lc. These mitigationineastires would ensure that the construction 
areas at Sites. 12 and 13 are maintained by storing construction materials and equipment generally 
away from public view, removing construction debris promptly at regular intervals, and 

, minimizing tree removal. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance (Sites 4, 7, U, 13, 14, 15, 18) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-lb: Tree Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-1c: Develop and Implement a Tree Replanting Plan (Site 
12) 

Cultural and Paleontological Resources 

• Impact CR-1: Project construction could cause an adverse change in the significance of a 
historical resource. (Sites 14 and 15) (DEIR Section 5.5.3.4, Pages 5.5-48 to 5.5-53) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-CR-la, M-CR-lb, and M-N0-2 would reduce 
potential construction impacts on the historical resources at Sites 14 and 15 to less-than­
significant levels by requiring the SFPUC and its contractors to implement physical and 
administrative measures to protect elements of the historicalresources.dutjng construction, and 
by requiring the construction of pipelines within 25 feet of the structures near Site 15 to use either 
non-vibratory means of compaction or controlled low strength materials (CLSM) as backfill so 
that compaction is not necessary, thereby reducing significant vibration levels near the building to 
below the significance threshold of 0.25 in/sec .PPV. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-la: Minimize Construction-related Impacts to Elements 
of the Historical Resource at Site 14 
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· • . Mitigation Measure M-N0-2: Reduce Vibration Levels during Construction of 
Pipelines (Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, 18) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-lb: Minimize Construction-related Impacts to Elements 
of the Historical Resource at Site 15 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-CR-la is partially within the jurisdiction 
of the Veterans Affairs. This Commission urges the Veterans Affairs to assist in implementing 
this mitigation measure and finds that the Veterans Affairs can and should participate in 
implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Ifilpact CR-2: Project construction could cause an adverse change in the significance of an 
archeological resource (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) (DEIR Section 5.5.3.4, Pages 
5.5-53 to 5.5-55) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CR-2 would reduce impacts on any previously 
unrecorded and buried (or otherwise obscured) archaeological deposits to less-than-significant 
levels by requiring the SFPUC and its contractors to adhere to appropriate procedures and 
protocols for minimizing such impacts, in the event that a possible archaeological resource is 
discovered. during construction activities associated with the Project. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources (All Sites ~xcept 
Westlake Pump Station) 

• Impact CR-3: Project construction could result in a substantial adverse effect by destroying a 
unique paleontological resource or site (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station and Site 9) 
(DEIR Section 5.5.3.4, Pages 5.5-56 to 5.5-57) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-CR-3 would reduce the Project's potential 
construction-related impacts on paleontological resources to less-than-significant ~evelby 
requiring that construction work be temporarily halted or diverted in the event of a 
paleontological resource discovery, as well as avoida.llce or salvage of any significant 
paleontological resources. · · 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a Paleontological 
Resource is Identified (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station and Site 9) 

• Impact CR-4. Project construction could result in a substantial adverse effect related to the 
disturbance of human remains. (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) (DEIR Section 
5.5.3.4, Pages 5.5-57 to 5.5-58) 

Mitigation Measure M-CR-4 would reduce impacts on buried human remains that may be 
accidentally diScovered during Project construction activities to a less-than-significant level by 
requiring the SFPUC to adhere to appropriate excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, 
custodianship, and final disposition protocols. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains (All Sites 
except Westlake Pump Station) · 
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• Impact CR-5. Project facilities could cause an adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource. (Sites 14, 15) (DEIR Section 5.5.4, Pages 5.5-58 to 5.5-63) · 

Implementation of Mitigation M.easure M-CR-5a would reduce impacts on historic resources to a 
less-than-significant level at Site 14 by screening the new structure, decreasing its prominence on 
the existing.randscape among the headstones, and allowing for a design compatible with the 
overall site. Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-CR-5b would reduce impacts on historic 
resources to a less-than-significant level at Site 15 by implementing measures to relocate or 
redesign Project facilities at the site to be in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's 
Standards for Rehabilitation. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-5a: Minimize Facilities Siting Impacts on Elements of 
the Historical Resource at Site 14 

• Mitigatfon Measure M-CR-5b: Minimize Facilities Siting Impacts on Elements of 
the Historical Resource at Site 15 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measures M-CR-5a and M-CR-5b are partially 
within the jurisdiction of the Veterans Affairs. This Commission urges the Veterans Affairs to 
assist in implementing these mitigation measures and finds that the Veterans Affairs can and 
should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 

• Impact C-CR-1. Construction of the proposed Project could result in a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to cumulative impacts on historical, arcruieological, or 
paleontological resources, _or human remains. (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) (DEIR 
Section 5.5.3.5, Pages 5.5-64 to 5.5-66) 

See Inipacts CR-2, CR-3 and CR-4. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would 
reduce the Project's contribution to cumulative impacts on paleontological resources encountered 
during construction to a less-than-significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archeological Resources (All Sites except 
Westlake Pump Station) · 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work:H a Paleontological 
Resource Is Identified· (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station and Site 9) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains (All Sites 
except Westlake Pump Station) 

Transportation and Circulation 

• Impact TR-1 ... The Project would conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system. (Sites 4, 5, 
6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19) (DEIR Section 5.6.3.4, Pages 5.6-20 to 5.6-43) · 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 would reduce the potential traffic related impact 
to a less-than-significant level. This measure requires the SFPUC and/or its contractor to 
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implement a traffic control plan to reduce potential impacts on traffic flows and safety hazards 
during construction activities. 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17, 18, 19) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SamTrans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Caltrans, 
Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact TR-2. The Project would temporarily impair emergency access to adjacent roadways 
and land uses during construction. (Sites 2, 5, 13) (DEIR Section 5.6.3.4, Pages 5.6-43 to 5.6-
50) 

Implementatio;n of Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 would reduce the impact of blocked access to the 
businesses and offices to a less-than-significant level by requiring that access be maintained using 
steel trench plates, and that the contractor have ready at all times the means necessary to 
accommodate access by emergency vehicles to such properties, such as plating over excavations, 
short detours, and/or alternate routes. · 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17, 18, 19) . 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the· Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SamTrans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and fmds that Caltrans, 
Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San. Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure.· 

• Impact TR-3. The Project would temporarily decrease the performance and safety of public 
transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities during construction. (Sites 12, 13, 14, 15, 19) (DEIR 
Section 5.6.3.4, Pages ~.6-51to5.6-58) 

I . 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 would reduce the impact on sidewalk and 
pedestrian access to a less-than-significant level by maintaining, where safe, pedestrian access 
and circulation and detolirs in areas affected by Project construction. 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12~ 13, 14, 
15, 17, 18, 19) 
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This Commission recognizes that :Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San Mateo County~ the Town of Cohmi., and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Cal.trans, 
SamTrans: San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

· • Impact C-TR-1. Construction and operation of the propo.sed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to transportation and 
circulation. (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19) (DEIR Section 5.6.3.6, Pages 5.6-
60 to 5.6-68) 

See Impacts TR-2 and TR-3. In addition, implementation of Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-1 
would ensure that the SFPUC and its contractor coordinate with other SFPUC construction 
projects in the region to avoid or minimize impacts on emergency access and on the safety of 
pedestrians and bicyclists during construction of the GSR Project. With implementation of these 
mitigation measures, the GSR Project's contribution to cumulative impacts related to impairing 
emergency access and hazards for alternative modes of transportation during construction would 
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17, 18, 19) 

• Mitigation Measure M-C-TR-1: Coordinate Traffic Control Plan with other SFPUC 
Construction Projects (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Cal.trans, Sam.Trans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Cal.trans, 
SamTrans, San Mateo Comity, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and·· South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

Noise and Vibration 

• Impact N0-2. Project construction would result in excessive groundbome vibration. (Sites 3, 4, 
12, 15.' 18) (DEIR.Section 5.7.3.4, Pages 5.7-48 to 5.7-50) 

Mitigation Measure M-N0-2 requires that the construction of pipelines within 25 feet of the . 
. structures near Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, and 18 use either non-vibratory means of compaction or 
controlled low strength materials (CLSM) as backfill so that compactipn is not necessary. Either 
of these pipeline construction methods would avoid significant vibration levels near the building . 

. As a result, with implementation of Mitigation Measure M-N0-2 this groundbome vibration 
impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. 
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· • Mitigation Measure M-N0-2: Reduce Vibration Levels during Construction of 
Pipelines (Sites 3, 4, 12, 15, 18) 

• Impact N0-5. Operation of the Project would result in exposure of people to noise levels in 
excess of local noise standards or result in a substantial permanent increase· in ambient noise 
levels in the Project vicinity. (Sites 1, Westlake Pump Station, 5, 7, 9, 12, 18) (DEJR Section 
5.7.3.5, Pages 5.7-84 to 5.7-94) 

See Impact LU-2. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5, 7, 9, 
·12, 18, Westlake Pump Station) 

Air Quality 

• Impact AQ-2: En;rissions generated during construction activities would violate air quality 
standards and would contribute substantially to an existing air quality violation. (All sites) 
(DBJR Section 5.8.3.4, Pages 5.8-23 to 5.8-26) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures and 
M-AQ-2b would reduce fugitive dust emissions and NOx emissions to a less-than-significant 
level by requiring best management practices to minimize dust emissions and by ;requiring the 
construction contractors to use newer equipment or retrofitted equipment that would reduce 
construction NOx emissions at the alternate sites by 20 percent if alternative sites are constructed. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures .(All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b: NOX Reduction during Construction of Alternate 
Sites 

• Impact AQ-3. Project construction would expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentration (Site 5) (DEJR Section 5.8.3.4, Pages 5.8-27 to 5.8-29) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-3 would reduce this impact to a less-than­
significant level by reducing TAC emissions below the significance threshold. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-3: Construction Health Risk Mitigation (Site 5) 

• Impact C-AQ-1. Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to air quality. (All 
Sites) (DEJR Section 5.8.3.6, Pages 5.8-31 to 5.8-32) 

See Impact AQ-2. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the Project's 
contribution to cumulative impacts to a less-than-significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures (All Sites)· 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2b: NOX Reduction during Construction of Alternate 
Sites . . . . 
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• Impact RE-2. The Project would deteriorate the quality of the recreational experience during 
construction.· (Sites 1, 2, 4) (DEIR Section 5 .11.3 .4, Pages 5 .11-17 to 5 .11-24) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a would reduce this recreation impact to a less­
than-significant level with implementation of dust control measures and equipment and vehicle 
best management practices. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Me::isures (All Sites) 

Utilities and Service Systems 

• Impact UT-1: Project constructjon ·could result in potential damage to or temporary 
disruption of existing utilities during constructfon: (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.12.3.4, Pages 
5.12-10 to 5.12-14) 

Implementation o~MitigationMeasures M-UT-la~ M-UT-lb, M-UT-lc, M-UT-ld, M-UT-le, 
M-UT-lf, M-UT-lg, M-UT-lh, and M-UT-li would reduce impacts related to the potential 
disruption and relocation of utility operations or accidental damage to existing utilities to a less­
than-significant level by requiring that the SFPUC and/or its contractor(s) identify the potentially 

·affected lines in advance, coordinate with utility service providers to minimize the risk of damage 
to existing utility lines, protect lines in place to the extent possible or temporarily reroute lines if 
necessary, and take special precautions when working near high-priority utility lines (e.g., gas 
transmission lines). 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential Accidents 
Related to Underground Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advance Notification (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lf: Protection of Other Utilities during Construction (All 
Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidance of Utilities Constructed or Modified by 
Other SFPUC Projects (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans with Affected 
· Utilities (All Sites) 

1965 



Motion No.19210 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

CASE NO. 2008.1396E 
SFPUC ~ .<OUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

• Impact UT-4: Project construction could result ill a ·substantial adverse effect related to 
compliance with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations pertaining to solid waste. 
(All Sites) (DElR Section 5.12.3.4, Pages 5.12-17 to 5.12-18) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-UT-4 would mitigate this impact to a less-than­
significant level by requiring the constniction contractor to prepare and implement a waste 
management plan. 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan (All Sites) 

• Impact C-UT-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related, to utilities and service 
systems. (All Sites) (DElR Section 5.12.3.6, Pages 5.12-20 to 5.12-24) 

See Impacts UT-1 and UT-4. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the 
Project's contribution to cumulative impacts on utilities and service systems to a less-than-
significant level. · 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information (All Sites) · 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees fro.m Potential Accidents 
Related to Underground Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lc: Notify Local Fire Departments (All.Sites) . 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advance Notification (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lf: Protection of Other Utilities during Construction (All 
Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidance of Utilities Constructed or Modified by 
Other SFPUC Projects (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans with Affected 
Utilities (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan (All Sites) 

Biological Resources 

• Impact BR-1. Project construction would adversely affect candidate, sensitive, or special­
status species. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.4,Pages 5.14-53 to 5.14-58) 
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. Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BR-la, M-BR-lb, M-BR-lc and M-BR-ld would 
reduce construction impacts on special-status and migratory birds, special status bat species, and 
monarch butterflies to a less-than-significant level by (1) requiring pre-construction surveys by a 
qualified biologist to determine whether spedal-status or migratory bird nests are present at or 
near the well facility sites and implementing related protection measures; (2) requiring pre­
construction surv~ys and the avoidance of disturbance to roosting bats; (3) conducting surveys 
and installing baf exclusion devices; and (4) requiring an inspection by a qualified biologist prior 
to the limbing or felling of trees or the initiation of construction activities on these sites, 
whichever comes first; and by delaying construction at a particular site if overwintering 
congregations of monarch butterflies are identified' on site or nearby. 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-la: Protection Measures during Construction for Special· 
status Birds and Migratory Passerines and Raptors (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-stafo.s Bats during 
Tree Removal or Trimming (Sites 1, 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 15, 16) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure Demolition 
for Special-status Bats (Site 1) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-ld: Monarch Butterfly Protection Measures (Sites 1, 3, 
7, 10, 12) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-la is partially within the jurisdiction 
of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife. This Commission urges the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that 
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife can and should participate in implementing this 
mitigation measure. 

• Impact BR-2. Project construction could adversely affect riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural communities. (Site 1) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.4, Pages 5.14-58 to 5.14-69) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 and M-BR-2 would reduce the potential impacts 
on riparian habitat at Site i to less-than-significant levels by requiring the installation of 
temporary fencing to demarcate the boundary for construction activities at this site and by 
protecting the area from construction-related runoff and sedimentation. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion' and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-2: Avoid Disturbance to Riparian Habitat (Site 1) 

This Commission reeognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the_cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 

. Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the T~wn 
of Colma, and the cities .of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
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Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact BR-3. The Project would impact jurisdictional 'wetlands or waters of-the United 
States. (Sites 8, 9, 11) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.4, Pages 5.14-69 to 5.14-73) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 would reduce impacts to less-than-significant 
levels by protecting the area from construc~on related runoff and sedimentation. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution · 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SwRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 

, Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact BR-4. Project construction· would conflict with local tree preservation ordinances. 
(Sites 3, 4, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.4, Pages 5.14-73 to 5.14-
79) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BR-4a, M-BR-4b, and M-AE-lb would reduce to 
less-than-significant levels any impacts due to a conflict with local tree preservation ordinance by 
minimizing impacts on protected trees and requiring repfacement trees for protected trees that are 
removed, in substantial accordance with local jurisdiction requirements. 

• ,Mitigation Measure M-BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement (Sites 4, 7, 9, 12, 15, 18) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-lb: Tree Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno and 
South San Francisco. This Commission urges the San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and 
the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno and South San Francisco to assist in implementing 
this mitigation measure and finds that the San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities 
of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno and South San Francisco can and should participate in 
implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact BR-5. Project operations could adversely ·affect candidate, sensitive, or special­
. status species. (Sites 1, 7, 12, 18, Westlake Pump Station) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.5, Pages 
5.14-79 to 5.14-82) 
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Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-N0-5 would reduce this potential impact on sensitive 
biological resources to a less-than-significant level by requiring noise reduction measures at the 
site. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5, 7, 9, 
12, 18, Westlake Pump Station) 

• Impact BR-7: Operation of the Project could adversely affect sensitive habitat types 
associated with Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.6, Pages 5.14-85 to 5.14-89) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BR-7, M-HY-9a and M-HY-9b requires the SFPUC to 
implement lake level management procedures to maintain Lake Merced at water levels due to the 
Project. Implementation of.these mitigation measures would reduce impacts on sensitive habitat 
at Lake Merced to a less-than-significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-7: Lake Level Management for Water Level Increases 
for Lake Merced 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-7 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Daly City. This Commission urges Daly City to assist in implementing this mitigation 
measure and finds that Daly City can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact BR-8: Operation of the Project could adversely affect wetland habitats and other 
waters of the United States associa~ed withLake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.14.3.6, 
Pages 5 .14-90 to 5 .14-97) 

Implementation of.Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a, M-HY-9b, and M-BR-8 would reduce impacts 
on wetland habitats and other waters of the United states associated with Lake Merced to less­
than-significant levels by requiring corrective actions iflake levels exceed the range oflake level 
changes shown in Table 5 .14-16 (Lake Mer.ced Water Surface Elevation Range that Results in a 
Predicted No-Net-Loss of Wetlands), due to the Project (i.e., the right-hand column). 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-8: Lake Level ~anagement for No-Net-Loss of Wetlands 
for Lake Merced 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-8 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Daly City. This Commission urges Daly City to assist in implementing this mitigation 
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measure and finds that Daly City can and should participate ~ implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact BR-9: Operation of the Project could adversely affect native wildlife nursery sites 
associated with Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5 .14.3 .6, Pages 5 .14-97 to 5 .14-100) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-HY-9a and M-BR-7 would reduce potential impaets 
on native wildlife nursery sites to less-than-significant levels through management of water levels 
to avoid Project-related losses of this habitat, along with other s_ensitive communities. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake. 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-7: Lake Level Management for Water Level Increases 
for Lake Merced 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-7 is partially within the jurisdictioLJ. 
of Daly City. This Commission urges Daly City to assist in implementing this mitigation 
measure and finds that Daly City can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact C-BR-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in 
significant cumulative impacts related to biological resources. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 
5.14.3.7, Pages 5.14-100 to 5.14-102) 

See Impacts BR-1, BR-2, BR-3, and BR-4. Implementation .of the.listed mitigation measures 
would reduce the GSR Project's contribution to cumulative temporary impacts on biological 
resources to a less-than-significant level. 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-la: Protection Measures during Construction for 
Special status Birds and Migratory Passerines and Raptors (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-status Bats during 
Tree Removal or Trimming (Sites 1, 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 15, 16) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure Demolition 
for Special-status Bats (Site 1) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-ld: Monarch Butterfly Protection Measures (Sites 1, 3, 
7, 10, 12) 

• Mitigation Measure M-13R-2: Avoid Di~turbance to Riparian Habitat (Site 1) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-4a: Identify Protected Trees (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement (Sites 4, 7, 9, 12, 15, 18) 
• 
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• Mitigation Measure M-AE-lb: Tree Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 17) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan{"SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-la is partially within the jurisdiction 
of CDFW, Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b is partially Within the jurisdiction of San Mateo County, 
the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco; 
and Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction o.f SWRCB, San Mateo 
County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San 
Francisco. This Commission urges CDFW, SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town ·of Colma, 
and the cities .of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South _San Francisco to· assist in 
implementing these mitigation measures and finds that CDFW, SWRCB, San Mateo County, the 
Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can 
and should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 

• Impact C-BR-2: The Project would result in cumulative construction or operational impacts 
related to special-status species, riparian habitat, ·sensitive communities, wetlands, or waters 
of the United States, or compliance with local policies and ord:inances protecting biological 
resources at Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5 .14.3. 7, Pages 5 .14-103 to 5 .14-106) 

See Impact BR-7. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the GSR 
Project's· contribution to cumulative impacts on Vancouver rye grassland and :fisheries and fish 
habitat at Lake Merced to.less-than-significant levels. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced · 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-7: Lake Level Management for.Water Level Increases 
for Lake Merced 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-7 is partially yvithin the jurisdiction 
of Daly City. This Commission urges Daly City to assist in implementing this mitigation 
measure. and finds that Daly City can and !?hould participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. · 

Geology a~d Soils 

• Impact GE-3: The Project would· expose people or structures to substantial adverse effects 
related to the risk of property loss, injury, or death due to fault rupture, seismic 
groundshaking, or landslides. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.15.3.5, Pages 5.15-20 to 5.15-22) 

Mitigation Measure M-GE-3 (Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigations and Implement 
Recommendations) ~ould reduce the impact of seismic ground shaking, as well .as settlement (see 
Impact GE-4), on well facilities to a less-than-significant level by requiring facilities to be 
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designed and constructed i.n: conformance with specific recommendations contained in design­
level geotecbnical studies, such as site-specific seismic design parameters and lateral earth 
pressures, use of engineered fill, and subgrade preparations for foundations systems and floor 
slabs. 

• Mitigation Measure M-GE-3: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigations and 
Implement Recommendations (All Sites) 

• Impact GE-4: The Project would be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that . 
would become unstable .. (Sites 1, 5, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 19) (DEIR Section 5.15.3.5, 
Pages 5.,15-23 to 5.15-25) · . 

Mitigation Measure M-GE-3 (Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnic~l Investigations and Implement 
Recommendations) would reduce the impact of settlement on these well facilities to a less-than­
significant level by requiring facilities to be designed and constructed in conforrriance with 
specific recommendations contained in design-level -geotechnical studies, such as over-excavation 
of artificial materials, re-compaction with moisture treated engineered fill, supporting structures 
on structurally rigid mat foundations, post-tensioning to reinforce and increase structural rigidity, 
and using flexible pipe connections. 

• Mitigation Measure M-GE-3: Conduct Site-Specific 6eotechnical Investigations and 
Implement Recommendations (All Sites) 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• Impact HY-1: Project construction activities would degrade water quality as a result of erosion 
or siltation caused by eartbfiloving activities or by the accidental release of hazardous 
construction chemicals durillg construction. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.16.3.5, Pages 5.16-62 
to 5.16-66) 

. . 
Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 (Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
[SWPPP] or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan) would reduce potential water quality impacts 
during Project construction activities to a less-than-significant level by requiring measures to 
control erosion and sedimentation of receiving water bodies and minimize the risk of hazardous 
materials releases to surface water bodies. At sites where more than one acre ofland would be 
disturbed, compliance with the requirements of the NP DES General Permit for Storm Water 
Discharges Associated with Construction Activity would be required. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the .cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 
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• Impact HY-2: Discharge of groundwater could result in minor localized flooding, violate 
water quality standards, and/or otherwise degrade water quality. (All sites except Westlake 
Pump Station) (DEIR Section 5.16.3.5, Pages 5.16-66 to 5.16-69) 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-2 (Management of Well Development and Pump Testing Discharges) 
would reduce potential water quality impacts from well development and pump testing to a less­
than-signi.ficant level by requiring the construction contractor to prepare and implement a Project­
specific discharge plan that specifies how effluent would be managed to protect water quality. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-2: Management of Well Development and Pump Testing 
Discharges (All Sites except Westlake ~ump Station) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M~HY-2 is partially within the jurisdiction. 
of the RWQCB. This Commission urges the RWQCB to assist in implementing this mitigation· 
measure and finds that the RWQCB can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact HY-6: Project operation would decrease the production rate of existing nearby 
irrigation wells due to localized groundwater draw down within the Westside Groundwater 
Basin such that existing or planned land use(s) may not be fully supported. (All Sites) (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-73 to 5.16-100; C&R Section 9.3.14, Pages 9.3.14-99 to 9.3.14-
147) . . 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 would reduce impacts related to well 
interference, which may cause a decrease in production capacity at existing irrigation wells, to a 
less-than-significant level by conducting irrigation well monitoring and identifying a specific 
trigger level for each irrigation well at which time mitigation actions would be implemented. 
Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 includes having the SFPUC install a connection to the Regional 
Water System to allow the delivery of surface water if trigger levels are approached and well 
production capacity is decreased by the project operations. Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 
includes actions by the SFPUC to reduce or redistribute project pumping based on identified 
trigger levels for each irrigation well. Mitigation Measure M-HY-6. also includeE; permanent 
mitigation actions that SFPUC would implement Y\Tith the cooperation of irrigators to assure 
production rates are maintained at irrigation wells. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-6: Ensure Irrigators' Wells Are Not Prevented from 
Supporting Existing or Planned Land Use(s) Due to Project Operation 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County. This Commission urges San Mateo County to assist in implementing this 
mitigation measure and finds that San Mateo County can and should participate in implementing 
this mitigation measure. · 

• Impact HY-9: Project operation could have a substantial, adverse effect on water quality that 
could affect the beneficial uses of Lake Merced. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.16.3.5, Pages 
5.16-66 to 5.16-69) 
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Impacts related to water quality and associated beneficial uses nf Lake Merced would be reduced 
to a less-than-significant level with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-BY-9a and M­
HY-9b by requiring the SFPUC to implement lake level management procedures to maintain 

· Lake Merced water levels above 0 feet City Datum. These procedures include the continuation of 
lake-level and groundwater monitoring; redistribution of pumpmg patterns· or decreasmg the 
Project pumping rate; or additions of supplemental water (either from the regional system water, 
treated stormwater, or recycled water), if available. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring and Modeling for Lake 
Merced 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Level Management for Lake Merced 

• Impact HY-14: Project operation may have a substantial adverse effect on groundwater 
depletion in the Westside Groundwater Basin over the very long term. (All Sites) (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.7, Pages 5.16-142 to 5.16-146) 

Mitigation Measure M-HY-14 would reduce impacts of the Project on long-term depletion of 
groundwater storage to less-than-significant levels by the SFPUC and the GSR Operating 
Committee requiring Project pumping to be restricted to extract only the volume of water in the 
SFPUC Storage Account, which would be adjusted to account for Basin storage losses. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-14: Prevent Groundwater Depletion 

• Impact C-HY-1: Project construction could result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to cumulative impacts on surface water hydrology and water quality. (All sites) 
(DEIR Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-147 to·5.16-149) 

See Impayts HY-1 and HY-2. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the 
Project's contribution to cumulative impacts associated with soil erosion and sedimentation and 
discharges of dewatering effluent to less-than-significant levels. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: · Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigatioq Measure M-HY-2: Management of Well Development and Pump Testing 
Discharges (All Sites except Westlake Pump Station) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco and Mitigation Measure M-HY-2 is partially within the 
jurisdiction of the RWQCB. This Commission urges the SWRCB, RWQCB, San Mateo County, 
the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to 
assist in implementing these mitigation measures and finds that the SWRCB, R WQCB San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco can and should participate in implementing these mitigation measures. 
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• Impact C-HY-5: Operation of the proposed Project could have a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to cumulative impacts on beneficial uses of surface waters. (All Sites) (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-156_ to 5.16-159) 

· See Impact HY-9. Implementation of the listed mitigation measures would reduce the Project's 
contribution to cumulative impacts associated with beneficial uses of Lake Merced to less-than­
significant levels. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9a: Lake Level Monitoring aiid Modeling for Lake 
Merced· 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-9b: Lake Lev_el Management for Lake Merced 

• Impact C-HY-8: Operation of the proposed Project would have a cumi.:tlatively considerable 
contribution to a cumulative impact related to groundwater depletion effect. (All Sites) (DEIR 
Section 5.16.3.8, Pages 5.16-161-5.16-176) 

See Impact HY-14. Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-HY-14 would reduce the Project's 
contribution to any potential long-term cumulative depletion of groundwater storage to a less­
than-significant levef 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-14: Prevent Groundwater Depletion 

This Commis~ion recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-14 is partially within the 
jurisdiction of the cities of Daly City and San Bruno. · This Commission urges the cities of Daly 
City and San Bruno to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that the cities of 
Daly City and San Bruno can and should participate in implementing this mitigation measure.· 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Impact HZ-2: The Project would result in a substantial adverse effect related to reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into 
the environment during construction. (All Sites) (DEIR Section 5.l 7.3A, Pages 5.17-27 to 
5.17-32) 

The potential impact associated with release of hazardous materials during construction would be 
reduced to a less-than significant level with implementation of Mitigation Measures M-HZ-2a, 
M-HZ-2b, M-Hz-2c and M-HY-1 by requiring: (1) a preconstruction hazardous materials 
assessment within three months of construction to identify new hazardous materials sites or 
substantial changes in the extent of contamination at known groundwater contamination sites that 
could affect subsurface conditions at proposed well facility sites; (2) preparation of a site health 
and safety plan to protect construction worker health and safety;(3) a hazardous materials 
management plan to ensure that appropriate procedures are followed in the event that hazardous 
materials, including unanticipated hazardous materials, are encountered during project 
construction, and to ensure that hazardous materials are transported and disposed of in a_ safe and 
lawful manner; and ( 4) preparation and implementation of a storm water pollution prevention 
plan or an erosion and sediment control plan. See also Impact HY-1. 
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• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Preconstruction Hazardous Materials Assessment 
(All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ..2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan (All Sites) 

•· Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County. This Commission urges San Mateo County to assist in implementing this 
mitigation measure and finds that San Mateo County can and should participate in implementing 
this mitigation measure. 

• Impact HZ-3: The Project would result in impacts from the emission or use of hazardous 
materials within 0.25 mile of a school during construction. (Sites 2, 3, 4, 19 and Westlake 
Pump Station) (DEJR Section 5.17.3.4, Pages 5.17-33 to 5.17-36) 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures M-HY-land M-HZ-2c would reduce impacts on Ben 
Franklin Intermediate School, Garden Village Elementary School, and R.W. Drake Preschool, 
due to emission or use of hazardous materials during construction, to a less-than-significant level 
by requiring measures for controlling non-stormwater (i.e., equipment maintenance and servicing 
requirements and equipment fueling requirements), waste, and potential hazardo~ materials 
pollution, which would also reduce the potential for the_ accidental release of hazardous 
construction chemicals, and by requiring the contractor to prepare a Hazards Materials 
Management Plan to ensure proper handling of all hazardous substances that are used during 
construction. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan [SWPPP] or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, ~an Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
·of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
Colina, and tlie cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impact C-HZ..l: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to hazards and 
hazardous materials. (All Sites) (DEJR Section 5 .17 .3 .6, Pages 5 .17-40 to 5 .17-45) 
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See Impact HZ-2. Implementation of the GSR Project's contribution to cumulative impacts 
related.to release of hazardous chemicals during construction would be reduced to a less-than­
significant level with implementation of the listed mitigation measures. 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Preconstruction Hazardous Materials Assessment 
(All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan (All Sites) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (All Sites) 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County. This Commission urges San Mateo County to assist in implementing this 
mitigation measure and finds that San Mateo County can and should participate in implementing 
this mitigation measure. 

B. Impacts of Mitigation 

The Final BIR identified potentially significant secondary impacts that could result from construction 

activities associated with implementation of certain mitigation actions identified in Mitigation Measure 
M-HY-6. The_ Final BIR determined that mitigation measures identified to mitigate construction-related 

impacts of the Project would also 'mitigate construction-related impacts associated with implementation of 
these mitigation actions. In making these findings and adopting Exhibit 1, the MMRP, the Commission 

finds that application of Project mitigation measures to the seconda,ry impacts of implementing mitigation 
actions under Mitigation Measure M-HY-6 will reduce the impacts listed in this Section ID to less-than­
significant levels. Exhibit 1, the l\'.IMRP, includes Table MMRP-2, Mitigation Measures Applicable to 
Implementation ofM-HY-6 Mitigation Actions. Table MMRP-2 to the J\.1MRP identifies which Project 

mitigation measures would apply to reduce the secondary impacts associated with construction activities 
undertaken to impl~ment any of the identified mitigation actions in Mitigation Measure M-HY-6. This 

information is also summarized below and discussed in the DEIR Section 5.16, Pages 5.16-162 to 5.16-

174 and in the C&R Section 9.5, Pages 9.5-63 to 9.5-72. 

Land Uses 

• Impacts to recreational land uses at golf courses and visual quality or scenic views· in golf 
courses or cemeteries. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan 

• Mitigation .Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures 
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• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans; Sam.Trans, San 
Mateo Co~ty, the Town of Colma, and the cities. of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and finds that Caltrans, 
SamTrans,. San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

Aesthetics 

• Impacts due to view of con8truction equipment, vehicles and activities. (Mitigation Action 
#3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #6: Lower Pump in Irrigation 
Well; Mitigation Action #7: Lower And Change Pump in Irrigation Well; Mitigation 
Action #8: Add Storage Cap'acity for Irrigation Supply Mitigation Action #9: Replace 
Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance 

Cultural and Paleontological Resources 

. • Impacts due to constructing close to an historic resource. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace 
Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation 
Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-3a: Implement Landscape Screening 

• Impacts from disturbance of archeological or paleontological resources. (Mitigation Action 
#3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for 
Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Discovery of Archaeological Resources 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-3: Suspend Construction Work if a Paleontological 
Resource is Identified 

- • . Mitigation Measure M-CR-4: Accidental Discovery of Human Remains 

Transportation and Circulation 

• Temporary impacts to local roadway circulation. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation 
Water Source; Mitigation Action #6: Lower Pump in Irrigation Wen; Mitigation Action 

- #7: Lower And Change Pump in Irrigation Well; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage 
Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan 
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This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of D~ly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, SamTrans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation. measure and finds that Caltraps, 
SamTrans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

Noise and Vibration 

• Impacts from construction noise exceeding local noise standards or increasing ambient noise 
levels. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water. Source (IBM); MitigatiQn 
Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply (LSM); Mitigation Action #9: 
Replace Irrigation Well (SUM, See Section IV, B).) 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan 

Air Quality 

• Impacts during construction from fugitive dust or emissions of other criteria air pollutants. 
Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add 
Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures 

Utilities and Service Systems 

• Impact from generation of solid waste. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water 
Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation 
Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-4: Waste Management Plan 

• Impacts from potential disruption and relocation of utilities or accidental damage to existing 
utilities. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: 
Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation 
Well.) 

• . Mitigation Measure M-UT-la: Confirm Utility Line Information 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lb: Safeguard Employees from Potential Accidents 
Related to Underground Utilities 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-1 c: Notify Lo~al Fire Departments 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-ld: Emergency Response Plan 
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• Mitigation Measure M-UT-le: Advance Notification 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lf: Protection of Other Utilities during Construction 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lg: Ensure Prompt Reconnection of Utilities 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-lh: Avoidance of Utilities Constructed or Modified by 
Other SFPUC Projects 

• Mitigation Measure M-UT-li: Coordinate Final Construction Plans with Affected 
Utilities · 

· Biological Resources 

• Impacts from tree removals or disturbance of sensitive habitats. (Mitigation Action #3: 
Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for 
Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-la: Protection Measures during Construction for Special 
status Birds and Migratory Passerines and Raptors 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lb: Protection Measures for Special-status Bats during 
Tree Removal or Trimming 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-lc: Protection Measures during Structure Demolition 
for Special-status Bats 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

.• Mitigation Measure M-B~-4a: Identify Protected Trees 

• Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b: Protected Tree Replacement · 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-BR-la is partially-within the jurisdiction 
of CDFW, Mitigation Measure M-BR-4b is partially within the jurisdiction of San Mateo County, 
the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly .City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco; 
and Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction of SWRCB, San Mateo 
County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San 
Francisco. This Commission urges CDFW, SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, 
and the cities of Daly · City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist :in 
implement:ing these mitigation measures and finds that CDFW, SWRCB, San Mateo County, the 
Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can 
and should participate :in implementing these mitigation measures. . 

Geology and Soils 
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• Impacts from placement of pipelines or storage tank on or in unstable soil. (Mitigation Action 
#3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #7: Lower And Change Pump 
in Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-GE-3: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigations and 
Implement Recommendations 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• Impacts to water quality from erosion and sedimentation caused by vegetation removal~ 
(Mitigation Action #3: Replacelrrigatfon Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add 
Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB; San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town 
of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Impacts from accidental release of hazardous materials, including near a school. (Mitigation 
Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #6: Lower Pump in 
Irrigation Well; Mitigation Action #7: Lower And Change Pump in Irrigation Well; 
Mitigation Action #8: Add Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action 
#9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HY-1: Develop and Implement a Storm Water Pollution 
· Prevention Plan ("SWPPP") or an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HY-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges SWRCB, San Mateo County,_ the ToWn. 
of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco to assist in 
implementing this mitigation measure and finds that SWRCB, San Mateo County, the Town of 
Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco·can and should 
participate in implementing this mitigation measure. 

• Impacts from siting pipelines, storage tanks or replacement wells near a hazardous materials 
site. (l\1itigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source; Mitigation Action #8: Add 
Storage Capacity for Irrigation Supply; Mitigation Action #9: Replace Irrigation Well.) 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2a: Preconstruction Hazardous Materials Assessment 

1981 



Motion No. 19210 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 \ 

CASE NO. 2008.1396E 
SFPUC. .{OUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

• Mi~gation Measure M-HZ-2b: Health and Safety Plan 

• Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c: Hazardous Materials Management Plan 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2c is partially within the jurisdiction 
of San Mateo County. This Commission urges San Mateo County to assist in implementing this 
mitigation measure and finds that San Mateo County can and should participate in implementing 
this mitigation measure. 

IV. Significant Impacts That Cannot Be Avofded or Reduced to a Less-Than-Significant Level 

Based on substantial evidence in the whole record of these proceedings, the Commission finds that~ where 
feasible, changes or alterations have been required or incorporated into the· GSR Project to reduce the 
significant environmental impacts as identified in the Final EIR for the Project. The Commission finds 
that the mitigation measures in the Final EIR and described below are appropriate, and that changes have 
been required in, or incorporated into, the GSR Project that, to use the language of Public Resources Code 
section 21002 and CEQA Guidelines section 15091, may substantially lessen, but do not avoid (i.e., 
reduce to less than significant levels), the potentially significant environmental effect associated with 
implementation of the Project, as described in the GSR Final EIR Chapter 5. · The Commission adopts all 
of the mitigation measures proposed in the GSR Final EIR that are relevant to the Project and set forth in 
the MMRP, attached hereto as Exhibit 1 .. 

The Commission further finds, however, for the GSR Project impacts listed below, that no mitigation is 
currently available to render the effects less than significant. The effects, therefore, remain significant 

I 

and unavoidable. Based on the analysis contained within the Final EIR, other considerations in the 
record, and the standards of significant, the Commission fmds that because some aspects of the GSR 
Project would cause potentially significant impacts for which feasible · mitigation measures are not 
available to reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level, the impacts are significant and 
unavoidable. 

The Commission further finds that the GSR Project is a component of the WSIP and, therefore, will 
contribute to the significant and unavoidable growth-inducing impact caused by the WSIP water supply 
decision as analyzed in the WSIP PEIR, Chapter 7, which is incorporated by reference in the GSR Project 
Final EIR in. Chapter 6. For the WSIP growth-inducing impact listed. below, the effect remains 
significant and unavoidable. 

The Commission determines that the following significant impacts on the environment, as reflected in the 
GSR Final EIR, are unavoidable, but under Public Resources Code S~ction 21081(a) (3) and (b), and 
CEQA Guidelines Sections 1509,l(a) (3), 15092(b) (2) (B), and 15093, the Commission determines that 
the .impacts are acceptable due to the overriding considerations described in Section VI below. These 
findings are supported by substantial evidence in the record of this proceeding. 

A. GSR Project Impacts 
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The project-specific impacts associated with GSR Project construction are determined to.be significant 
and unavoidable at one or more sites where GSR Project facilities will be constructed despite the 
SFPUC's adoption of all feasible mitigation measures. No significant and unavoidable impacts will result 
from the GSR Project operations. 

' . 

For each impact identified below, the impact statement for each impact identifies the sites where the 
impact will be less than significant ·with the implementation of ·the listed mitigation measures 
(denominated as "LSM") and the sites where the impact will be significant and unavoidable despite the 
implementation of listed mitigation measures (denominated as "SUM"). If a site is not listed in the impact 
statement it either will have no impact or a less than significant impact for that particular· identified 
impact. The titles of the mitigation measures listed after each impact statement follow the approach used 
in the Final EIR and indicate all sites where the mitigation measures will be implemented as a result of 
any GSR Project impact and not just the sites that will cause .tl:ie particular listed impact discussed. 
immediately above. 

Land Use 

• Impact LU-1: Project construction would have a substantial impact on the existing character 
of the vicinity and could substantially disrupt or displace existing land uses or land use 
activities. (DEIR pages 5.2-20 to 5.2-35.)(LSM Sites 5 [Consolidated Treatment], 7, 10, 11, 
13, 15, and 17; SUM Sites 1, 3, 4, 5 [On-site Treatment], 9, 12, 14, 16, 18and19.) 

Project construction would have a significant but mitigable impact on land uses at Sites 5 
[Consolidated Treatment], 7, 10, 11, 13, 15, and 17 through the implementation of the Mitigation 
Measures M-LU-1, M-TR-1, M-N0-1, M-N0-3, M-AQ-2a, and M-AQ-3, which would provide 
for (1) cemetery visitor access and access to businesses and bus stops through a transportation 
control plan; (2) construction noise controls that limit noise levels to specified amounts at 
specified hours and locations; and (3) controls on construction-related air pollutants. 

Nighttime noise from well drilling at Sites 1, 3, 4, 12, 16, and 19, which must proceed 
continuously for a seven day period, will have a significant and unavoidable impact on nearby 
residential uses despite implementation of mitigation measures. The land use impact at Site 5 will 
be significant and unavoidable even with the implementation of mitigation.measures to control 
construction noise due to the proximity of residential users to this site and daytime construction 
over 14 mo:pths. The land use impact at Sites 9, 14, and 18 will be significant and unavoidable 
even with the implementation of mitigation measures to control construction noise due to the 
proximity of residential users to these sites, daytinie construction over 16 months, and night time 
construction associated with well installation over a seven day period. 

• Mitigation Measure M-LU-1: Maintain Internal Cemetery Access (Site 7 
[Consolidated Treatment at Site 6] and Site 14). 

• Mitigation Measure M-TR-1: Traffic Control Plan (Sites 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate] and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 
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• Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17[Alternate],18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2a: BAAQMD Basic Construction Measures (All Sites). 

• Mitigation Measure M-AQ-3: Construction Health Risk Mitigation (Site 5 On-site 
Treatment). 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure·M-TR-1 is partially within the jurisdiction 
of Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, 
Millbrae, San Bruno, and South San Francisco. This Commission urges Caltrans, Sam.Trans, San 
Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San Bruno, and South 
San Francisco to assist in implementing this mitigation measure and fmds that Caltrans, 
Sam.Trans, San Mateo County, the Town of Colma, and the cities of Daly City, Millbrae, San 
Bruno, and South San Francisco can and should participate in implementing this mitigation 
measure. 

• Impact C-LU-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to land use. (DEIR 
pages 5.2-39 to 5.2-40; 5.7-98 to 5.7-99.)(LSM Site 15; SUM Sites 9, 12, and 19.) 

Impacts from the GSR project would make a considerable contribution to cumulative project 
construction impacts due to construction noise at Sites 9, 12, 15, and 19, which could alter the 
character or disrupt or· displace land uses at these sites. Noise mitigation measures M-N0-1, M­
N0-3, and M-N0-5 would reduce these impacts to less-than-significant level at Site 15, but due 
to nighttime construction, land use disruption at Sites 9, 12, and 19 would remain significant and 
unavoidable. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

· • Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, s· [On­
site Treatment], 9, 18 [Alternate] and Westlake Pump Station. 

Aesthetics 

• Impact AE-1: Project ·construction would res:uJ.t in a significant and. unavoidable impact on 
the visUa.l character of the area surrounding Site 7, related to the removal of trees. (DEIR 
Section 5.3.3.4, Pages 5.3-56 to 5.3-76.)(LSM Sites 4, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 18; SUM Site 7.) 

Project construction would have a significant but mitigable visual impact through the 
implementation of Mitigation Measures M-AE-la, M-AE-lb, M-AE-lc, M-AE-ld, M-AE-le, 
and M-CR-la, which would keep construction materials out of view, keep construction sites 
clean, and require protection and replacement of trees at Sites 4, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 18. Visual 
impacts at Site 7 would remain significant and unavoidable because site construction requires the 
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removal of 41 eucalyptus trees in the SFPUC right-of-way that are part of a tree mass identified 
in the Town of Colma's General Plan. The SFPUC',s Integrated Vegetation Management Policy 
prohibits eucalyptus trees in the right-of-way, thereby precluding the replanting of eucalyptus · 
trees at the same location. Even with the implementation of the listed mitigation measures, the 
project would permanently change the visual quality of Site 7, resulting in a significant and 
unavoidable impact at this location. 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-la: Site Maintenance (Sites 4, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 18 
[Alternative]) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-lb: Tree Protection Measures (Sites 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 
13, 14, 15, and 17 [Alternative] 

• Mitigation Measures M-AE-lc: Develop and Implement a Tree Replanting Plan 
(Site 12) 

' 
• Mitigation Measure M-AE-ld: Construction Area Screening (Site 15) 

• Mitigation Measure M-AE-le: Tree Removal and Replacement (Site 7) 

• Mitigation Measure M-CR-la: Minimize Construction-related Impacts on 
Elements of the Historical Resource at Site 14 

This Commission recognizes that Mitigation Measure M-AE-le is partially within thejurisdiction 
of the Town of Colma and Mitigation Measure M-CR-'a ·is partially within the jurisdiction of 
Veterans Affairs. This Commission urges the Town of Colma and the Veterans Affairs to assist 
in implementing these mitigation measures and finds that the Town of Colma and the Veterans 
Affairs can and should participate ~ implementing these mitigation measures. 

Noise 

• Impact N0-1: Project construction would result in noise levels in excess oflocal standards. 
(DEIR.pages 5.7-39 to 5.7-48.)(LSM Sites 3, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, and 17; SUM Sites 1, 4, 9, 12, 
16, 18, and 19.) · 

.Project construction would conflict with daytime noise standards or night time noise restrictions 
or both in the San Mateo County, the Town of Colma; and the cities of Daly City; Millbrae, San 
Bruno and South San Francisco. Mitigation Measure M-N0-1 would reduce these impacts at 
Sites 3, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, and 17 to a less-than-signlficant level. But, even with mitigation, 
construction associated with well drilling and pump testing would exceed local nighttime noise 
limits or restrictions at Sites 1, 4, 9, 12, 16, 18, and 19. This impact would remain significant 
and unavoidable at these sites. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 
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• Impact N0-3: Project construction would result in a substantial temporary increase in 
ambient noise levels. (DEIR pages 5.7-50 to 5.7-81.)(LSM Sites 5 [Consolidated Treatment], 
10, 11, 13, 15, and 17; SUM Sites 1, 3, 4, 5 [On-site Treatment], 9, 12, 14, 16, 18 and 19.) 

Project construction would result in a temporary increase in ambient noise levels that would 
exceed speech and sleep interference thresholds at nearby buildings. Mitigation Measures M­
N0-1 and M-N0-3 would· reduce these impacts to a less-than-significant level at Sites 5 
[Consolidated Treatment], 10, 11, 13, 15, and 17. But, the daytime speech threshold or.nighttime 
sleep interference threshold would be exceeded, even with the implementation of mitigation 
measures, at Sites l, 3, 4, 5 [On-site Treatment], 9, 12, 14, 16, 18, and 19. This impact would 
remain significant and unavoidable at these sites. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1~ Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 

• Impact C-N0-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project could result in a· 
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts related to noise. (DEIR pages 5. 7-
95 to 5.7-99.)(LSM Sites 1, 5 [On-site Treatment], 7 [On-site Treatment], 8, 9, 11, 15, 17, 18, and 
Westlake Pump Station; SUM Sites 12 and 19.) 

Operation of the project could make a considerable contribution to cumulative impacts in excess 
of established standards and to ambient noise levels at Sites 1, 5 [On-site Treatment], 7 [On-site 
Treatment]. 9, 12, 18 and the Westlake Pump Station but mitigation measures would reduce the 
Project's contribution t.o a less than significant level. 

Construction of the Project could make a considerable contribution to cumulative noise levels in 
excess of established noise standard in the Town of Colma at Sites 8 and 17 and in South San 
Francisco at Site 11 but the listed mitigation measures would reduce the Project's contribution to 
a less-than-significant level. 

The project could make a considerable contribution to increases in cumulative ambient noise 
levels at Sites 8, 15, and 17 but the listed mitigation measures would reduce the Project 
contribution to a less-than-significant level. However, at Sites 12 and 19, even with the 
implementation of mitigation measures, the Project would have a cumulative considerable 
contribution to increased ambient noise levels that would affect a church and preschool noise 
levels during the daytime and the Project impact would remain significant and unavoidable at 
Sites 12 and 19. 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-1: Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17[Alternate],18 [Alternate], and-19 [Alternate]). 

. . 
· • Mitigation Measure M-N0-3: Expanded Noise Control Plan (Sites 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 

11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 [Alternate], 18 [Alternate], and 19 [Alternate]). 
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• Mitigation Measure M-N0-5: Operational Noise Control Measures (Sites 1, 5 [On­
site Treatment], 9, 18 [Alternate] and Westlake Pump Station 

B. Impacts of GSR Mitigation Measures 

The Final ·BIR identified potentially significant secondary impacts that could result from construction 
activities associated with implementation of certain mitigation actions identified in Mitigation Measure 
M-HY-6. The Final BIR determined that mitigation measures identified to mitigate construction-related 
impacts of the Project would also mitigate construction-related impacts associated with implementation of 
these mitigation action8, as explained in SeCtion III, with the exception of one impact related to 
construction noise, which is expl~ined in this Section IV. In niaking these findings and adopting Exhibit 
1, the MMRP, the Commission finds that application of Project mitigation to the secondary impact · 
related to noise discussed below associated with mitigation actions under Mitigation Measure M-HY -6 
will reduce but that this noise impact will remain significant and unavoidable. Exhibit 1, the MMRP, 
includes a Table MMRP-2, Mitigation Measures.Applicable to Implementation of M-HY-6 Mitigation 
Actions. Table MMRP-2 to the lv1I\.1RP identifies which Project mitigation measures would apply to 

· reduce the secondary impacts associated with construction activities undertaken to implement any of the 
identified mitigation actions in Mitigation Measure M-HY-6. This information is also summarized in 
Section III and below and discu5sed in the DEIR Section 5.16, Page 5.16-168 and in tlie C&R Section 
9.5, Pages 9.5-63 to 9.5-72. 

·Noise and Vibration 

• Impacts from construction noise associated with well drilling in proximity to sensitive noise 
receptors. (Mitigation Action #3: Replace Irrigation Water Source (LSM); Mitigation 
Action #8: Add Storage Capacity.for Irrigation Supply (LSM); Mitigation Action #9: 
Replace Irrigation Well (SUM).) 

• Mitigation Measure M-N0-2: Reduce Vibration Levels during Construction of 
Pipelines 

C. WSIP Water Supply Impacts 

The WSIP PBIR and the SFPUC's Resolution No. 08-0200 related to the WSIP water supply decision 
identified three significant and unavoidable impacts of the WSIP: Impact 5.4.1-2- Stream Flow: Effects 
on flow along Alameda Creek below the Alameda Creek Division Dam; Impact 5.5.5-1-Fisheries: Effects 
on fishery resources in Crystal Springs reservoir (Upper and Lower); and Impact 7-1-Indirect growth 
inducing impacts in the SFPUC service area. Mitigation measures proposed in the PEIR were adopted 

. by the SFPUC for these impacts; however, the mitigation measures could not reduce all the impacts to a 
less than significant level, and these impacts were determined to be significant and unavoidable. The 
SFPUC adopted the mitigation measures proposed in the PBIR to reduce these impacts when it approved 
the WSIP in its Resolution No. 08-0200. The SFPUC also adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program as part of that appr:oval. The findings regardmg the three impacts and mitigation 
measures for these impacts set forth in Resolution No. 08-0200 are incorporated into these findings by 
this reference, as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. 
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Subsequent to the certification of the PEIR, the Planning Department has conducted more detailed, site­
specific review of two of the significant and unavoidable water supply impacts identified in the PEIR, 
hnpact 5.4.1-2 and Impact 5.5.5-1, as explained in the GSRProject EIR at Section 6.3.2 (Draft EIR, page 
6-10). The Planning Department updated analyses based on more project-specific information has 
determined that these two impacts will not be significant and u;navoidable. These CEQA Findings 
summarize these updated impact analyses as well as the PEIR analysis of hnpact 7 .1. 

• PEIR Impact 5.4.1-2-Stream Flow: Effects on fl<.>w along Alameda Creek below the 
Alameda Creek DiVision Dam 

The project level analysis in the Calaveras Dam Replacement project Final EIR modifies the 
PEIR determination regarding PEIR Impact 5.4.1-2 and concludes that the impact related to 
stream flow along Alameda Creek between the diversion dam and the confluence with Calaveras 
Creek) will be less than significant based on more detailed, site-specific modeling and data. 
Project-level conclusions supersede any contrary impact conclusions in the PEIR. The SFPUC 
adopted CEQA Findings with respect to the approval of the Calaveras Dam hnprovement project 
in Resolution No. 11-0015. The CEQA Findings in Resolution No. 11-0015 related to the 
impacts on fishery resources due to inundation effects are incorporated into these findings by this 
reference,. as though fully set forth in these CEQA Findings. 

• . PEIR Impact 5.5.5.-1-Fisheries: Effects on fishery resources in Crystal Springs 
reservoir (Upper and Lower) 

The project-level :fisheries analysis in the Lower Crystal Springs Dam hnprovement project Final 
EIR modifies the PEIR impact determination regarding PEIR hnpact 5.5.5-1 based on more 
detailed site-specific data and analysis and determined that impacts on fishery resources due to 
inundation effects would be less than significant. Project-level conclusions supersede any 
contrary impact conclusions in the PEIR The SFPUC adopted CEQA Findings with respect to 
the approval of the Lower Crystal Springs Dam hnprovement project in Resolution No. 10-0175. 
The CEQA Findings in Resolution No. 10-0175 related to the impacts on fishery resources due to 
inundation effects are. incorporated into these :findings by this reference, as though fully set forth 
in these CEQA Findings. 

• PEIR Impact 7-1-Indirect growth inducing impacts in the SFPUC service area 

The remaining significant and unavoidable water supply·impact listed in Resolution No. 08-0200 
is related to WSIP Water Supply and System Operation Impact 7-1 Growth: The WSIP 
would result in potentially significant and unavoidable indirect growth-inducement impacts in the 
SFPUC service area. 

By providing water to support planned growth in the SFPUC service area, the WSIP will result in 
significant and unavoidable growth inducement effects that are primarily related to secondary 
effects such as air quality, traffic congestion and water quality. (PEIR Chapter 7). The WSIP 
identifies mitigation measure.s adopted by jurisdictions that have prepared general plans and 
related land use plans and major projects in the SFPUC service area to reduce the identified· 
impacts of planned groWth. A summary of projects reviewed under CEQA and mitigation 
measures identified are included in Appendix E, Section E.6 of the PEIR. 
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Despite the adoption of mitigation measures, some of the identified impacts of planned growth 
cannot be reduced to a less-than-significant levels, and the WSIP, which has a longer planning 
horizon and somewhat different growth projections than some general plans, would also be 
expected to result in impacts not addressed by adopted mitigation measures as summarized in the 
PEIR Chapter 7. Jurisdi~tions have adopted overriding consideration in approving plans that 
support growth for which mitigation measures have not been identified and the SFPUC adopted 
overriding considerations in approving the WSIP through Resolution No. 08-0200. Thus, some 
of the growth that the WSIP would support would result in secondary impacts that would remain 
significant and unavoidable. 

V. Evaluation of Project Alternatives 

This section describes the Project as well as alternatives and the reasons for approving the Prbject and for 
rejecting the alternatives. CEQA mandates that an EIR evaluate a reasonable r~ge of.alternatl.ves to the 
project or the project location that generally reduce or avoid potentially significant impacts of the project. 
CEQA requires that every EIR also evaluate a ''No Project" alternative. Alternatives provide a basis of 
comparison to the Project in terms of their significant impacts and their ability to meet project objectives. 
This comparative analysis is used to consider reasonable, potentially feasible options for rniillmizing 
environmental consequences of the Project. 

A. Reasons for Approval of the Project 

The overall goals of the WSIP for the regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water and a gravity-driven system. . 

• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes - deliver basic serVice to the three regions in the service area 
within 24 hours and restore facilities to meet average-day demand within 30 days after a major 
earthquake. 

• Increase delivery reliability - allow planned maintenance shutdown without customer service 
interruption and minimize risk of service interruption from unplanned outages. 

• Meet customer water supply needs through 2018 - meet average annual water purchase requests 
during nondrought years and meet dry-year delivery needs while limiting rationing to a maximum 
20 percent systemwide; diversify water supply options during nondrought and drought years and 
improve use of new water resources, including the use of groundwater, recycled water, 
conservation and transfers. 

• Enhance sustainability. 

• Achieve a cost~ffective, fully operational system. 
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The Project would help meet WSIP goals by providing additional dry-year supply and providing 
additional pumping capacity in the S_outh Westside Groundwater Basin in an emergency. Specific 
objectives of the GSR Project are: 

• Conjunctively manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinated use of 
SFPUC surface water and groundwater pumped by the Partner Agencies. 

• . Provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Partner Agencies in normal and wet years, 
with a corresponding reduction of groundwater pumping by these agencies, which then allows for 
in-lieu recharge of the South Westside Groundwater Basin. 

• Increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of the South Westside Groundwater Basin 
by an average annual 7 .2 mgd. 

• Provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for the SFPUC's customers and increase water 
supply reliability during the 8.5-year design drought cycle. 

B. Alternatives Rejected and Reasons for Rejection 

The Commission. rejeCts the alternatives set forth in the Final EIR and listed below because the 
Commission finds that there is substantial evidence, including· evidence of economic, legal, social, 
technological, and other considerations described in this section in addition to those described in Section 
VI below under CEQA Guidelines 1509l(a)(3), that make such Alternatives infeasible. In making these 
infeasibility determinations, the Commission is aware that CEQA defines "feasibility" to mean "capable 
of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account 
economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors." The Commission is also aware that 
under CEQA case law the concept of "feasibility" en.compasses (i) the question of whether a particular 
alternative promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project, and (ii) the question of whether an 

. alternative is "desirable" from a policy standpoint to the extent that desirability is based on a rea~onable 
balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social, legal, and technological factors. 

Alternative 1: No Project 

Under the No Project Alternative, the GSR Project would not be constructed or operated. The SFPUC · 
would not conjunctively manage tp.e South Westside Groundwater Basin with the Partner Ageneies and 
the basin would continue to be operated as it is now. The · 16 groundwater wells and assqciated well 
facilities (pump stations and treatment facilities) would not be constructed or operated, the Westlake 
Pump Station would not be upgraded, and a new dry-year water supply would not be developed. The six 
test wells installed at Site 2 (Park Plaza Meter), Site 5 (Right-of-way at Serra Bowl), Site 6 (Right-of-way 
at Colma BART), Site 8 (Right-of-way at Serramonte Boulevard), Site 10 (Right-of-way at Hickey 
Boulevard) and Site 13 (South San Francisco Linear Park) would be abandoned in accordance with 
regulatory standards or converted to monitoring wells. 
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The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the project objectives, which are to conjunctively 
manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinated use of SFPUC surface water and 

· groundwater pumped by the Partner Agencies; provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Partner 
Agencies in normal and wet years; increase the dry-year and emergency pumping capacity of the South 
Westside Groundwater Basin by an average annual 7.2 mgd; and provide a new dry-year groundwater 
supply for the SFPUC's customers and increased water supply reliability during the 8.5-year design 
drought cycle. 

Under the No Project Alternative, regional water system customers would experience water shortages and 
need to implement water rationing more frequently and water rationing would be more severe, exceeding 
the 20 percent systemwide rationing expected under full implementation of the WSIP projects. 
Wholesale customers would likely pursue other dry year supply projects, but numerous hurdles would 
need to be overcome: 

• Water demand among customers is highest when supplies are most constrained and therefore 
more difficult to secure. 

• Major new water supply projects can take 20-25 years to complete, so pursuit ·of other projects 
would likely not avoid increased water shortages and water rationing. 

• The SFPUC wholesale customers already have planned for and adopted increased water 
conservation and recycling initiatives, making greater efforts in these regards more difficult. 

The No Project Alternative would fail to meet the WSIP goals and objectives that rely directly on the 
contribution of the Project to fulfill systemwide level of service objectives. If the Project is not 
constructed, the SFPUC's water supply portfolio would not include 7.2 mgd of dry-year supply from the 
South Westside Groundwater Basin or provide for an alternative local supply in the event _of emergency 
conditions. As a_ result, the No Project Alternative would fail to meet dry-year delivery needs identified 
in the WSIP while limiting rationing to a maxim.um 20 p~rcent systemwide. It would also "result in a less 
diversified water supply during dry-years than would be achieved with the GSR Project. 

The No Project Alternative would avoid all of the construction impacts identified for the GSR Project, 
.including the significant and unavoidable impacts associated with noise, land use, and aesthetics. It 
would also avoid all construction and operation-related impacts that can be reduced to a less-tb.an­
signi:ficant level with the implementation of mitigation measures, including in the areas of land use, 
aesthetics, cultural resources, transportation and circulation, noise and vibration, air quality, recreation, 
utilities and service systems, biological resources, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, and 
hazards and hazardous materials. 

In the absence of the dry-year water supply that the Project w:ould pro,Vide, under the No Project 
alternative the SFPUC or its wholesale customers or both would likely take action to secure supplemental 
dry-year supply, which could have similar or additional secondary environmental effects as the Project. 
Supplemental dry-year supply options could include additional Tuolumne River diversions and water 
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transfers from the Turlock Irrigation District or the Modesto Irrigation District, increased groundwater 
use, additional water conservation and water recycling and desalination projects. The WSIP PEIR 
evaluated the environmental_ effects of such projects as part of the WSJP alternatives. Secondary effects 
could include: construction impacts and operational impacts such as groundwater overdraft, subsidence, 
seawater intrusion, and water quality effects associated with development of groundwater sources; 
impacts on fisheries and biological resources, including sensitive species, associated with additional 
Tuolumne River diversions; and construction impacts and operational impacts on land use, aesthetics, 
hydrology and water quality, air quality, hazards, and energy associated with the development desalinated 
water supplies. 

The Co~ssion rejects the No Project Alternative as infeasible because it would not meet any of the 
project objectives, and it would jeopardize the SFPUC's ability to meet the adopted WSIP goals and 
objectives as set forth in SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200. Further, its secondary effects would likely 
result in similar impacts to those of the Project. Thus, the No Project Alternatives may not result in fewer 
environmental impacts than the Project, given that all Project impacts can be mitigated to less than 
significant levels with the exception of temporary construction-related impacts on land use, temporary 
construction noise impacts, and aesthetic impacts due to removal of trees at one location. 

Alternative 2A: Reduce Lake Merced Impacts and Maintain Project.Yield 

Under Alternative 2A, the same facilities would be constructed as for the Project, except the .SFPUC 
would construct only 14 wells and well facilities instead of 16 wells by not constru~ting a well or well 
facility at Site 1 in Daly City or Site 4 in unincorporated Broadmoor. Without wells at Sites 1 and 4, 
pumping would be 'reduced by approximately 1.0 mgd. To maintain the overall yield of 7.2 mgd, 
pumping would be redistributed to 11 wells at Sites 5 through 15. Pumping at each of Sites 5 through 15 
would increase by approxlinately 20 ·percent compared to the proposed Project and production rates at 
Sites 5 through 15 could support this increased pumping. Pumping at Sites 2 and 3 would not increase 
under this alternative to minimize impacts on Lake Merced as. compared to the proposed Project. 
Pumping ~t Site 16 also would not increase because groundwater availability is restricted at this location. 
Under this alternative, pumping near Lake Merced would decrease by approxlinately 54 percent when 
compared to the Project. 

Alternative 2A would meet all of the Project Objectives, including increasing the dry-year and emergency 
pumping capacity of the South Westside Groundwater Basin by an average annual 7.2 mgd in the event of 
a 8.5-year design drought. It would have. the same construction-related impacts as the proposed Project 
except that all impacts associated with construction at Sites 1 and 4 would be avoided. As a result, the 
significant and unavoidable construction-related noise impacts associated with exceeding local noise 
standards and increasing ambient noise levels, and the disruption of residential land uses from nighttime 
noise at these tWo sites would not occur. 

The main difference between this Alternative 2A and the Project in terms of environmental effects is that 
by reducing pumping by 54 percent in the Lake Merced area, this alternative would decrease the .decline 
in Lake Merced levels by a similar 54 percent. With the Project, lake levels after the end of the design 
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drought are expected to drop to four feet lower than under modeled existing conditions. With Alternative 
2A, lake levels would be expected to drop two· feet lower than under modeled existing conditions. ·The 
Project identifies mitigation in the form of lake monitoring, provision of supplemental water or altering of 
pumping to mitigate Project it:Ilpacts. Similar mitigation still would be needed with Alternative 2A, but 
this alternative would not require the same degree of mitigation because the effects of Alternative 2A on 
Lake Merced levels· would be about half as severe as with the Project. Although the Project would fully 
mitigate impacts to Lake Merced, it would require greater mitigation in the fo:i;m of additional 
supplemental water, redistributed pumping or discontinued· pumping as compared to Alternative 2A. 
Eliminating other wells would not further· reduce impacts on Lake Merced water levels because other 
wells are too far from the lake to have a substantial influence on lake levels. 

Other operational impacts with Alternative 2A would be nearly the same as for the proposed Project. 
Although pumping near Lake Merced would decline, this decline in pumping would be offset by 
increased pumping at Sites 5 through 15. As a result, the less-than-significant impact on irrigation wells 

. at the Olympic Club and San Francisco Golf Club would be further reduced; Lake Merced Golf Club 
would continue to experience significant but mitigable impacts to its irrigation wells, and the nine 
cemeteries and California Golf Club in the Colma area would experience a 20 percent increase in well 
interference impacts. As for the Project, these well interference impacts would be significant but· 
mitigable, but greater mitigation actions may ~e needed to fully mitigation impacts as compared to the 
Project. Other operational impacts associated with the Project, including subsidence potential, seawater 
intrusion, and effects on water quality and groundwater depletion, would be similar for Alternative 2A 
and the Project. 

The Commission rejects Alternative 2A as infeasible for several reasons. First, it does not provide an 
appreciable environmental benefit as compared to the Project. While it eliminates all of the construction-· 
related impacts associated with Sites 1 and 4, including the significant and unavoidable construction­
related noise and land use impacts,. these construction-related impacts are temporary, occurring over 
approximately seven nights of well drilling, and would not result in any permanent environmental effect. 
Alternative 2A reduces the need for mitigation associated -with maintaining Lake Merced levels, but these 
impacts are mitigable under mitigation measures identified in the EIR and which the SFPUC proposes to 
adopt. By moving pumping away from Lake Merced further to the south, it has a greater impact on 
irrigation wells and cemeteries in the Colma area. These increased well interference impacts also are 
mitigable but Alternative 2A would trigger the need for greater mitigation of well interference impacts as 
compared to the Project. The overall effect of Alternative 2A is to decrease Lake Merced level impacts at 
tJ:te expense of increasing well interference impacts in the Colma area, and eliminating temporary 
construction noise and associated land use disruption impacts at two sites .. 

Further, while Alternative 2A \\'."ould decrease soµi.e project costs due to elimination of Sites 1 and 4, there 
would be an associated increase in other costs at Sites 5 through 15 for larger pumps, piping and 
treatment equipment to accommodate the increased pumping at these sites. Well interference mitigation 
costs would be increased because Alternative 2A would trigger the need for mit~gation earlier and more · 
often as compared to the Project due to the increased pumping ~t Sites 5 through 15·. Finally, reducing the 
number of wells from 16 to 14 would reduce operational :flexibility in the event of planned or unplanned 
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maintenance needs. With two fewer wells operating, the ability to reallocate pumping or rotate pumping 
without reducing pumping quantity would be more difficult. In sum, . Alternative 2A would reduce 
operational flexibility in the event of planned or unplanned Project maintenance need, increase well 
interference mitigation costs, and fail to provide an appreciable environmental benefit as compared to the 
Project. 

Alternative 2B 

Under Alternative 2B, the same· facilities would be constructed as for the Project, except the SFPUC 
would construct only 14 wells and well facilities instead of 16 wells by not constructing a well or well 
facility at Site 1 in Daly City or Site 4 in unincorporated Broadmoor. Without wells at Sites 1 and 4, 
pumping would be reduced by approximately 1.0 mgd. Ulllik:e Alternative 2A, pumping lost from not 
constructing wells at Sites 1 and 4 would not be redistributed. 

Alternative 2B would meet most, but not all, of the Project objectives.· It would not meet the objective of 
increasing the SFPUC's dry-year and emergency pumping capacity by 7.2 mgd during an 8.5-year , 
drought. Instead, it would provide 6.2 mgd during an 8.5-year drought. It would meet the other project 
objectives of providing for the conjunctive use of the South Westside Groundwater Basin and 
supplemental SFPUC surface water. to Partner Agencies during normal and wet years to allow for in-lieu 
recharge of the Basin, but at a level reduced by 1 mgd as compared to the Project. The reduction in yield 
with Alternative 2B would limit the regional water system's ability to meet the WSIP goal of seismic and 
delivery reliability, adopted as part of the approval of the WSrP under SFPUC Resolution 08-0200. The 
SFPUC per th~ adopted resolution will reevaluate 2030 demand projections, regional water system 
purchase requests, and water supply options by 2018. With the reduction in yield from this alternative, 
the SFPUC may need to revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop additional water supply projects 
depending on demand projections. Alternatively, the SFPUC's wholesale customers could decide to 
pursue additional projects such as water transfer to increase dry-year and emergency pumping capacity to 
achieve a yield of 7 .2 mgd as called for by the adopted WSIP. 

·. Alternative 2B would have the same construction-related effects as Alternative 2A - it would eliminate 
all less-than-significant, significant and mitigable, and significant . and unavoidable impacts of 
construction associated with Sites 1 and 4. It .would also have the same impacts on Lake Merced as 
Alternative 2A - it would reduce lake level decline by 54 percent as compared to the Project. Unlike 
Alternative 2A, it would not redistribute the pumping lost by not installing wells at Sites 1 and 4. 
Consequently, the well interference impacts of Alternative· 2B would be less than the Project at the Lake 
Merced Golf Club, Olympic Club and San Francisco Golf Club, but would not change the significance 
conclusions. Well interference impacts at the Olympic Club and the San Francisco Golf Club would be 
less-than-significant under both the Project and Alternative 2B; likewise, the well interference impact at 
Lake Merced Golf Club would be significant but mitigable under both the Project and Alternative 2B. 
Other operational impacts - land subsidence and sea water intrusion - would be reduced as compared to 
the Project, but as they were less-than-significant under the Project, the significance determination would 
remain unchanged. Likewise, Alternative 2B would decrease, but result ·in the same signi:5.cance 
determinati()n for groundwater depletion impacts as the Project, with such impacts remaining significa.Ilt 
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but mitigable. Impacts on water quality would remain the same, less-than-significant, with Alternative 
2B as for the Project. 

The main difference between Alternative 2B and the Project in terms of environmental effects is that .by 
reducing pumping by 54 percent in the Lake Merced area it would decrease the decline in Lake Merced 
levels by a similar 54 percent. With the Project, lake levels after the end of the design drought are 
expected to drop to four feet lower than under modeled existing conditions. With Alternative 2B, lake 
levels would be expected to drop two feet lower than under modeled existing conditions. The Project 
identifies mitigation in the form of lake monitoring, provision of supplemental water or altering of 
pumping to mitigate Project impacts. Similar mitigation still would be needed with Alternative 2B;but 
this alternative would not require the same degree of mitigation because the effects of Alternative 2B on 
Lake Merced levels would be about half as· severe as with the Project. The Project would fully mitigate 
impacts to Lake Merced, but it would require greater mitigation - additional supplen;iental water, 
redistributed pumping or discontinued pumping - as compared to Alternative 2B.·Eliminating other wells 
would not further reduce impacts on Lake Merced water levels because other wells are too far from the 
lake to have a substantial influence on lake levels. 

Environmentally. Superior Alternative. The CEQA Guidelines require the identification of an 
environmentally superior alternative to the proposed project and if it is determined to be the No Project 
Alternative, then the EIR must identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other Project 
alternatives. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(e).) The EIR identified Alternative 2B as the 
environmentally superior alternative. Some impacts associated with Alternative 2B while initially less 
intense than those of the Project (well interference, groundwater depletion), with mitigation, the resulting 
impact level would be the same under Alternative 2B and the Project (less-than-significant with 
mitigation). But, Alternative 2B would eliminate construction impacts at two sites, Sites 1 and 4, and 
reduce impacts on Lake Merced level declines by 54 percent. Although the Project would fully mitigate 
impacts to Lake Merced, it would require greater mitigation in the form of additional supplemental water, 

. redistributed pumping or discontinued pumping as compared to Alternative 2B. Greater costs would be 
associated with this mitigation, ·although these costs may be offset by savings associated with not 
constructing facilities at Sites 1 and 4. 

The Commission rejects Alternative 2B as infeasible. It would not meet the objective of increasing the 
SFPUC's dry-year and emergency pumping capacity by 7~2 mgd dmmg an 8.5-year drought. Instead, it 
would provide 6.2 mgd during an 8.5-year drought. It would meet the other project objectives of 
providing for the conjunctive use of the South Westside Groun~water Basin and supplemental SFPUC 
surface water to Partner Agencies during normal and wet years to allow for in~lieu recharge of the Basin, 
but at a level reduced by 1 mgd as ·compared to the Project. The reduction in yield with Alternative 2B 
would limit the regional water system's ability to meet the WSIP goal of seismic and delivery reliability, 
adopted as part of the approval of the WSIP under. SFPUC Resolution 08-0200. With the reduction in 
yield from this alternative, the SFPUC may need to revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop 
additional water supply projects.depending on demand projections. 
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While Alternative 2B eliminates construction impacts at Sites 1 and 4, including the significant and 
unavoidable construction-related noise and land use impacts, these construction-related impacts are 
temporary, occurring over approximately seven nights of well drilling, and would not result in any 
permanent environmental effect. Alternative_ 2B reduces the need for mitigation associated with 
maintaining Lake Merced levels, but these impacts are mitigable under mitigation measures identified in 
the EJR and which the SFPUC proposes to adopt. 

.r 

Alternative 3A 

Alternative 3A was selected for analysis because it would reduce the significant well interference impacts 
of the Project.during dry years at existing irrigation wells that are located at the Colma-area cemeteries. 
Under Alternative 3A, the same facilities would be constructed as for the Project, except the SFPUC 
would construct only 14 wells and well facilities instead of 16 wells by not constructing a well or well 
facility at Sites 7 and 8 in Cohlla. Without wells at Sites 7 and 8, pumping would be reduced by 
approximately 1.2 mgd, decreasing pumping in the Colma area by approximately 32 percent. To maintain 
the overall yield of 7.2 mgd, puillping would be redistributed to nine _wells at Sites 1 through. 4 and Sites 
11through15. Pumping at each of these sites would increase by approximately 31 percent as compared 
to the proposed Project; production rates at Sites 5 through 15 could support this increased pumping. 
Pumping at Sites 5, 6, 9, and 10 would remain the same, as they ate in the Colma area; pumping at Site 16 
also would not increase because groundwater availability is restricted at this location. 

Alternative 3A would fully meet the Project Objectives, including increasing the dry-year and emergency 
pumping capacity of the South Westside Groundwater Basin by an average annual 7.2 mgd in the event of 
a 8.5. year design drought. It would have the same construction-related impacts as the proposed Project 
except that all impacts associated with construction at Sites 7 and 8 would be avoided. As a result, all 
impacts that are less-than-significant and less-than-significant with mitigation at· either site would be 
avoided as would the significant and unavoidable construction-related aesthetic impact as Site 7. This 
latter impact is_ the result of the need to remove trees associated with a designated tree mass in the Town 
of Colma General Plan and the fact that despite the adoption of mitigation to replace trees, these trees 
include eucalyptus trees on SFPUC's right-of-way, the presence of which confliets with the SFPUC's 
.vegetation.management policy for its right-of-way. While SFPUC will work with the Town of Colma to 
find replacement trees off-site, Site 7 will be aesthetically altered. . 

The intensity of well interference impacts on existing irrigation wells in the Colma area before mitigation 
would be reduced as a result of a 32 percent reduction in pumping near these wells. However, well 
interference impacts with the implementation of mitigation would be less-than-significant for both 
Alternative 3A and the proposed Project. Potential impacts . on Lake Merced water levels would be 
slightly greater for Alternative 3A than for the Project prior to mitigation, but with mitigation, both would 
result in less-than-significant impacts on the water quality of Lake Merced. .But, under Alternative 3A, 
more supplemental water, redistribution of pumping, or discontinued pumping would _be re.quired to 
mitigate such impacts as compared to the proposed Project. Potential impacts on groundwater quality and 
groundwater depletion would be the same for the proposed Project and Alternative 3A. The potential for 
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subsidence impacts and for seawater intrusion would be slightly greater for Alternative 3A when 
compared to the proposed Project but would be less-than-significant as for the proposed Project. 

The Commission rejects Alternative 3A as infeasible. First, it does not provide an appreciable 
environmental benefit as compared to the Project. It results in similar environmental impacts as with the 
Project ~er the application of mitigation measures. The main differences between Alternative 3A and 
the Project is that Alternative 3A eliminates the significant and unavoidable aesthetic impact associated 
with removal of trees in the SFPUC right-of-way at Site 7, increases impacts associated with Lake 
Merced levels and decreases the impa~ts associated with well interference in the Colma area. As a result, 
Alternative 3A increases the amount of mitigation associated with maintaining Lake Merced levels, 
including the need to secure supplemental water, reduce pumping or redistribute pumping to reduce the 
effect of the Project on L~ Merced levels. But, the resulting' impacts to Lake Merced levels afte:r 
implementation of mitigation measures identified in the BIR, which the SFPUC proposes to adopt, would 
be the same for Alternative 3A and the Project. By moving pumping away from the Colma are~ 
Alternative 3A reduces well interference impacts, but these impacts also are mitigable, so the main effect 
is to increase the amount of required mitigation associated with maintaining Lake Merced levels. After 
mitigation, Alternative 3A and the Project result in the same mitigated impact associated with well 
interference. 

Further, while Alternative 3A would decrease some project costs due to elimination of Sites 7 and 8, it 
would increase other project costs associated with Sites 1through4 and Sites 11 through 15 d1;1e to the 
need for larger pumps, piping and treatment equipment to accommodate the increased pumping at these 
sites. Also, Lake Merced mitigation costs would be increased because mitigation would be triggered 
earlier and more often due to the increased pumping at Sites 5 through 15. Finally, by reducing the 
number of wells from 16 to 14, Alternative 3A would reduce operational flexibility as compared to the 
Project in the event of planned or unplanned maintenance. With two fewer wells operating, the ability to 

. reallocate pumping or rotate pumping without reducing pumping quantity would be more difficult. In 
sum, Alternative 3A would reduce operational flexibility in the event of planned or unplanned Project 
maintenance need, increase· mitigation costs associated with maintaining Lake Merced levels, and not 
provide an appreciable environmental benefit as compared to the Project. 

Alternative 3B 

. . 
Alternative 3B was selected for analysis because it would reduce the significant well interference impacts 
of the Project during dry years at existing irrigation wells that are located at the Colma-area cemeteries. 
Under Alternative 3B, the same facilities would be constructed as for the Project, except the SFPUC 
would construct only 14 wells and well facilities instead of 16 wells by not constructing a well or well 
facility at Sites 7 and 8 in Colma. Without wells at Sites 7 and 8, pumping· would be reduced by 
approximately 1.2 mgd, decreasing pumping in the Colma area by approximately 32 percent. 

Alternative 3B would meet most but not all, of the Project goals and objectives. Alternative 3B would 
not fully meet the Project goal to provide 7 .2 mgd of water for new dry-year water sµpply for the SFPUC 
and Partner Agencies because Alternative 3B would reduce the number of well and reduce the dry-year 
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and emergency pumping capacity to 6.0 mgd. This alternative would partially support the WSIP goals 
and objectives to provide dry-year and emergency water pumping capacity. How~ver, additional 
measures may be necessary to fully provide the dry-year and emergency water pumping volume required 
ill order to meet the WSIP goal of limiting rationing to a systemwide maximum of 20 percent during an 
8.5-year drought. 

·It would have the same construction-related inipacts as. the proposed Project except thatr all impacts 
associated with construction at Sites 7 and 8 would be avoided. As a result, all impacts that are less-than­
signi:ficant and less-than-significant with mitigation at either site would be avoided as would the 
sigmficant and unavoidable construction-related aesthetic impact as Site 7. This latter impact is the result 
of the need to remove trees associated with a designated tree mass in the Town of Colma General Plan 
and the fact that despite the adoption of mitigation to replace trees, these trees include eucalyptus trees on 
SFPUC's right-of-way, the presence of which conflicts with the SFPUC's v~getation management policy 
for its right-of-way. While SFPUC will work with the Town of Colma to find replacement trees off-site, 
Site 7 will be aesthetically altered. 

This alternative would decrease pumping near the Colma area by approximately 32 percent. Operational 
impacts would be similar to those expected for the proposed Project. The expected groundwater levels 
would still result in the potential for well interference impacts as would the proposed Project and these 
impacts, in most cases, are similar to those that would occur with the proposed Project. With mitigation, 
the well interference impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels under both the Project and 
Alternative 3B. Alternative 3B would reduce the potential for subsidence and seawater intrusion; 
however, both the proposed Project and Alternative 3B would result in less than significant subsidence 
and seawater intrusion impacts. Potential impacts on groundwater quality would be the same for the 
proposed Project and the alternative. Potential impacts related to groundwater depletion would be similar 
for both the Project and this alternative. 

The Commission rejects Alternative 3B as infeasible. Alternative 3B does not fully meet project 
objectives. It would not meet the objective of increasing the SFPUC's dry-year and emergency pumping 
capacity by 7.2 mgd during an 8.5-year drought. Instead, it would_provide 6.0 mgd during an 8.5-year 
drought. It would meet the other project objectives of providing for the conjunctive use of the South 
Westside Groundwater Basin and supplemental SFPUC surface water to Partner Agencies during normal 
and wet years to allow for in-lieu recharge of the Basin, but at a level reduced by 1.2 mgd as compared to 
the Project. The reduction in yield with Alternative 3B would limit the regional water system's ability to 
meet the WSIP goal of seismic and delivery reliability; adopted as part of the approval of the WSIP under 
SFPUC Resolution 08-0200. With the reduction in yield from this alternative, the SFPUC may need to 
revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop additional water supply projects depending on demand 
projections. 

Further, it does not provide an appreciable environmental benefit as compared to the Project. It results in 
similar environmental impacts as with the Project after the application of mitigation measures. The main 
differences between Alternative 3B and the Project is that Alternative 3B eliminates the significant and 
unavoidable aesthetic impact associated with removal of trees in the SFPUC right-of-way at Site 7, 
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increases impacts associated with Lake Merced levels arid decreases the impacts associated with well 
interference in the Colma area. As a result, Alternative 3B increases the amount of mitigation associated 
with maintaining Lake Merced levels, including the need to secure supplemental water, reduce pumping 
or redistribute pumping to reduce the effect of the Project on Lake Merced levels. But, the resultillg 
imp1:lcts to Lake Merced levels after implementation of mitigation measures identified in the BIR, which 
the SFPUC proposes to adopt, would be the same for Alternative 3B and the Project. By moving 
pumping away from the Colma area, Alternative 3B reduces well interference impacts, but these impacts 
also are mitigable, so the main effect is to increase the amount of required mitigation associated. with . 
maintaining Lake Merced levels. After mitigation, Alternative 3B and the Project result in the same 
mitigated impact associated with well interference. 

In sum, Alternative 3B does not fully meet Project or WSIP goals and objectives and does not provide an 
appreciable· environmental benefit to the Project. With the reduction in yield from this alternative, the 
SFPUC may need to revise the WSIP goals and objectives or develop additional water supply projects 
depending on demand projections. 

VI. Statement of Overriding Considerations 

Pursuant to CBQA Section 21081 and CBQA Guidelines Section 15093, the Commission hereby finds, 
after consideration of the Final BIR 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 significant and unavoidable impacts and is an overriding consideration 
warranting approval of the project. Any one of the reasons for approval cited below is sufficient to justify 
approval of the p:roject. Thus, even if a court were to conclude that not every reason is supported by 
substantial evidence, the Commission will stand by its determination that each individual reason is 
sufficient. The substantial evidence supporting the various benefits can be found in the preceding 
findings, which are incorporated by reference into this section, and in the documents found in the Record 
of Proceedings, as defined in Section I. 

On the basis of the above findings and the substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding, the 
Commission specifically finds that there are significant benefits of the project in spite of the unavoidable 
significant impacts, and therefore mak:es this Statement of Overriding Considerations. The Commission 
further finds that, as part of the process of obtaining Project approval, all significant effects on the 
environment from implementation of the project have beeri eliminated or substantially lessened where 
feasible. All mitigation measures proposed in the Final BIR for the project are adopted as part of this 
approval action. Furthermore, the Commission has determined that' any remaining significant effects on 
the environment found to be unavoidable are acceptable due to the following specific overriding 
economic, technieal, legal, social, and other considerations. 

• The Project will further a number of the WSIP goals and objectives. As part of the approval of 
WSIP by Resolution 08-2000, the SFPUC adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations as 
to why the benefits of the WSIP outweighed the significant and unavoidable impacts associated 
with the WSIP. The WSIP Statement of Overriding Considerations is relevant to the significant 
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and unavoidable impacts of the GSR Project as it will further WSIP goals and objectives, as well 
as the GSR Projecfs contribution to the WSIP's significant and unavoidable indirect effects 
related to growth. The findings regarding the Statement of Overriding Considerations set forth in 
Resolution No. 08-2000 are incorporated into these findings by this reference, as though fully set 
forth in these CEQA Findings. 

• The GSR Project will provide a substantial amount of the dry-year supply that the SFPUC 
calculates it will need under a long-term drought scenario. The Project will provide an average 
annual 7.2 mgd of new dry-year groundwater supply for the SFPUC's customers. The SFPUC's 
WSIP, adopted by the SFPUC in 2008, identifies a goal of limiting rationing in a.drought to a 
maximum of 20 percent for the 2.46 million persons in San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, 
Alameda and Tuolumne counties served by the SFPUC's regional water system. The WSIP 
identified a reasonable worse case drought scenario as i;:me that would last 8.5 years. The WSIP 
identified two proj~cts that would assist in limiting rationing t() 20 percent during a drought - the 
GSR Project, which would provide 7.2 mgd of groundwater, and dry-year water transfers of about 
2 mgd from the Modesto or Turlock Irrigation Districts. 'The GSR Project is critical to the ability 
of the SFPU C to implement its WSIP dry-year water .supply strategy. 

. ' 

• The conjunctive management of the South Westside Groundwater Basin, as proposed with the 
Project, will make more dry-year water availabie to the SFPUC .Regional System wit46ut the 
environmental impacts associated with building a new storage facility and without impacting 
other water supplies. The conjunctive management of the South Westside Groundwater Basin 
provides for groundwater to accumulate in the basin during normal and wet years when the 
SFPUC can provide surface water to Partner Agencies, and for SFPUC and Partner Agencies to 
extract the accumulated groundwater during dry years. The Project achieves a 7.2 mgd increase 
in water supply during an 8.5-year design drought while having no impact on meeting Partner 
Agencies' water needs during normal and wet years. Because storage space is already available 
in the South Westside Grotindwater Basin, the project is able to make use of the groundwater 
storage space without the need to construct an entirely new water storage system and incur the 
environmental, impacts associated with such construction and operation. With the exception of an 
aesthetic impact at one site related to tree removal, and noise and land use impacts on residences 
associated with temporary construction-related noise, the Project_ will be able to mitigate the 
direct environmental impacts associated with its construction and operation, including any 
potential impact to water needs of overlying irrigators. 

• The SFPUC WSIP identifies the goal of reducing vulnerability to earthquakes. It establishes an 
objective of delivering basic service to three regions in the SFPUC service area- East/South Bay, 
Peninsula, and San Francisco within 24 hours after a major earthquake. The performance 
objective is to'deliver 104 mgd to the East/South Bay, 44 mgd to the Peninsula, and 81 mgd to 
San Francisco. The GSR Project will make up to 7.2 'mgd of local groundwater supply available 
for delivery in the event of an emergency such as an earthquake. 
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• The WSIP aims to substantially improve use of new water supply and drought management, 
including use of groundwater, recycled water, conservation, and transfers. The GSR Project is 
important to meeting the WSIP goal of providing.improve_d use. of-new water supply, because it 
will provide up to 7.2 mgd oflocal groundwater during drought and emergency periods. 

• The WSIP projects are designed_to meet applicable federal and state water quality requirements. 
This Project will further this objective as the EIR for the Project determined that the Project 
would have no significant impact on water quality and would r+ot _degrade drinking water. 

Having considered these benefits, including the benefits discussed in Section I above, the Commission 
finds that the benefits of the Project and the Project's furtherance of the WSIP goals and objectives 
outweigh the unavqidable adverse environmental effects, and that the adverse environmental effects are 
therefore aeceptable. 

DECISION 

That based upon the Record, the submissions of the SFPUC, the Department and SFPUC staff, and other 
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other 
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby ADOPTS findings under the 
California Environmental Quality Act, including rejecting alternatives as infeasible, adopting a Statement 
of Overriding Considerations, and ADOPTS a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, attached 
as Exhibit 1. 

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on August 7, 2014. 

Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: _ Commissioners Antonini, Borden, Fong, Hillis, Moore, Sugaya and Wu. 

NAYES: None 

ABSENT: None 

ADOPTED: August 07, 2014 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT· 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 Planning Commission Motion No. 19211 

GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL 
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Reception: HEARING DATE AUGUST 7, 2014 
. 415.558.6373 

Date: 
Caf}eNo. 
Project Name 
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July 31, 2014 
Case No. 2008.1396R 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

For SFPUC Regional Gr()undwater Storage and Recovery Project Planning 
Information: 

Block/Lot No.: 
NI A; Various locations, San Francisco Peninsula 
NI A; Various locations; San Francisco Peninsula. See attachment for415:558.6377 

Project Sponsor: 

· Staff Contact: 

· individual locations: 

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
c Greg Bartow 

525 Golden Gate Ave., lQth Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Paolo Ikezoe - (415) 575-9137 
Paolo.Ikezoe@sfgov.org 

ADOPTING FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND WITH THE -
PRIORITY ·POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1 FOR THE PROPOSED SFPUC 
REGIONAL GROUNDWATER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROJECT AND FINDINGS UNDER 
THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

WHEREAS, Section 4.105 of the Gty Charter and Section 2A.53 of the A~strative Code require 
General Plan referrals to the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") for certain matters, 
including determination as to whether the lease or sale of public property, the vacation, sale or change in 
the use of any public way, transportation ro~te, ground, open space, building, or s~~ture owned by the 
City and County, would be in confor:p:rity with the General Plan prior to consideration by the Board of 
Supervisors. 

On April 23, 2013, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission ("Project Sponsor" or "SFPUC") 
submitted an application to the Planning Department requesting a determination of consistency with the 
General Plan for the proposed acquisition of various property and easements in conjunction with the 
implementation of the SFPUC's Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project ("GSR Project"), a 
part of the Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP"). 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The SFPUC is proposing the GSR Project as part of the WSIP, which the SFPUC approved in.2008 to 
provide a long-term plan for management of its regional water _supply system. The primary goal of the 
Project is to provide additional dry-year water supply. The specific objectives of the Project are: · 

2003 



GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL 
Motion No. 19211 
Hearing Date August 7, 2014 

CASE NO. 2008.1396R 
SFPUL ... ROUNDWATER STORAGE 

AND RECOVERY PROJECT 

• Conjunctively manage the South Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinated 
use of SFPUC surface water and groundwater pumped by its Partner Agencies. 

• Provide supplemental SFPUC surface Water to the Partner Agencies in normal and wet_ 
years, with a corresponding reduction of groundwater pumping by these agencies, which 
then allows for iri-lieu recharge ~f the South Westside Groundwater Basin. 

• Increase the dry-year· and emergency pumping capacity of the South Westside 
Groundwater Basin by an average annual 7.2 million gallons per day ("mgd"). 

• Provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for the SFPUC' s customers and increase 
water supply reliability during the 8.5-year design drought cycle. 

The Project is a groundwater storage and recovery project located in northern San Mateo County that the 
SFPUC proposes to operate in conjunction with Daly City, San Bruno and CalWater (referred tci as the 
"Partner Agencies"). The SFPUC supplies surface water to the Partner Agencies from its Regional Water 
System. The Partner Agencies currently supply potable water to their retail customers through a 
combination of groundwater from the .southern portion of the Westside Groundwater Basin (referred to 
as the "South Westside Groundwater Basin'') and purChased SFPUC surface water. Under the Project, 
SFPUC would provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the Partner Agencies during normiiil and 
wet years and in turn the Partner Agencies wouJ.d reduce their groundwater pumping for the purpose of 
allowing the amount of groun,dwater in the South Westside Groundwater Basin to recharge. Then, 

during dry years, the Partner Agencies and the SFPUC would pump the increased stored groundwater 
using 16 new well facilities. The dry-year groundwater supply would be blended with water from the 
SFPUC' s regional water system and would as a result increase the available water supply to all regional 
water system customers during dry years. 

The project consists of operation of up to 16 new groundwater well facilities within the South Westside 
Groundwater ,Basin to withdraw up to 7.2 mgd of stored groundwater during dry years and emergencies. 
Each groundwater well facility site would contain a well pump station, underground distribution piping, 
and above or underground utility connections. Most well facilities_ would have disinfection units as 
required. 

The SFPUC proposes to install the 16 new groundwater wells along the SFPUC Regional Water System, at 
various locations throughout the San Francisco Peninsula in San Mateo County. The sites would have 
permanent wells installed and would require temporary construction easements and staging areas, 
temporary and permanent access roads, permanent pipeline easements and permanent utility easements.· 

The GSR Project is designed to further the use of the South Westside Groundwater Basin as an 
underground storage reservoir by storing water in the basin during wet periods for subsequent recapture' 

during the dry period. This new dry-year water supply would be made available to the SFPUC' s regional 
water system to benefit all of the SFPUC wholesale and retail water customers. 

In addition, the Project is part of the SFPUC's WSIP adopted by the SFPUC on October 30, 2008. The 
WSIP consists of over 70 local and regional facility improvement projects that would increase the ability 
of the SFPUC' s water supply system to withstapd major seismic events and prolonged droughts and to 
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meet estimated water-purchase requests in the service area. With the exception of the water supply goal, 
the overall.WSIP goals and objectives ate based on a planning horizon through 2030. The water supply 
goal to meet delivery needs in the SFPUC service area is based on a planning horizon through 2018. The 

overall goals of the WSIP for the regional water system are to: 

• Maintain high-quality water. 
• Reduce vulnerability to earthquakes. 
• b;icrease water· delivery reliability. 
• Meet customer water supply needs. 

• Enhance sustainability. 
• Achieve a cost-effective, fully operational system. 

The Project would help meet WSIP goals by increasing dry year water supply and helping to meet 
customer water supply needs. In addition, the Project would provide potable groundwater for 
emergency supply in the event that an earthquake or other major catastrophe interrupts the delivery of 
water from the regional water system. 

ENVIRON~ENTAL REVIEW 

On April 10, 2013, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report ("DEIR") and 
provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the availability of the DEIR for public 
review and _comment for a 45-day period (the public review period was extended for two weeks, 
concluding on June 11, 2013, resulting in a 62-day public review period), and of the date and time of the 

Planning Commission public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department's· list of 
persons requesting such notice and other interested parties, posted near the Project site, and made 

available at the main public library in San Francisco and at public libraries in San Mateo County. 
Additional notices of availability were distributed and published on May 29, 2013, to announce the. 
extended public review period. 

On April 10, 2013, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons requesting it, 
to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and to government 
agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse. The DEIR was _posted on the 
Department's website. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the 

· State Clearinghouse on April 10, 2013. 

The Planning Commission held a duly-advertised public hearing on the DEIR to accept written or oral 
comments on May 16, 2013. The Planning Department also held a local public hearing in the project 

vicinity in San Mateo County on May 14, 2013. The public hearing transcripts are in the Project record. 
The extended period for acceptance of written comments ended on June 11, 2013~ 

The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the public hearing · 
and in writing during the extended 62 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. The Department provided additional, updated information 
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and clarification on issues raised by comm.enters, as well as SFPUC and the Planning Department, to 
address Project updates since publication of the DEIR. This material was presented in a Responses to 
Comments document ("RTC"), published on July 9, 2014, distributed to the Commission on July 10, 2014, 
and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made availa,ble to others upon request at the 
Department and on the Department's website. 

On August 7, 2014, the Planning Commission (hereinafter·"Commission") conducted a public hearing on 
the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Project; consisting of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report, the RTC, and any additional consultations, comments and information received during 
the review process. The Commission reviewed and considered th~ Filial EIR and found the contents of 
said report and the procedures through which the EIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied 
with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA"), 
the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. section 15000 et seq.), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco 
Administrative Code. 

On August 7, 2014, the Commission certified the Final EIR by Motion No. XXXXX. Additionally, the 

Commission adopted approval findings, inclm;ling findings rejecting alternatives, amending a mitigation 
mea.5ure, and making a statement of overriding considerations, and adopted a mitigation monitoring and 
reporting program ("MMRP") pursuant to CEQA by Motion No. :XX:XXX, which findings and MMRP are 
incorporated by this reference as though fully set forth herein. 

GENERAL PLAN COMPLIANCE AND BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The Project is consistent with the Eight Priority Policies of Planning Code Section 101.1 as described in the 
body of this letter and is, on balance, in-conformity with the following Objectives and Policies of the 
General Plan. Comments are provided in italic text. · 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE'2 
IMPLEMENT BROAD AND EFFECTIVE MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES. 

POLICY2.1 

Coordinate regional and local management of natural resourc~s. 

Comment: The SFPUC is entering into the GSR project with its Partner Agencies, Daly City, San Bruno and 
CalWater to make efficient use of the South Westside Groundwater Basin. Under the Project, the SFPUC would 
provide surface water to its Partner Agencies in wet and normal years, allowing for in-lieu storage of groundwater. 
In dry years, the SFPUC and Partner Agencies would be able to pump increased groundwater supply. The GSR 
project, located outside of the City and Co1f:nfy of San Francisco· in San Mateo County, would make the dry-year 
water supply it creates available to the cities in which the wells would be located - Daly City, San Bruno and South 
San Francisco - as well as to SFPUC wholesale water customers. 
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ASSURE A PERMANENT AND ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF FRESH WATER TO MEET THE PRESENT 

AND FUTURE NEEDS OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

Hetch Hetchy and the Water Department should continue_ their excellent planning program to assure that 
the water supply will adequately meet foreseeable consumption demands. To this end, the City should be 
prepared to undertake the necessary improvements and add to the Retch Hetchy/Water Department 
system in order to guarantee the permanent supply. Furthermore, San Francisco should continually 
renew its commitments for the sale of water to suburban areas in planning how to meet future demand. 

Comment: The GSR project is a key component of the SFPUC's WSIP plan for dry year supply. The ,GSR P'.oject 
would improve the SFPUC's ability to provide an adequate, reliable supply of water in both wet and dry years, by 
creating the capacity to collect and store groundwater. Water collected during wet periods would be used ·to 
supplement existing sources during dry years. 

POLICY 5.3 

Ensure water p~ty. 
San Francisco's drinking water must meet State and Federal water q,uality standards. Ensuring water 
quality means continuing the present water purification process and monitoring storage facilities and 
transmission lines for threats to the water supply. 

Comment: New well facilities constructed as part of the GSR project would have disinfection units as required. The 
Final EIR determines that the Project would have no significant impact on water quality and would not degrade 
drinking water. 

OBJECTIVE 6 · 

CONSERVE AND PROTECT THE FRESH WATER RESOURCE. 
The fresh water resource, like all naturill resources, is finite and measurable. While San Francisco's water 
supply seems vast in relation to current demands, it should not be wasted. Supplementary sources 

should also be investigated. 

·Comment: The GSR project would provide new supplementary sources of fresh water, collecting and storing 
groundwater during wet periods for use during dry years. 
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Planning Code Section 101.1 establishes Eight Priority Policies and requires review of discretionary 
approvals and permits for consistency with said policies. The Project 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: 

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 would have no adverse effect on neighborhood serving retail uses or opportunities for employment 
in or ownership of such businesses. 

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

The Project would have no adverse effect on the City's housing stock or on neighborhood character. The 
existing housing and neighborhood character will be not be negatively affected 

3. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced. 

The Project would have no adverse effect on the City's supply of affordable housing. 

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

The Project would not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI' s transit service, overburdening the streets 
or altering current neighborhood parking. 

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

The Project would not affect the existing economic base in this area. 

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

The Project would not adversely affect achieving the greatest possible preparedness against injury and loss of 
.life in an earthquake. 

7. That landmarks and hlstoric buildings be preserved. 
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8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected· from 
development. 

The Project would have.no long-tenn adverse effect on parks and open space or their access to sunlight and 
vista. The Final EIR determines that short-term impacts to the recreational experience during project 
construction would be mitigated to a less-than-significant level with the implementation of mitigation 
measures. 

DECISION 

. That based upon the Record; the submissions of the SFPUC, the Department and SFPUC staff, and other 

interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other 
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby APPROVES .the General Plan Referral, 
finding the project, on balance, consistent with the General Plan. · 

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on August 7, 2014. 

Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: Commissioners Antonini, Borden, Fong, Hillis, Moore, Sugaya and Wu. 

NAYES: None 

ABSENT: None 

ADOPTED: August 07, 2014 

Attachments: Map of proposed well sites and list of right-of-way requirements 

I:\ Citywide\ General Plan\ General Plan Referrals \2014 \2008.1396R PUC Groundwater Storage and Recovery.docx 

List of right-of-way requirements 
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In compliance with Government Code Section 7260 et seq., undertake the process for possible acquisition, 
for an estimated combined purchase price not to exceed·$1,000,000, of interests (temporary or permanent) 
in real property located in San Mateo County, as follows: 

(1) Assessor's Parcel# 002-410-050 in Daly City, owned by Lake Merced Golf and Country Club 
(2) Assessor's Parcel's# 002-072-240, -250 and 002-201-650 in Daly City, owned by John Daly Boulevard · 
Associates/West Lake Associates 
(3) Assessor's Parcel #'s 006-111-540 and 006-111-460 in Daly City, owned by Jefferson Elementary School 
District 
(4) Assessor's Parcel# 008-421-120 in Colma, owned by TSE Serramonte L.P. and leased by Kohl's 
Department Stor~s 
(5) Assessor's Parcel's (unknown) for property owned by BART/SAMTRANS in South San Francisco 
(6) Assessor's Parcel# 010-212-100 in South San Francisco, owned by Costco Wholesale Corporation 
(7) Assessor's Parcel# 093-331-080 in South San Francisco, owned by the City of South San Francisco 
(8) Assessor's Parcel# 010-292-210 in South San Francisco, owned by Kaiser Foundation Hospitals 
(9) Assessor's Parcel # 093-220-010 in Millbrae, own~d by the SFPUC and leased by OSH/Lowes 
Corporation. 
(10) Assessor's Parcel# 014-320-010 in San Bruno, owned by the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs 
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FILE NO. 140945 RESOLUTION NO. 400-14 

1 [California Environmental Quality Act Findings and Mitigation Agreements - Various 
Cemeteries and the California Golf Club - Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery 

2 Project] 

3 

4 Resolution adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, including 

5 the adoption of a mitigation monitoring and reporting program and a statement of 

6 overriding considerations related to funding for the -Regional Groundwater Storage and 

7 Recovery Project; and authorizing the General Manager of the Public Utilities · 

8 Commission to enter into mitigation agreements with Cypress Lawn Memorial Park 

9 Cemetery, Eternal Home Cemetery, Hills of Eternity/Home of Peace/Salem Cemeteries, 

1 O Holy Cross Catholic Cemetery, Italian Cemetery, Olivet Cemetery, Woodlawn Cemetery; 

11 and the California Golf Club for an indefinite term ·beginning upon execution of the 

12 agreements~ 

13 

14 WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) has developed 

15 and approved a project description for the Regio11al Groundwater Storage and Recovery 

16 Project (Project), Project No. CUW30103, which is a water infrastructure project included as 

17 part of the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP); and 

18 WHEREAS, The Project is IC?cated iri the County of San· Mateo arid its completion 

19 would help the SFPUC achieve the WSIP Level of Service goal for Water Supply adopted by 

20 the SFPUC in Resolution No. 08-200; and 

21 WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to conjunctively manage the South 

22 Westside Groundwater Basin through the coordinated use of SFPUC surface water and 

23 groundwater pumped by the City of Daly City, City of San Bruno, and California Water Service 

24 Company ("Participating Pumpers'')'; provide supplemental SFPUC surface water to the 

~5 Participating Pumpers in normal and wet years, resulting in a corresponding reduction of 

Public Utilities Commission 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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1 groundwater pumping, which then allows for in-lieu rech9rge of the South Westside 

2 Groundwater Basin; increase the dry-year and emergency pu_mping capacity of the South 

3 Westside Groundwate_r Basin by up to an average annual volume of 7.2 million gallons per 

4 day; and provide a new dry-year groundwater supply for SFPUC customers and increase 

5 water supply reliability during the 8.5-year design drought cycle~ and 

6 WHEREAS, An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) as required by the California 

7 Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). was prepared for the Project by the San Francisco 

8 Planning Department, File No. 2008,139E; and 

9 WHEREAS, The Project is a capital improvement project approved by the SFPUC as 

10 part of the WSIP; and 

11 WHEREAS, The San Francisco Planning Commission on August 7, 2014, certified the 

12 Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Project, adopted CEQA Findings including a 

13 statement of overriding considerations and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, 

14 and found the Project consistent with the Gen~ral Plan by Motion No. M-19209; and 

15 WHEREAS, The Project FEIR is tiered from the WSIP Program Environmental Impact 

16 Report (PEIR) certified by the Planning Commission on October 30; 2008, by Motion No. 

17 17734;and 

18 WHEREAS, Thereafter, the Sf PUC approved the WSIP and adopted findings and a 

19 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (PEIR MMRP) as required by CEQA on October 

20 30, 2008, by Resolution No. 08-200; and 

21 WHEREAS, The SFPUC, by Resolution No. 14-0127, a copy of which is included in 

22 Board of Supervisors File No. 140945 and which is incorporated herein by this reference: 1) 
.. 

23 approved the Project; and 2) adopted findings (CEQA Findings), including a Statement of 

24 Overriding Considerations, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting -Program (MMRP) as 

25 required by CEQA; and 
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1 WHEREAS, The Project files, including the FEIR, PEIR, and SFPUC Resolution No. 
' ' 

2 14-0127 have been made available for review by the Board and the public, and those files are 

3 considered part of the record before this Board; and · 

4 WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the information 

5 and findings contained in the FEIR, PEIR, and SFPUC Resolution No. 14-0127, and all written 

6 and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public, relevant public 

7 agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the Project; and 

8 WHEREAS, The FEIR and MMRP adopted by the SFPUC require mitigation actions 

9 related to Project operation to mitig~te well interference impacts to Cypress Lawn Memorial 

. 1 O Park Cemetery; Eternal Home Cemetery; Hills of Eternity/Home of Peace/Salem Cemeteries; 

11 Holy Cross Catholiq Cemetery; Italian Cemetery; Olivet Cemetei-Y; Woodlawn Cemetery, and 

'2 the California Golf Club through the negotiation and execution of Mitigation Agreements 

13 between the SFPUC and each of these entities; and 

14 WHEREAS, The term of the proposed Mitigation Agreements exceeds 10 years, 

15 requiring the approval of the Board of Supervisors under Charter, Section 9.118 (b ); and 

16 WHEREAS, Copies of the proposed Mitigation Agreements have been placed in Board 

17 File No. 140945; and 

18 WHEREAS, This Board of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. 0092-10 that placed 

19 WSIP appropriated funds on Controller's Appropriation Reserve, by project, making release of 

20 appropriation reserves by the Contr'oller subject to the prior occurrence of: 1) the SFPUC's 

21 and the Bo1::1rd's discretionary adoption of CEQA Findings for each project, following review 

22 and consideration of completed project-related environmental analysis, pursuant to CEQA, the . 

23 State CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Adm.inistrative Code, where 

24 required, and 2) the Controller's certification of funds availability, including proceeds of 

'?.5 indebtedness. The Ordinance also placed any project with construction costs in excess of 
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1 $100,000,000 on Budget and Finance Committee reserve pending review and reserve release 

2 by that Committee; however, Project costs are below that threshold; now, therefore, be it 

3 RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the Project 

. 4 FEIR and record as a whole, finds that the FEIR is adequate for its use as the decision- · 
' 

5 making body for the action taken herein including, but not limited to, approval of the Project 

6 and adopts and incorporates by reference as though fully set forth herein the CEQA Findings, 

7 induding the Statement of Overriding Considerations, and the MMRP contained in SFPUC 

8 Resolution No. 14-0127; and, be it 

9 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board adopts the City Planning Commission's 

10 General Plan consistency findings for the Project in Motion No. M-19209, and, be it 

11 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board finds that the Project mitigation measures set 

12 forth in the Project FEIR and the MMRP, and adopted ~y the SFPUC and herein by this Board 

13 wlll be implemented as reflected in and in accordance with the MMRP and the Mitigation 

14 Agreem.ents where applicable; and, be it 

15 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board finds that since the FEIR was finalized, there 

16 have been no substantial project changes and no substantial changes in Project 

17 circumstances that would require major revisions to the FEIR due to the involvement of new 

18 significant environmental effects or an increase in the severity of previously identified 

19 significant impacts,· and there is no new information of substantial importance that would 

20 change the conclusions set forth·in the FEIR; and, be it 

21 FURTHER RES~LVED, That the Board directs the Clerk of the Bo~rd to forward this 

22 Resolution to the Controller; and, be it 

23 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors authorizes the General 

24 Manager of the PUC to enter into the Mitigation Agreements with Cypress Lawn Memorial 

25 Park Cemetery; Eternal Home Cemetery; Hills of Eternity/Home of Peace/Salem Cemeteries; 
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1 Holy Cross Catholic Cemetery; Italian Cemetery; Olivet Cemetery; Woodlawn Cemetery, and 

2 the California Golf Club, substantially in the form of the Agreements on file with the Clerk of 

3 the Board of Supervisors in File No. 140945, with such changes or modifications, including 

· 4 modifications to the exhibits, as may be acceptable to the General Manag~r and the City 

5 Attorney and which do not materially increase the· obligations and liabilities of the City; and, be 

6- it 

7 FURTHER RESOLVED, That upon execution of the Mitigation Agreements, the 

8 General Manager of the PUC shall transmit copies of the Mitigation Agreements with Cypress 

9 Lawn Memorial Park Cemetery, Eternal Home Cemetery, Hills of Eternity/Home of 

1 O Peace/Salem Cemeteries, Holy Cross Catholic Cemetery, Italian Cemetery, Olivet Cemetery, 

11 Woodlawn Cemetery, and the California Golf Club to the Clerk of the Board ·of Supervisors for 

2 inclusion in File No. 140945. 

' 13 

14 

15 

·16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

! .... 5 

Public Utilities Commission 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page5 

2015 



City and County of San Francisco 

Tails 

Resolution 

City Hall 
1 Dr. CarhonB. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

File Number:. 140945 Date Passed: October 28, 2014 

Resolution adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Ac~ including the adoption 
of a mitigation monitoring and reporting program and a statement of overriding considerations 
related to funding for the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project; and authorizing the 
General Manager of the Public Utilities Commission to enter into mitigation agreements with Cypress 
Lawn Memorial Park Cemetery, Eternal Home Cemetery, Hills of Eternity/Home of Peace/Salem 
Cemeteries, Holy Cross Catholic Cemetery, Italian Cemetery, Olivet Cemetery, Woodlawn 
Cemetery, and the California Golf Club for an indefinite term beginning upon execution of the 
agreements. 

October 22, 2014 Budget and Finance Committee - RECOMMENDED 

October 28, 2014 Board of SupeNisors -ADOPTED 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos,.Chiu, Cohen, Farrel!, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener 
and Yee 

File No. 140945 I hereby certify that the foregoing 
Resolution was ADOPTED on 10/28/2014 
by the Board of Supervisors of t~e City and 
County of San Francisco. 

' r I 
Mayor Date Approved 

Qty and Cou11ty of San Frandsen Page]] Printed at 2:15 pm on 10129114 
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/ / 1 llSLATION RECEIVED CHECKU; \'Sob) b 
Date h /l-/ts File Number (if applicable) -----------

[/Legislation for Introduction (NEW) ..,.. ..,.. ..,.. Legislative Clerk 
[ ] Legislation Pending in Committee (AMENDED) ..,.. ..,.. ..,._ Committee Clerk 
[ ] Le.gislation for Board Agenda (AMENDED) ..,._..,.. ..,._ Deputy Cle_rk 

Superyisor, Mayor, and Departmental Submittals 
Grant Ordinance 

[ ] Legislation: Original, 1 hard copy, and 1 electronic copy in Word format 
[ ] Signature: Department Head, Mayor or the Mayor's designee, plus the Controller 
[] Supporting documents: 1 full set, and separate pdf copies of each in email 

[ ] Cover letter (original) · 
[ ] Grant budget/application 
[ ] Grant information form, including signed disability checklist 
[ ] Letter of Intent or. grant award letter from funding agency 
[ ] Contract; Leases/Agreements (if applicable) 
[ ] Ethics Form 126 (if applicable) in Word format · 
[ ] Other support documents as identified in the cover Jetter and legislation 

[ ] E-Copy of legislation/supporting documents: Sent to BOS.Legislation@sfgov.org 

Ordinance 
[ ] Legislation: Original, 1 hard copy, and 1 electronic copy in Word format . 
[ ] Signature: City Attorney (For Settlement of Lawsuits - City Attorney, Department · 

Head, Controller, Commission Secretary) 
[ ] Supporting documents: 1 full set, and separate pdf copies of each in email 

[ ] Cover letter (origin.al) 
[ ] Settlement Report/Agreement (for settlements) 
[ } Other support documents as identified in the cover letter and legislation 

[ ] E-Copy of legislation/supporting documents: Sent to BOS.Legislation@sfgov.org 

Grant Resolutio.n 
[ ] Legislation: Original, 1 hard copy, and 1.electronic copy in Word format 
[ ] Signature: Department Head, Mayor or the Mayor's designee, plus the Controller 
[ ] Supporting documents: · 1 full set, and separate pdf copies of each in email 

[ ] Cover letter (original) 
[ ] Grant budget/application 
[ ] Grant information form, including signed disability checklist 
[ ] Letter of Intent or grant award letter from funding agency 
[ ] Contract, Leases/Agreements (if applicable) 
[ ] Ethics Form 126 (if applicable) in Word format 
[ ] Other support documents as identified in the cover Jetter and legislation 

[ ] E-Copy of legislation/supporting documents: Sent to BOS.Legislation@sfgov.org 

Resolu!J.011 · 
. C..r:'.l-egislation: Original, 1 hard copy, and 1 electronic.copy in Word format 

[ "]'" Signature: None (Note: Required for Settlement of Claims - City Attorney, 
· / · Department Head, Controller, Commission Secretary) 

E1 SUJWOrting documents: 1 full set, and separate pdf copies of each in email 
· [-1 Cover letter (original) 

[ ] .,9ettlement Report/Agreement (for settlements) 
[-r Other support documents as identified in the cover Jetter and legislation 

[ ] E-Copy of legislation/supporting documents: Sent to BOS.Legislation@sfgov.org 

.\sh \L~ - '-tLs -ss4-ci~tcr ~{ ~Jde 
Name and Telephone Number Department 
Clefl>'s Office/Forms/Legislation Received Checklist (1/2015) for more help go to: sfbos.org/about the l;loardlgeneraVlegislative process handbook 
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File No. 150616 
FORM SFEC-126: 

NOTIFICATION OF CONTRACT APPROVAL 
(S.F. Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code§ 1.126) 

City Elective Officer Information (Please print clearly.) 

Name of City elective officer(s): City elective office(s) held: 
Members, Board of Supervisors Members, Board of Supervisors 

Contractor Information (Please print clearly.) 
Name of contractor: 
Jefferson Elementary School District 

Please list the names of (1) members of the contractor's board of directors; (2) the contractor's chief executive officer, chief 
financial officer and chief operating officer; (3) any person w~o has an ownership of20 percent or more in the contractor; (4) 
any subcontractor listed in the bid or contract; and (5) any political committee sponsored or controlled by the contractor. 

1) Shakeel Ali, President 
Marie Brizuela, Clerk 
Rebecca Douglass, PhD, Representative on County Committee on School District Organization 
Manufou Liaiga-Anoa'i, Board Member 
Joseph Otayde, Representative to County Committee on School District Organization 

2) Bernie Vidales, Superintendent 
3) None 
4) NIA 
5) No political committees sponsored or controlled. 

Contractor address: 
District Office, Jefferson Elementary School District; 101 Lincoln Avenue; Daly City, CA 94015 

Date that contract was approved: I Amount of contract: 
(By the SF Board of Supervisors) $426,000.0b one-time cost for purchase of Easements 

Describe the nature of the contract that was approved: 
Purchase Agreement for the City on behalf of its Public Utilities Commission to purchase seven (7) easements. 

Comments: Easements required for the Water System Improvement Program's Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery 
Project. 

This contract was approved by (check applicable): 

Dthe City elective officer(s) identified on this form 

0 a board on which the City elective officer(s) serves: San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Print Name ofBoard 

D the board of a state agency (Health Authority,"Housing Authority Commission, Industrial Development Authority 

Board, Parking Authority, Redevelopment Agency Commission, Relocation Appeals Board, Treasure Island 
Development Authority) on which an appointee of the City elective officer(s) identified on this form sits 

Print Name of Board 

Filer Information (Please print clearly.) 
Name of filer: Contact telephone number: 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board ( 415) 554-5184 

Address: E-mail: 
City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl., San Francisco, CA 94102 Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org 

Signature of City Elective Officer (if submitted by City elective officer) Date Signed 

Signature of Board Secretary or Clerk (if submitted by Board Secretary or Clerk) Date Signed 
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