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FILE NO. 160559 . RESOLUTION NO.

[Cooperative Agreement - Caltrans - 19th Avenue Combined City Project]

Resolution approving a cooperative agreement between the City and County of San
Francisco and the State of California Department of Transportation concerning the
design and construction of the 19th Avenue combined City project including
pedestrian safety, transit improvements, and utility upgrades along.19th Avenue

between Junipero Serra Boulevard and Lincoln Way.

WHEREAS, The purpose of the 19th Avenue Combined City project (Project) is to
improve safety for pedestrians and transit riders; to improve transit speed and reliability; and
to reduce travel time by optimizing transit stop locations along State Route 1; and

WHEREAS, In addition, the Project also would increase the reliability of water
transmission services and wastewater services and enhance emergency responses by
improving the Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) and constructing four crossings of the
Flexible Water Supply System (FWSS); and

WHEREAS, The Project’s construction of the utility upgrades in conjunction with the
surface improvements would serve to minimize the overall construction disruption to the
corridor and its many users; and .

WHEREAS, On July 7, 2015, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
(SFMTA) Board of Directors approved the project eléments along the 28 - 19th Avenue Muni
transit corridér included in the Muni Forwafd Service-Related Capital Improvements and 4
Travel Time Reduction Proposals, under Resolution No. 15-107; and

WHEREAS, The Resolution also included findings under the California Environmental
Quality Act, Public Resources Code, Sections 21000 et seq. (CEQA) and included elements
that are part of the Project; and
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WHEREAS, A copy of this Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors in File No. 160559 and is incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, The City and State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
desire to effectuate an agreement that defines the terms and conditions under which the
Project is to be constructed, financed, and maintained (the Cooperative Agreement); and

WHEREAS, Said Cooperative Agreement provides that the City will design, construct,
and ﬁnancel the Project; and that Caltrans will provide independent quality assurance for the
work within the state highway system right-of-way, provide review and approval of project
documents as listed in the Cooperative AAgreement, and issue, upon proper application, the
encroachment permits required for Project completion; and |

WHEREAS, Execution of the Cooperative Agreement is a prerequisite for Caltrans
issuing an encroachment permit for the Project; and

- WHEREAS, Publfc Works and Caltrans have reviewed the Cooperative Agreement and

recommend its approval; and

WHEREAS, A copy of said Cooperative Agreement is on file with the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors in File No. 160559 and is incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, In Public Works Order No. 184706, dated March 21, 2016, the Director of
Public Works recommends that the Board accept the Cooperative Agreement; and |

WHEREAS, A copy of said Order is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in
File No. 160559 and is incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, The Project was analyzed in the Transit Effectiveness Project Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) that the San Francisco Planning Commission certified in
Motion No. 19105 on March 27, 2014; and

WHEREAS, Said Motion is on file with the Clerk of the Board and is incorporated

herein by reference; and
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WHEREAS, As part of the Resolution No. 14-041, the SFMTA Board of Directors
adopted approval findings under CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the
Administrative Code (collectively CEQA Findings) and al Mitigaﬁon Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP) for the Transit Effectivehess Project; and’

WHEREAS, The Resolution, CEQA Findings, and MMRP are on file with the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors in File No. 160559 and are incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, The Board adopts these CEQA findings and those included in SFMTA
Board of Directors Resolution No. 15-107 as its own; and ‘

WHEREAS, This Board reviewed the FEIR and found that since certification of the
FEIR, no changes have occurred in the proposed project or in the circumstances under which
the project would be implemented that would cause new significant impacts or a substantial
increase in the severity of impacts identified and analyzed in the FEIR, and that no new
information of substantial important has emerged thét would change the analyses or
conclusions set forth in the FEIR; and

WHEREAS, The actions approved herein would not necessitate implementation of
additional or considerably different mitigation measures than those identified in the FEIR; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors finds that entering into a Cooperative

.Agreement with Caltrans for construction of the Project is within the scope of the FEIR and

that no additional environmental review is required under Public Resources Code, Section
21166; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors has reviewed the Public Works Order
No. 184706 and accepts the Director of Public Works’ recommendation to approve the
Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans apportioning responsibilities for the Project in

substantially the same form as the Agreement on file with the Clerk; and, be it
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors authorizes and directs the

‘Director of Public Works to approve any additions, amendments or other modifications to the

Cooperative Agreement that the Director of Public Works, in consultation with the City

Attorney{ determines is in.the best interest of the City, do not materially increase the
obligations or liabilities of the City, or materially decrease the public benefits accruing to the
City, and are necessary or advisable to complete the transactions bontemplated and
effectuate the purpose and intent of this resolution, such determination to be conclusively
evidenced by the execution and delivery by the Director of Public Works of any such
documents; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That within 30 days of executing fhe Cooperative Agreement,
the Director of Public Works shall forward an executéd copy of the Agreement to the Clerk of

the Board for its records.
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . - _ 1889 Page 4




AGREEMENT 04-2593
Profect No. 04000003235

EA 6G350.
04-SE-1-RO.68/4.05
COGPERATIVE AGREEMENT
State Indﬁpau&ﬁnf Quality Assurange:
This AGREEMENT, efféctiveon , isbetween the State of'

Cahforma, aofing throngh its Dégartment.of Transpartahan, refétred to ax CALTRANS, and:

City gnd County 6 844 Franeisco, & mmucipal corporahon of th¢ State of” Cahfoma referied
tey hergftaftor as CITY. ~

) RECITALS

1e  PARTNERS areauthorized forenferinfy acooperative agreement for frprovernénts to the
stite highway system (SHS) pet; the Celifortia Streets and Highways Code sedtiods 14
and 130.

2. For the purpose of this AGREEMENT, pedestrian and. z?‘ans*zrbuibouts wtility and signal
upgrade. on State Route. 1 (T Qz‘k Avemze) from Eineols: Avenye fo- Holloway Averme will be
refcn;ed o hcreinaﬁer as PROIECT Thie: pregect scape: of Work is deﬁned in the PROJECT

3. Alltesponsibilities assigned in this AGREEMENT to complete thie following PROJECT
COMPONENTS will be referred to hereinafter as OBLIGATIONS:

e DPlans, Specifications, and Estimate (PSEE)

* Rightof Way Support (R/%

SUPPORT)
*  Rightof Way Capitel (R/W CAPTTAL)
& CONSTRUCTION SUPPQRT
» CONSTRUCTION CAPITSL

4 ThiseAGREEMEN’E i sepatate ﬁ:om and &oc«s not madlfy orrepiace; amy. cher coopera;th

ERQIEQT...
5. Th following work assoclated Wwith thris PROJECT has beeri completed or is In progresst
# The S4an Francisco Pianmng Commiission eertified the TEF BIR in March; 2014, The
projéct’s praposed bus stop consolidations and relocafions, and the tratisit and pedestrian
bulh-outs along SR 1 are included n-the TEP EIK as ifem TIRP28.

1890 .
PACT Project Devdopment Apresment 20150312 (Created 07/23/15) T - 1afTa



AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325,

« The San Francisco Planning Department (SF Plannirig) issued an-Abbreviated CEQA:
Chiecklist for TEP Improvements subsequent to Cerfification of the TER EIR for the
additional pedestrian bulb-outs; rémoval of chatmielizing islands, and otlier surface
improverments on May 29; 2015.

...........

replacement, new msta]latmn, and upgrades on, August 24 20 15,

= SF Planning conciried with 4, Statutory Exemption. (Stat Ex) prepated by the SFPUC for the
replacetient of existing AWSS pipeline on April 17, 2015,

s« SE Planning concurred with 4 Stat. Ex prepared by the SFPUC for the Flexiblg Water. Supply
Systemn pipeline. c.ﬁnnedibi‘x.sm April:17; 2015, :

«  SF Planning issued a Cat Ex for the wastewater system repair and replacentent on January
19, 2016.

#  Culfrans issued.a Cat Ex forthe SF-1 Phase:IIF Sigtial Upgrade and Interconnect Signals
Project (EA 0J700) an.April 21,2015

6. In this AGREEMENT capitalized words :rEpreseﬁt defined terms; injtialisms; or acronyms.

7. PARTNERS hereby set forth the fexms, covenants, and conditions of this AGREEMENT;
unider which they will accomplish OBLIGATIONS.

Sponsorship

8, CITY is the SPONSOR for the PROJECT COMPONENTS in this AGREEMENT.

«

Fundings

9

10.  Bach PARTNER:is responsible foir'the costs thiey ineut in performing the OBLIGATIONS
of this AGREEMENT usless otherwise stafed in this AGREEMENT,

1891
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13.

14.

15.

AGREEMENT 047593
Project No. 0400000325

CITY is the IMPLEMENEING AGENCY for RIGHT OF WAY.
 CITY is the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for CONSTRUCTION.

The IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a PROJECT COMPONENT: will provide a-Quality
Management Plan (QMP) for that component as part of the PROJECT MANAGEMENT'
PLAN. ‘The Quality Manageimeit Plan describies the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY's
quality policy and how it:will be used. Fhe Quality Management Plan is subject to
CALTRANS review and approval | |

The CITY: Wlll provide, or cause fo-provide, source inspection sérvices for PROJECT.

The CITY. will prepare a Quality Managemerit Plan (QMP) which will include a description of
how source inspection will be-pétformed. and will submit the QMP to the DEPARTMENT for
review and approval by the State Materials Engincer.

Any PARTNER responsible for completing WORK shall make its personnel and
consultants that prepare WORK available to help resolve WORK -related problems and
changes for the entire dutation of the PROJECT mcIudmg PROJECT COMPONENT work
that may occur under separate agreements.

Independent ‘Quality Assurance

16.

CALTRANS will provide Independent Quality Assurance for the portions of WORK. within,
the existing and proposed SHS right-of-way;

asmirance actlvmes rcsult in, WQRK bemg devslopcd in a,ccordance with the apphcable
standards and within an established Quality Management Plan. Independent Quality

Assurance does niot include any efforts hiecessaiy t6-develop or deliver WORK or any

validation by verifying or techecking work performed by another party..

When CALTRANS perfoims Independent Quality Assurance it does so:for its own benefit:
No.one can assign liability to CALTRANS, dise to. its Independent Quality Asstitance:

CEQA Lead Agency

18.

CITY: i5 the:CEQA Lead Agency for the PROJECT.

CALTRANS is a CEQA Responsible Agency for the PROJECT,

1892
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AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

Envirenmental Permits, Approvals and Asreements

19;

20.

21.

PARTNERS will comply with the commiftments and conditions set forth in the
environmental documentation, environmental permits, approyals, and applicable
agreemenis as those: commitments and condifions apply to each PARTNER’s
responsibilities in this AGREEMENT,

Unless otherwise assigned in this: AGREEMENT, the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a.
PROJECT COMPONENT s responsible for all PROJECT COMPONENT WORK.
associated with coordinating, abtatning, implementing, renewing; and amending the
PROJECT penhits égreements” and appmvals'whether they' are. i’dentiﬁed in the plannﬁd

The PROJECT requiires the following environimental reqﬁirementslapprowi’s:

1 401 Rccnonal Water Quahty Control Board

“Nahonal Pollutant D1scharge Ehmma’aon System (NPDES) State Water Resources Control h
: Board.

I,’I'an's,l Sngciﬁ’caﬁons,gnd- Estimzte (PS&E)

22.

23,

As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for PS&E, CITY is tésponsible for all PS&E WORK.
except those PS&E activities and responsibilities that are assigned to another PARTNER in.
this AGREEMENT and those activities that may be specifically excluded.

CITY ‘will prepare Utility Conflict Maps identifying the accommodation,.protection,
relocation; or rethoval of any existiog utility facilifies that cobfliet with cotistriiction of the
PROJECT or that violate CALTRANS" encroachment policy.

CITY, will provide CALTRANS a copy of Utility Conflict Maps for. CALTRANS' concurrence
prior to issying the Notices:to Owner and executing the Utility Agreement. All utility conflicts
will be addressed in the PROJECT plans, specifications, and estimate:

Right of Way (R/W)

24.

As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for R/W, CITY. is responsible for all RFW SUPPORT
WORK except those R/W SUPPORT activities and responsibilities that areassigned fo
another PARTNER in this AGREEMENT and thosé activities that fiay be: specifically
excluded.,
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25,

27.

28.

29,

30.

AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No, 0400000325

Right of Way acquisition will hiot eceir priorfo the approval of the environmental
docyment, If environmental permits, licenses, agreements; or certifications are néeded for
the right of way acquisition than those must be obtained prior tothe acquisition.

| Tha seiecﬁo:x of R/W perso'imei and WORK Wiﬂﬁn the' cﬁmplst’ed PROJECT‘*S SHS right—

and CALTRANS’ 1;01101&5_, pro(;edures,,s:_candar.ds2 prac.tlccs,., and.‘apphoable. agrcﬁments.

CITY will ritake all necgssary arrangeinents, with utility owners for the timely
accommodation, protection, relocation, or remaval of any existing utility facilities that
conflict with. construction of the PROJECT or that violate CALTRANS’ éncroachment
policy..

CITY will provide CALTRAN S a copy of conﬂict maps Relbcaﬁon Plans p'fopésed
CAL'I_RANS.’ conQUHGnce puor to 1ss.umg the No,tmes, to Owner and cxecutmg t_he.. Utzhty-
Agreement. All utifity conflicts will be fully addressed prior to Right of Way. Certification
and all arrangemg:nfs for the protection, reldcation, or rémoval of all:conflicting facilifies
will be completed prior to construction confract award and included in the PROJECT plans,
specifications, and estimate.

CITY will determine the cost to positively identify arid locafe, protect, relocate, or remave
any utility facilities whether inside or outside SHS right-of-way: in accordance with féderal
and California laws and regulations, and CALTRANS! policies, procedures, standards,
practices, and applicable agreements ineluditig; but not limited to Freeway Master
Contracts.

CITY will provide a land surveyor licensed in the State of Californiato be réspansible for
surveying and right-of-way engineering. All survéy and right-of-way engincering
documents will bear the professional seal, cerfificate number, registration classification,
expiration date of cerfificate, and signature of the responsible surveyor.

CITY: will utilize a public ageticy currently qualified-by CALTRANS or a properly:
licensed consnltant for all right-of-way activities, Aqualified right-ofway agent will
administer all right-of-way consultant contracts.

CITY will submit g draft Right of Way Certification docusnent to. CALTRANS six (6) Wecks
prior t6.the; scheduled Right of Way Certification mﬂestone date for review.

prior fo- the. ,.PRQJECT advemseme;nt
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32.

33.

34,

AGREEMENT 04-2593:
Project No. 0400000325

Phiysical and legal possession of right-0f-way must be completed prior-to construction

advettisénent, unless PARTNERS mutually agree to other arrangements i wiitting. Right

of way conveyances tnust be completed prior to. OBLIGATION COMPLETION, unless

PARTNERS mutyally agree to other arrangements iy writing.

CALTRANS’ acceptance of tight<of-way title is subject fo review of an Updated
Preliminary: Title Report provided by CITY verifying that the title is free of afl
encumbrances and liens. Upon acceptance, CITY will provide CALTRANS with a Policy
of Title Insurance in CALTRANS’® name.

The California Transpottation Commission i responsible for hearing and adopting
Resolutions of Necessity.

Construction

35.

36.

As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for CONSTRUCTION, CITY s responsible for all
CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT WORK. except those GCONSTRUCTION SUPPORT
activities and responsibilities tha are assigned to another PARTNER. ini fhis AGREEMENT
and those activities that may be specifically excluded.

CALTRANS will be responsible for completing the following CONSTRUCTION
SUPPORT activities: '

1 285.05.15 xxChange Ordef ReVi'i:W & Approval as requlred inthis Agrcemenf ﬁ

 270. 20 45 h'o s SWPPP/WPCP Review & Approval

1895
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AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

3%. CITY will advertise, open bids, award, and approve the ¢onstruction contract in accordance
with the Califoinia Publie. Confract Code and the California Labor Code. By acéepting
responsibility to advertise and award the construction contract, CITY also accepts
responsibility to. administer the construction contract.

38.  CALTRANS will siot issue an Encroachment Perriit for construction work witil
CALTRANS accepts;

» The final plaris, specifications, and estimate package
+ TheRight of Way Certification

« The PROJECT SPONSOR verifies full finding of CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT, and
CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL.

o Quality Management Plan (QMP) for Construction

39.. CITY will provide a Resident Engineer and CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT staff that are
independent 6f the consfruction. contractor. The Resident Engineér-will be a Civil
Engineer, licetised in the State of California, Who istesponsible: for consiruction contract
administration activities.

40.  CALTRANS will review and approve:

» Change Orders affecting public safety, public convenienice, protected environmental
resources, the preservation of property; all design and specification changes; and all major:
chariges: as defined in the CALTRANS Construction Marual. These Change Orders minst
réceive written concurrence by CALTRANS prior to implementation. -

# The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPFY or the Water Pollution Confrol Plan
(WPCP}.

¢ Quality Management Plan (QMP) for Construction,

41. IFCONSTRUCTIION CAPITAL isfunded with staté or federal fiunds then CITY will
administer and process all construction contract claims using a CALTRANS-approved
process. .CALTRANS will provide Independent Quality Assurance for the claimi§ process.

42.  CITY will require the ¢onstriction conttactor to firnish payient and performance bonds
natning CITY as-obligee, and CALTRANS as additional obliges, and to carry Hability
insurance in agcordance with CALTRANS Standard Specifications.

1896
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43

44,

45,
46.

47.

48,

=

AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

CITY is designated as the Approved Signatory Authority responsible for preparing and
filinig all Regional Water Quality Control Board (RW(QCB) Permit Registration Documeénts
including certifying the accuracy of all.documents and its compliance in accordance with
the Construction General Permit, and CALTRANS MS4 National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination Systerti (NPDES) permit for all work within the SHS.

The Quality Management Plan will describe how construction material verification and
workmanship inspections will be pérformied at manufacturing sources and the PROJECT
job-site. The construction material.and source inspection Quality Managemerit Plan is
subjectto review and approval by the State Materials Engineer,

As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for construction, CITY is responsible for maintenance of
the State Highway System within the PROJECT limits as part of thé construction contract:

After OBLIGATION COMPLETION SHS maintenance will be handléd through an
existing maintenance agreement.

Within one hundred eighty (180) calendar days following the completion aid acceptance of
the PROJECT constructiof ¢ontract, CITY shall furnish CALTRANS with a complete set
of “As-Built” plaus and Change Orders, including any changes authorized by CALTRANS,
o 2 CD ROM and in accordance with CALTRANS’ then current CADD User’s Manual-
(Section 4.3), Plans Preparation Manual; and CALTRANS practice. The plans will have
the Resident Engineers nanie, contract number, and constraction contraet acceptance date
printed on each plan sheet, and with the Resident Engineer’s signature. only on. thé tifle
sheet. The As-Built plans will be in Microstation DGN format, version 7.0 or [atet. In.
addition, CITY will provide one set of As-Built plans and addenda in TIFF format.

The sybmittal must also include all CALTRANS requested contract records, and land survey
documeiits. The land S}irvey doguments ihclude monument preservation documents and.
Records of Surveys prepared to satisfy the requirements of the California Land Surveyors Act
(Business and Professiong Code sections 8700.— 8805). Copies of survey documents and
Records of Surveys filed in accordance with Business. & Proféssions Code; includitig sections
8762 and 8771, shall contain the filinig information provided by the county in which: filed.

Upon OBLIGATION COMPLETION; ownership or title fo all materials and equipment
constructed or installed for the operdtions and/or maintenarice of the SHS. within SHS right-
of-way as part.of WORK become: the property of CALTRANS,

CALTRANS will not.accept ownership or fitle to any materials or equipment constracted or

installed outside the SHS right-of-way.
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AGREEMENT 04-2593
‘Project No. 0400000325

Schedule

49,

PARTNERS will manage the schedule for OBLIGATIONS through the work plan ingluded
ini the PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN.

Additional Provisions

50.

5 1‘.’.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57..

P

N
I

'*‘J

PARTNERS will perform all OBLIGATIONS in accordance with federal and California
laws, Tegilations; and standards; FHWA STANDARDS; and CALTRANS STANDARDS.

CALTRANS retains the right to rejéct honcomnpliant WORK, protect public safety,
preserve property rights, and ensure that all WORK is in the best interest: of the SHS.

Each PARTNER will ensure that personnel participating in OBLIGATIONS are
appropriately qualified or-licensed to perform the tasks assigned to them.

PARTNERS will invite each.ofhet to participate in the selection of any consultants who
participate in OBLIGATIONS.

CALTRANS will issue; upon proper. application, the encroachment permits réquired for
WORK within SHS right-of-way. Contractors and/or agents; and utility owners will hot
work: within the SHS right-of-way without an ¢ncroachment permitissued in their name,
CALTRANS will provide encroachment permits to PARTNERS, their contractors,
consultants and agents; and utility owners-at-no.cost. If the encroachment permit.and thls
AGREEMENT conflict, the requirernetits of this AGREEMENT shall prevall

The IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a PROJECT COMPONENT will cooidinate,
prepare, obtain, implement, renew, and amend. any encroachment permits needed to.
complete the PROJECT COMPONENT WORK.,

If any PARTNER discovers unanticipated. cultural, archaeological, paleontological; or
other protected resources during WORK; all WORK in that area will stop and: that
PARTNER. will notify all PARTNERS within. twenty-four (24) hours of discovery.
WORK. may only résume after a qualified professional has evaluafed the tiatite and
significance of the discovery and a plan is approved for its removal or protection.

PARTNERS will hold all administrative drafts and adininistrative final reports, studies,
materials, and documentation relied upon, produced, ereated, or utilized for the PROJECT
in confidence to the extent permitted by law and where applicable, the provisions of
California Government Code section 6254.5(e) shall protect the confidentiality of such
documents in the event that said documents are shared between PARTNERS.
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AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

PARTNERS will not distiibute, release, or share said documeénts with anyone other than
employees; agents, and consitltants who require, access to compléte the PROJECT without the
written consent of the PARTNER authorized to release theni, unless required or'authorized to
do so by law.

58.  Ifa PARTNER receives a public récords request pertaining to OBLIGATIONS, thaf;
PARTNER will nofify: PARTNERS within five (5) working days of receipt and make
PARTNERS aware of any discloséd public documents, PARTNERS will consult with each
other prior, to the release of any pu'b’lic documents related to the PROJECT.

59.  If BM-1 or HM-2 is.found during a PROJECT COMPONENT, the IMPLEMENTING
AGENCY for that PROJECT COMPONENT will immediately notify PARTNERS.,

60.  CALTRANS, independent of the PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 found within the
existiing SHS right-of-way. CALTRANS will undertake, or ¢ause to be undertaken, HM
MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimuni Impact to-the PROJECT

" schedule.

CALTRANS, independent of the PROJECT will pay, or cause to be-paid, the cost of FIM
MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to FIM-1 found withizi the existing SHS right-of-way.

61.  CITY, independent of the PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 founid within the
~ PROJECT limits and outside the existing SHS right-of-way. CITY will undertake, or cause
to be undertaken, HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimufa
impact to the PROJECT schedule:

CITY, independent of the PROJECT, will pay, or cause to be ‘paid, the. cost of HM
MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM=1 found within: the PROJECT limits and
outside of the existing SHS right-of-way.

62, IfFM-2 is found within the PROJECT limits, the public.agency responsible for the
advertisement; award, and administration (AAA).of the PROJT ECT construction contract.’
will be responsible for HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-2..

63.  CALTRANS" acquisition or acceptance of title to.any property on which any HM-1 or
HM-2 is found will pro¢eed in aceordance with CALTRANS? policy-on such acquisition:

64.  CITY will accept, reject, compromise, settle, or litigate clainis of afiy non-AGREEMENT
parties hired to complete OBLIGATIONS.
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65.

66.

67.

68.

70.

71.

72,

AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

PARTNERS will confer on-arty claini that miay affect OBLIGATIONS or PARTNERS?

. liability or responsibility-under this AGREEMENT in order to retain resolution possibilities:

for potential futureclaims. No PARTNER will prejudice the rights of another PARTNER
until affer PARTNERS confer on:the claim. '

If the PROJECT expends stafe or federal funds, each PARTNER will comply with the
federal Uniform Administrative Requirgments, Cost Pririciples, and Audit Reéquirements
for Federal Awards of 2 CFR, Pait 200: PARTNERS will ensure that any for-profit party
hired to participate in the OBLIGATIONS will comply with the requirements.in 48 CFR,
Chiapter 1, Part 3F. When state or fedéral fuinds are éxpended on the PROJECT these
principles and requiremets apply to all funding types included in this AGREEMENT.

If the PROJECT expends state or federal funds, sach PARTNER will undergo ai. annual
audit in dccéordance. with the Single Atidit Act.and the federal Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) Circular A-133.

- Ifthe PROJECT expends federal funds, any PARTNER that hires an' A&E consultant to

perform: WORK on ahy patt 6f the PROJECT will ensute that the procurement of the
consultantand the consultant.overhead ¢osts are in aceordance with Chapter 10 of the
Local Assistance Procedures Manual.

If WORK stops for any reason, IMPLEMENTING AGENCY will place the PROJECT
right-of-way in.a safe and opérable condition acceptable to CALTRANS.

If WORK stops. for any reason, each PARTNER will continue to implement all: 6fits

" applicable commitments and coniditions inclided inthe PROJECT environmental

documentation, permits, agreements, ot-approvals that are in effect at the time that’ WORK
sfops, as they apply to each PARTNER’s responsibilities in this AGREEMENT, in: order to.
keep the PROJECT in environmental ¢ompliancé until WORK resumes.

Fines; interesi,, or pen‘alties levied againist a PARTNER will be paid by the PARTNER
whose action or lack of action cansed the levy.

CITY will furnish CAETRANS with the Project History Files.related to the PROJECT
facilities on SHS within sixty:(60) days followirig the completion of each PROJECT
COMPONENT; CITY will prepare the Project History File in accordance with the Project
Development Procedures Manual, Chapter 7. All material will be submitted neatly i a’
three-ring binder and 6ri.a CD ROM in PDF format:
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AGREEMENT 04-2593
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GENERAYL CONDITIONS

PARTNERS understand that this AGREEMENT is i accordance with and governed by the
Constitution and laws of the State of California, This AGREEMENT will be enforceable
in the Stafe of Califoinia. Any PARTNER initiafing legal action arising from this
AGREEMENT will file and maintain that Jegal action in the Superior Court of the county
in which the CALTRANS district office that is signatory to this AGREEMENT resides, ot
in the Superior Court of the county in which the PROJECT is physically located.

All CALTRANS? OBLIGATIONS under this AGREEMENT are subject to the
appropriation of resources by the Legislature, the State Budget Act authority, and the
allocation of funds by the California Transportation Commission.

Neither CITY nor-any officer or employee thereof is tesponsible for any injury, damage or
liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS, its
contractors, stib-conitractars, and/or its agents unider or int conection with any work,
authority, or jurisdiction cenferred upon CALTRANS under this AGREEMENT, Itis

- understood and agreed that CALTRANS, to the extent:permitted by law, will defend,

indemnify, and save harmless. CITY and all of its 6fficers and employees from all claims;
suits, or actions of every name, kind, and description brought forth under, butnot limited

to, tortious, contractual, inversé condemnation; or other theories and assertions of liability

oceurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS, its
contractors, sub-contractors, and/or its agents under this AGREEMENT.

Neither CALTRANS nor.any officer or employée thereof is responsible for any injury,
damzge; or liability occurring by reason of anything dane or omitted to be done by CITY,

its contractors, sub-contractors, and/or its agents under.or in connection with any work,

authority, or jurisdiction confeired upon CITY underthis AGREEMENT. It is inderstood
and agreed that CIT'Y, to the extent permitted by law, will defend, indemmify; and save

* harmless CALTRANS and-all of its officers and employees from all clainos, suits, or
actions of eyety name, kind, and description btought, forth under, but not limited to,

tottious, contractual; inverse condemnation, or other:theories and assertions of Hability
oceurring by réason of anything done or omitted to bé done by CITY, its contractors, sub-
contractors, and/or itsagents under this AGREEMENT:

PARTNERS do ot intend this AGREEMENT to create a third party beneficiary or define
duties, obligations, or rights in parties not signatory to this AGREEMENT. PARTNERS
do not irtend this AGREEMENT to-affect their legal liability by imposing; dany standard of
care for fulfilling ORLIGATIONS different from the standards imposed by law.

PARTNERS will not assign or atterapt to assign OBLIGATIONS to parties not signatory 1o

ihis AGREEMENT without an amendment 1o this AGREEMENT.
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79.  CITY will not interpret any anibiguity cofitained in this AGREEMENT against
CALTRANS. CITY waives.the provisions of California Civil Code section 1654.

A waiver.of a PARTNER’s performance inder this AGREEMENT will hot-constitute a
continuous waiver.of'any other provisioti:

80.  A.delay or omission, 1o exercise aright or power due to a default does not riegate the useof”

that right or power in the future when deetned necessary.

81.  Ifany PARTNER defaults in its OBLIGATIONS, a noni-defaulting PARTNER. will request
inwriting that the default be remedied within thirty (30) calendar days. If the defaulting
PARTNER fails to do s0, the non-defaulting PARTNER may initiate dispute resolution..

82.  PARTNERS will first attempt to resolve AGREEMENT disputes at the PROJECT: teang
level. Ifthey cannot resolve the dispuie themselyes, the CALTRANS district diréctor and
the executive-officer of CITY will atteinpt to riegotiate atesolution, If PARTNERS .do not
reach 4 resolutlon; PARTNERS” legal counsel will fnitiate mediation. PARTNERS agree
to participate i mediation in: good-faith and will shate equally in its costs..

Neither the dispute'nor the mediation proeess relieves PARTNERS from full and. timely
performance of OBLIGATIONS in accordance. with the terms of this AGREEMENT,
However, if any PARTNER stops fulfilling OBLIGATIONS, any other PARTNER may seek,
equitable relief to. ensure that OBLIGATIONS continue,

. Except for equitable telief, no PARTNER may file a civil complaint until after tediation, or
forty-five (45) calendar days after-filing-the written miediation request, whichever. o¢euts first:

PARTNERS will file any ¢ivil complaints in the Superior Court of the-county in which the
CALTRANS district-office: signatory to. this AGREEMENT resides or in the Stperior Couit of
the county in which the PROJECT is physically located. The prévailing PARTNER will he:
entitled to-an award of all costs, fees, and expenses, incliding reasonable attorney fees as a,
result of litigating 4 dispute under this AGREEMENT or to enforce the provisions of this
article including equitable relief.

83.  PARTINERS maintain thé ability to piirsne alternafive or additional dispute remedies if a
préviously selectéd remedy does not achiéve resolution:

24. If any provisions ify this: AGREEMENT aré found by a court of competent jurisdictiorn: to
be, or are in fict, illegal, inoperative, or unenforceable, those provisions do net render any -
or all other AGREEMENT provisions invalid, inoperative, or unenforceable, and those
provisions will be automatically severed from this AGREEMENT.
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85.  If during performance of WORK additional activities or environmental documentation is
necessary o keep the PROJECT in environmental compliance, PARTNERS will amend
this AGREEMENT fo:includé conipletion of those additional fasks.

86.  Except as otherwise provided in the AGREEMENT, PARTNERS will execute a formal
wrritten amendment if there are any changes o OBLIGATIONS.

87.  When WORK performed on the PROTECT is done under contract and falls within the
Labor Code séction 1720{a)(1) definition of "publie-works" iri that it is construction,
alteration, demolition, installation, of repair; or maintenance work under Labor Code
section 1771, PARTNERS shall conform t6 the provisions of Labor Code sections 1720
through 1815, and all applicable:provisions of California Code of Regulations found in
Title 8, Division 1, Chapter 8, Subchapter 3, Articles 1-7, PARTNERS shall include
prevailing wage requirements iri contracts for public- work and. require coritractors to:
include the same prevailing wage requireéiments in all subcontracts. Work performed by a
PARTNER’s own eniployees is exempt from the Labor Code's Prevailing Wage
tequirements.. |

88.  IfWORK is paid for, in whole or part, with federal funds and is of the type of work subject
to federal prevailing wage requirements, PARTNERS shall conform to the provisions of
the Davis-Bacon and Related Acts, 40 U.S.C. § 276(z).

When applicable, PARTNERS shall includé federal prevailing wage requirements i confracts
for public wotk., WORK performed.by a PARTNER s emiployees is exempt from federal
prevailing wage requiréments. '

89.  PARTNERS agree o sign a CLOSURE STATEMENT fo termiinate this AGREEMENT.

‘However, all indemnification, dosunient retention, audit, claims, environmental
commitment, legal challenge, mainteniance and ownership articlés will remain in éffect
until terminated or modified in writing. by mutual agteetnent or expire by the statute of

limnitations.

90. PARTNERS intend this AGREEMENT to be their final expression that supersedes any oral
understanding or writigs pertairing fo the OBLIGATIONS. The requirements of this
AGREEMENT shall preside over any conflicting requirements in any doguments that are made
an express pait.of this AGREEMENT,.
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DEFINITIONS

AGREEMENT -~ This agréemcni? including any: attachments, exhibits, and amendments.

‘CALTRANS STANDARDS —CALTRANS ‘policies and procedures, including, but not limited to,
the guidance provided in the Project Development Procedures Manual (PDPM) and the
CALTRANS Workplan Standards Guide for the Delivery of Capital Projects (WSG) [whick
contains the. CALTRANS Werk Breakdown Structure (WBS) and was previously khown as the
WBS Guide] and is available at http://www.dot.ca.goy/hg/projmngmt/guidance.hitm.

CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act)— The act (California Public Resources Code,
sections 21000 et seq.) that requites state: ahd local agencies to identify the significant.
environmental impacts of their actions and to avoid or mifigate those significant impacts, if
feasible. ;

CFR (Code of Federal Regulations) — The general and pertianent ules publishied in the Federal
Register by the executive departments and agencies of the federal government,

CONSTRUCTION — See PROJECT COMPONENT.

CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL — Sce PROJECT COMPONENT.

CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT - See PROJECT COMPONENT,

CLOSURE STATEMENT — A document signed by PARTNERS that verifies the completion:of all
OBLIGATIONS included in this AGREEMENT and inall amendments to this AGREEMENT.

FHWA. STANDARDS — FHWA tégulations, policies.and progedures, including, but not limited. to
the guidanee prowded at www.thwa.dot gov/topics htm;

FUNDING PARTNER — A PARTNER that cominits. funds in this AGREEMENT to fulfill
OBLIGATIONS: A FUNDING PARTNER: accepts the r SSansibﬂlty to PI.QVi, de the funds it
commiits in this AGREEMENT,

GAAP: (Generdlly Accepted Accounting Principles) — Uniform minimum standards and guidelines
for financial accounting and reporting issued by the Federal Accounting Standards Advisory
Board that serve to acliigye sonie level of standardization. See
http://www.fasab. gov/accepted hitimt.

HM-1 - Hazardous-tnateral (including, but not limited to, hazardous waste) that may require
removal and disposal pursnant to federal or state law whether it is disturbed by the PROJECT
ornot.
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FIM-2 — Hazardous material (including, but not limited 1o, hazardous waste) thaf may require
removal and disposal pursuait fo fedeial or state law only if disturbed by the PROJECT.

HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES — Management activifies related to, either HM-1.0x HM-2
including, without limitation; any necessary manifest requlrements and disposal facility
designations,

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY — The PARTNER respotisible for managing the scope, ¢ost, and
schedule of a PROJECT COMPONENT to ensure. the cofpletion of that component.

IQA (Independent Quality Assurance)— CALTRANS’ efforts to ensure that another PARTNER’s
quality assurance activities are in accordance with the applicable standsrds. and the
PROJECT’s Quality Management Plan (QMP). When CAIL TRANS performs Iidependent
Quality Assurance it does not develop, produce, validate, verify; re-check, or quality control
another PARTNER’s work products.

OBLIGATIONS —All WORK responsibilities and their associated. costé;

OBLIGATION COMPLETION — PARTNERS have fulfilled all OBLIGATIONS inchided in this
AGREEMENT and have sigried a COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT CLOSURE
STATEMENT.

PARTNER = Any individual signatory party te this AGREEMENT.

PARTNERS The term that collectively, referénces all of the s1guatory agencies to this.
AGREEMENT, ThlS term only déseribes the relationship between. these. agencies to work
together to achieve a mutually beéneficial goal. If is notosed in the traditional legal sense 1o
which orie PARTNER’s individual actions legally bind the other PARTNER.
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PROJECT COMPONENT - A distinct portion fofhe'planning and project development process of a
capital project as outlined in California- Government Code, section, 14529(b}.

e PID (Project Initiation Docurment) — The work required to deliver the. project initiation
document for the PROJECT iri aceordance with CALTRANS STANDARDS.

e PA&ED (Projéct Approval and Environmental Document) — The work tequired to deliver
the project approv‘al. and environmental documentation for the PROJECT iii accordance
with CALTRANS STANDARDS.

o PS&E (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate) — The work required fo deliver the plans,
specifications, and estimate for the PROJECT in accordance with CALTRANS
STANDARDS.

s R/W (Right of Way) —The project components for the. purpose of dcquiring real property:
interests for the: PROJECT {n'accordance with CALTRANS STANDARDS.

o R/W (Right.of Way).SUPPORT ~The work required to obtain. all propeity interests for
the PROJECT. '

* R/W (Right of Way) CAPITAL — The funds for acquisition of property sights.for the
PROJECT.

¢ CONSTRUCTION - The project components. for the purpose of complefing the
construction of the PROJECT in aceordance with CALTRANS STANDARDS.

e CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT~ The wotk required for the administration; acceptanice,
and final documentation of the construction contract f6i the. PROJECT.

o CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL — Thie furids for the construction contract.

PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN — A group of documents used to guide the PROTECT"s
execution and confrol throughout that project’s lifeeycle,

PS&E (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate) — Sée PROJECT COMPONENT.

QMP (Quality Management Plan) — An integral part of the PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN that.
destribes IMPLEMENTING AGENCY s quality policy and how: it will be tsed..

R/W (Right of Way) CAPITAL — See PROJECT COMPONENT.

R/W (Right of Way) SUPPORT — See PROJECT COMPONENT.
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SHS (State Highway System) — All highways, right-of-way, and related facilities acquired, laid out,
constructed, improved, or maihtained as-4 state highway pursuant to constitutional or
legislative anthorization:

SPONSOR — Any PARTNER that accepts the responsibility to establish scope of the PROJECT and
the obligation to secure finaficial resources fo fund the PROJECT COMPONENTS in this
AGREEMENT. A. SPONSOR:is responsible for adjusting the PROJECT scope to match
committed funds or securing additional funds to fully fund the PROJECT COMPONENTS in
this AGREEMENT, If this AGREEMENT has tiote than ori SPONSOR, funding
adjustients will be made by percentage (as outlined int Responsibilities). Scope adjustments
must be developed through the project development process and must be approved by '
CALTRANS as the ownet/operator of the SHS.

WORK — All efforts to complete the OBLIGATIONS included.in this AGREEMENT &s described
by the activities in the CALTRANS Workplan Standards Guidg for the Delivery of Capital
Projects (WSG).- '
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SIGNATURES

PARTNERS are empowered by California Streefs and Highiways Codé sections 114 and 130 4o énter-
into this AGREEMENT and have delegated to the undersigned the authority to execute this
AGREEMENT on behalf of the respective ageticies and. coveiidfits 1o have followed all the necéssary
legal requirements fo validly execute this AGREEMENT,

Signatoties may execute this AGREEMENT through individual signatute pages provided that each
siguature is an original. This AGREEMENT is not fully exécuted uiitil all original signafures are
attached, '

%

STATE OF CALIFORNIA | CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION | Department of Public' Works

Helena (Lerka) Culik-Caro o Mohammed Mura
Deputy District Director, Design 1 Director of Piblic Works

Certified as to fiifids: 1 Attest:

Jeffrey Armstrong | John Thomas
District Budget Manager : Division Manager

| Approved asto form and procedure::

- John Malamut
- Deputy City Attorney
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SAN FRANCISCO
FL&NNHNG QEP&HTMENT

1650 Missfon St;

Planning Commission Motion 19105 = v
" HEARING DATE: March 27, 2014 _ GA 9410-2478
| ! Reteptior
419.558.6378
Hearing Date;  Marchi27,2014 Fax
Date: . Marech 13, 2014, 415.558.5409
Case No:; 2011.0558E o
Project Address:  Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP), Citywide ﬁgﬁ?ﬁm
Zoning: Notapplicable: ' 415,558,637
Block/Lot: Not-applicable:

Project Sponsor;  Sean Kennedy, TEP Manager
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency {the SEMTA)
One South Van Ness Avenue, 70 Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Staff Contact: Debra Dwyer —{415) 575-9031
Debra.Dwyer@sfgov.org;

ABOPT!NG FINDINGS RELATED:TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT AND SERVICE POLICY FRAMEWORK.

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission gheremafter “Commission”) hereby CERTIFIES the
Final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2011.0558E, the Transit Effectiveriess Project, a:
citywide transit.infrastructure project (hereinafter “Rroject™), based upon the following findings:

L. ‘The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department {hereinafter
“Departmient”) fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
{Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 210002 seq., hereinafter “CEQA™}, the Stafe CEQA Guidelines (Cal.
Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 ¢t éeq‘,. (hereinafter “CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 of the.
San Francisco.Administrative.Code (hereinafter “Chapter 317} -

A, The Depagtment determined that an Envirorumerital Impact Report (hereinafter “EIR!} was
required and provided public notice of that defermination by publication in & newspaper. of
general circulation orr November 9, 2011,

B. OnTuly 10; 2013, the Department published the Draft Enyironmental Impact Report (hereinafter
“DEIR”) and provided public notice iri 2 newspaper of gerieral circulation 6f the availability of the
DEIR for piabli¢-teview arid commient and.of the date anid time of the Plansing Commission public
liearing on the DEIR; this notice was rhailed to.the Depaitinent’s Tist of persons requiestliig such
riotice and to pédple that commented on the Initial Study, published January 23, 2013,

C. Natices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of thg public héaring were.posted at
the. 5an Frandisco County Clerk’s Office, on transit Vehicles,, and on the Plarning Departmem’s

www sfplanning.org
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web site by Department staff ort Juily 10; 2013, In dddition; copies of the NOA weré provided to all
public librariés withir San Frarcisco. ' :

D.. OnJuly 10,2013, copiés of the DEIR weie mailed or otheiwise delivered 16 & list of peisony
requestmg 1t, to those noted on the dxstmbuhon hst it the DEIR, and to govemment agencies, the

E. Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State Clearinghouse
. onJuly 10, 2013.

2. The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing.orsaid DEIR on August 15,2013 at which
oppertunity for public comment was given, and public comment was récéiyed on the DEIR, The -
period for acceptance of written comments.ended on September 17, 2013,

3. 'The Departient prepared: Tesponses to comirhenfs o environimental fssues réceived at the pablic
hearing and in writing during the 67-day public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to
the text of the DEIR in response to commierits received or based oh additional information that
became available during the public review period, and-corrected errors in the DEIR. This material
was presented ina Responses to Coniments documerit, published on March 13,2014, distribiited fo
the Commission.and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available o others upon
request at the Department. ' '

4 A Fin‘a'l Envimmnental Impac't Repo‘xf (hereiﬁé frer “PE’IR"") ha‘s beert ﬁrepared by Ehe D‘epartment,

addmonal mfonnahon that became avallable, the Responses to Commemfs document and any Errata
to the FEIR,-all as required by law.

5, Project EIR files have been made available for review by the Comntission and the public. These files.
are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, and are part-of tha
.record before the-Commission.

6. OnMarch 27,2014, the Commission reviewed,and conisideredithe FEIR and hereby does find that:the
confents 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 @apter 31 of the San
Francisco Admiinistrative Code.

7 The Planhing Commission hereby does find ihat the FEIR éoncéning File No, 20110558 feflecis the
indepeﬁdent judgment and anélys'i‘s‘ oE’thé City’ and Couﬁty of:San Fr‘ancisco is aiiequate, a"(“:c‘uraté

'DEIR and hereby does CERT[FY THE: COMPLETION oﬁ sald FEIR in comph ance w1th ChQA and the
CEQA Guidelines.

8. ‘The Comumiission, in certifying the completion of sAa,uic'IFE'IR,«. hereby does find that the project
described in the EIR:

A. will have thé following unavoidable significanit project-specific effects on the environment:

SAN FRANGISCO i . 2
PLANMING DEFPAFYIVENT
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. Program Level Components

Service Policy Framework: Objectives A.and C

L

Impact TR-3: Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective A; Action A.3, and
Objective C, Actions (3 fhrough C5 inay resultin significant traffic impacts;

Imipact TR-5: Imiplementation of the Policy Framework Objective:A, Actiori A.3 and
Objective C, Actions C:3 through'C.5 may resulf i significant loading fmpacts;

TPS Toolkit Categoriés and Prograri Tevel TTRPs:

Pro]

Impact TR-8: Implemesitation, of the following TPS Toolkit categories: Lane Moditicatioris
and Ped estrian Improvements may result in significant traffic impacts;

¥mpact TR-10: Implementation of the followirig TPS Teolkit categories: Trans1t Stop.
Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions; and Pedestrian
Improvements, may result in significant loading impacts;

Fpact TR-14: Implementation of TPS Toolkit elements within the follovwing categoties:
Larie Modificatioris and Pedestrian Improvements; along the prograni-level TTRP corridors
may result in:significant traffic impacts;

Affected Iritersections by program-level TTRP corridor

TTRE], at the intersections of; California/Arguello-and California/Park Presidio,
Califomia/Cherry, California/Lotust, CaliforniafPresidio, and California/Divisadero

o TIRP22 24t the intersection of; Fillmote/Lonibard

TIRPK, at the intersections oft Ocean/]umpem Serrd, Ocean/Geneva/Phielan, Ocean/Lee,

Ocean/l\/hramar, Ocean/Brighton

'Impact TR-16: ﬁhplémentaﬁbn of' thé fo’llow‘mg TPS'Tc'olki‘t g:ateg"o‘ries’ Tr'ansit Stop
Improvements along the program—level TIRP cormdo:s may resuit in 51gmﬁcan’t loadmg
impacts;

Level Compon

TTRP14 Moderate-Alternative Variant'l

Impack TR-48: Implemieritation of projeét-level TTRE14 Moderate Alterriative Variant 1
would result in a reductior in onr-street commercial loading supply on.Mission Street such
that the existing loading:demand during the peak hour.of Toading activities could not be
accoinmodated withinon-street Joadifig sitpply and miay creatg a potentially hazardgus:
condition or sighificant. delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrxans -

TTRP.14 Moderate Alternative Variant 2

SAH FRANCISCO

PLAMMIMER DEFAARTHENT

Impact TRA49: Implementation. of project-level TTRP14 Moderate Alterriative Variant 2.
would result in a reduction in on-street commerdia] loading supply on Mission Street such

1911
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thatf the exustlng loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities.could not be

accommodated within on-street loading supply and may-create & potentially hazardons
coridition of sighificant-delay thiat fiuay affect-ttaffic, transit, bicydles, or pedestriaris;

"TTRE.14 Expanded Alternstive

.

Impact TR-24: Implemeritation of the project-Tevel TTRP14 Expanded Alternative would
result in a significant traffic fmipact at the itersection of Randall Street/San Jose Aveérinie
that would gperate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existirig plus:Service
Improvements. and the TTRE14 Expanded Alternative: conditions;,

Impact TE-50: Implementahon of pioject-level TIRP14 Expanded Alternative would result:
in a-rediiction in on-gtreetcommercial loading supply on'Mission Street such that the
existingloading -demand during the peak'hour of loading activities. could not be
accommodate& within fvstieet loading stipply and may cfeatea potentially hazardous
condition orsignificant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrians;

TTRE22. 1 Expanded Alternative

Tinpract TR-26; linplemientation of the project-level TIRPZ2 1, Expanded Alternative would
resulf in 4 significant fraffic impact-at the intersection of 16th/Bryant streets:that would
operate at LOS E or LOS F<onditions. under Ex1stmg p[us Serwce Imiprovettierts and- the
TTRP22_1 Expanided Alternative conditions;

Impact TR-27: Implementation of the project-level TTRE.22_1 Expanded Alternative'would
result in.a significant traffic impact.at the intersection of 16th Street/Potrero Avenue that
would opérate 2t LOS E'ox LOS F conditipns tnder Existing plus:Service Iinpioveinents
and the TIRP22_1 Expanded Alfernative conditions; '

Impact TR-28: Implementation of the- project-level TTRE22, 1 Expanded Alternative would
restilting sxgmﬁcanf traffic impact at the intersection of T6th/Seventh streets that would
operate 3t LOS E or LOSE conditions under Existing plus Service Improvements and the:

"TTRP:22. 1 Expanded Altemative conditions;

TIRP2Z 1 Bxpanded Slterriative Varlant 1

L3

SAN FRANCISCO

PLARMNING: DEE',AHTMR’_‘NT

Tmpact TR-30: Implementanon of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative:
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impactat the intersection of 16th/Bryant
streetstharwould operate at LOS E or LOS F éonditions vindér Existirig plits Service
Iriprovenients arid the TTRP:22. 1 Expanded Alternative: Varjant 1 conditions;

Impact TR-31: Implementation of the project-level TTRP22 1 Expanded Alternative
Variant I wonld result in a significant. traffic 1mpact at-the intersection of 16th
Street/Potrero Averuie that woirld operdte 4t LOS E ox LOSF conditions iinder Existing
plus Sexvice Improvements and the TIRP:22_1 Expanded Alfetnative Variant1 conditions;

Impact TR-32: Implementation of the project-level TTRP2?_1 Expanded Alternative
Vaniant 1 would result in a significant traffic fnipact 4t the infeisection.of 16%/Seventh
streets that would opetate at LOS E 6r LOS F conditidns under Existing plus Service
Improvements and the TIRP22_1 Expanded Alternative:.conditions;
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"{TRP23 1 Expanded Alternative Vaniant 2

-

Impagct TR-34: Iniplertientation of the project-Jevel TIRP22_1 Expanded Alternative
Vatiant 2 would result in a sighificant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th/Bryant
streets that would operate at LOS E.or LOS Feonditions under Existing plus Service
improvementsand the 'ITRP22 i ExpandedAltemahve Variant2 conditions;

Impaet TR-35: Imiplemeritation of the project-level TTRF2J_T Expanded Alternative
Variant 2 would result in a significant traffic impict at the intersection of 16th
Stiegt/Pottero Avenue that would operateat LOS E.or LOS F conditions urider Existing
plus Sérvice Improvements and thie TTRP22 1 Expanded Alterriative Variant 2 conditions;

~ Impact TR-36: Implementation of the project-level TTRE22_1 Expanded Alternative

Variant 2 would resultin a slgmﬁcant traffici Jmpacf: at the intersection of lé“’/Seventh
stregts that wotld operate at LOS E or LOS F conditiong urider Existing plus Sexvice
Improvements and the TIRP.2Z._T.Expanded Alfernative Variant 2 conditioris;

TTRP30_I Moderate Alternative

Impact; TR-51: Implementatmn of pro;ect Jevel TTRP30.1 Moderate Alteémative woirld
resultin a reduction in on-street commercial Joading supply on Stockfon Street such that
thié. existing loading deémand during the peak honr of loading activities could not be
accommodated w1thm on—sh‘eet loadmg sG pply and ,may create - petentlally hazardous

......

TTRP.30_1, Ekpaﬁdedmtemabve

L]

Tmipact TR-38; Imiplementation:of the project-level TTRP.30 1 Expanded Altérnative would
result ina significant fraffic impact at the intersectiori of Columbus Averue/Green
Street/Stockton Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under Existing plus Service
Tmiprovements and the TTRP 301 Expanded Alterpative conditions;

[mpact TR- 52* Implementatlon of pro;ect-IeVel TI‘RP30 L Expanded Alternative would

he exxs,tmg, l.oadmg dema,nd dunng thie peals, Hous oi,loadmg.actmnes could. nc.t.h@
accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentially hazardous

_condition o5 significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrians;

TTRE.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1

%

SAN FRANCISCO

PLANMING DEPARTRAENT

Tmpact TR-40; Implementation of the project-Tevel TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alfernative
Variant T would resultin a significant iraffic impact at the infersection of Columbus;
Avenue/Grecn Stréet/Stockton Street that would operate,at LOSE conditions under
Existing plus Service Improvements and the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Altemative Vaiiant1
conditions;

Impact TH-53: Imiplemeritation of project-level TTRP30_1 Expaiided Alternative Vagiant 1

would zesult in a teduction in bn-street comimercial loading supply on Stockton Street such
that the existing Joading dernand during the peak hour, of loading activities could not be
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accemimodated within on-streetloading supply and may creafe 2 potentially hazardons.
condition or significant deldy that may affect fraffic, tranisit, ‘bicycles, or pedestridrnis;

TTRE30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant2

Impact TR-42: Implementation of the project-lével TTRP30. 1 Expanded Alterriative
Varjant 2 would result iri & sighificant traffic inipact at. thié intersection. of Columbuis
Avenue/Green Streef/Stockton Street fhiat would operateat LOS Ecoriditions under _
Existinig plus Service Improvements and thie TTRP:30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2.
conditions;

Impact TI{ 5& l‘mplemen{ahon of Ptro;ect Hlevel TIRPSU 1 Expanded Alternahve Vanant 2
that the exlshng 1oadmg demand dunng the peak hour of Ioadmg ar:b,vmes cou]d not be
accommodated within on-streef loading supply'and may create a ?ot,entraily hazardous
condition o sighificant de]ay thatmay affect fraffic, fransit; bmycIes, or pedestrizris; and

B. wﬂl haveé the following significant curiilative effects ori the enwrcmnent

-

¥

‘SaN FRANCISCO
Pl A

Impact C-TR-1: The Service Pohcy Framework: and Servxce Improveinents or Service
Variants, in combination with past, présént angd reasonably foreseeable development in'San -
Fraricises, would contributé corisiderably to 4 significant cufmilative impatt oritransit,
resulting in ariexceedance of Muni's capacity utilization standard on. the Mission corridor
Withiti the Sotithéast screenline of the Downfown screenfines-under 2035 Cumulative plus
Sél‘vi'ée' Triprovements only condjtions; :

ImPact C-TR-Z: The Service Policy Framework, TPS Toolkit elements as applied in the-
program—}evel TTRP corxidoxs, and the Service Improvements with the TIRP Moderate
Alternative, in combirjation with-past, preserit and teasoriably foteseeable development jit
San Fraricisco; would contribute considerably fo significant cumulative impacts on transit,
resultiing in exceedances of Muni’s capacity vtilization standard on the Fulton/Hayes
corridor within thé Northwest screenling and ori the Mission: corridor within the Sotthedst
screenline of the Downtown seréenlines under 2035 Cumulative plusSerwce
Improvements-and. the TTRF Moderafe Alternative conditions;

Tmpact CTR-3: The Service Pohey Eramework theTP5 Toolkit elemerits 45 applied in the

. programrlevel TTRP corridors; and the Service Improvements with the TTRP Expanded

Altematxve, il combination. thh past, present and reasonably foreseeahle development m
San Francisco, would .C,Qntr;bute onisiderably to-si ignificant cumnulafive fmpacts oni tiansit,
resulting in exceedanices of Muni's:capacity utilization standard on the Fulton/Hayes
corridor within the Northwest screenlme and oni the Mission corridor within the Soutfieast:
screenline of the Downtown screentines tmder 2035 Cumulative conditions plus Service
Imiprovements and the TTRF Exparided Alternative conditions;

Impack CIR-7¢ Impfemen’éahon of the Serviee Policy Framework Objective A, Action A. 3

:and Ob]ecnve c Actlons C 3 through C 5 and TPS TOOHGt‘ categones Lane Modlﬁcahons

Wlth past,_ present and reasonably foreseeable develo_pment in San Franusco, would result

NING DEPARTIENT B
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in cuthulative fraffic impacts af inferséctions along the cortiders tinder 2035 Cumulative
plus Service Improvements and thig TTRP Maderate Alternative conditions;

s«  Impact C-TR-9: Implementation of the:Service Policy Framework Objective. A, Action A.3
and, Objective C; Actions C.3 through C:5 and TBS Toolkit categories: Lane Modiications:
and Pedestnanlmprovements asapplied in program-level TIRP coiridors would résult in
camulative traffic impacts at infersections along the corridors under 2035 Cumulative plus
Service Imprivements anid the TTRP Expanded Alternativé coriditions;

% Impact CTR-43; Iinplementation ofithe Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3 and
Objective €, Actionis C.3 through C.5, and TP3 Toolkit Categories: Transit Stop Changes,
Lang ModJﬁcahons, Parkmg and Tum Resmchons, and Pedestrian Improvements as
applied to the program-level TIRP corridorsin combination with past, piésedt and
reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would resultin cumulative loading
impacts;

« Irapact C-TR-49; Iiniplementation of the Setvice Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3
and Objective C, Actions C.3, C.4and C.5, and the TPS Toolkit categories: Lane:
Modifications, Parking and Tutn Restrictions, and Pédeskrian: Improvements as applied.in
progtant-level TIRP corridors, in combination with past, present and réasonably
foreseeable development in San Francisco, may resultin significant camulative parking
inpatts »

TTRP] Expanded Alternativé

- Impact C-TR-13: Implementation.of thie 2035 Cumulativé plus Service Improvemernitsand
the TIRE] Expanded Alternative would contribute considerably to-cumulative traffic
fmnpacts at the interse¢tion of Marke’t/ChurchIMﬂ"l streets during the p.riv. pP_ak hour;

TTRP.5 Expanded Alternative:

» Impact C-TR=14:; Implemenfatlon of the 2035 Cumulative plus Servxce Improvements and
the TTRP5 Expanded Alternative would tesult in cumulative traffic intpacts at the
intersectiof of Pulton Sfreéet/Masonic Avertue during the pt. peak hour;

TTRESX Expanded Alternative

«  Imipact C-TR-15; hiriplefieritation of the 2035 Cumulative plus.Service Improverments arid
the TTRPSX Expanded Alternative would result in.cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Geneva Avenue/Carfer Street during the p.m. peak hour; ;

«  Impact C-TR-1¢: Implemientation of the 2035 Cuniulativé plusService Inipfovéments-and

the TTRP:8X Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impatcts at the
intersection of Geneva Avenue/Moscow Street during the p.m. peak hour;

TTRE4, Variant 1 Moderate Alfernative

» Impact C-TR-44: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative includinig
the TTRP.14 Variant1; TTRP.14 Variant 2, and TTRP30_1 in combination with past, present

SAN FRANCISCO B ) 7
PLANRKING DEPAFTBMENT .
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and other seasonably foreseeable development i Sani Francnsccy, would, result in

cumitlative Ioading imipacts;

Impact C-TR-52 Implemientation of the projéct-level 'ITRI’Moderate Alternative for the

“TTRP14 Variant Tor the TTRP.14 Variant2,:in combination with past, present and.
" reasonably foreseeable development in'Sart F.ranmsto, would result invsignificant

cumulative parking impacts;

TIRP.14 Variant 2 Moderate Alternative

Trpact C-TR-44: Tmplementation of the project-level TIRP Moderate Alternative including
the TTRE1A Variant 1, TTRP.14 Variant 2, and TTRE30._1 i corribination with past; preserit
and other reasonably foreseeable developmient in San Francisco, would resultin
cumulative loadmg 1mpactS' :

#  Impact C-TR-52 Implementation of the pm)ect—leVeI TTRP Modérate, Altemahve for the
TTRP14 Variant 1 or the TITRP.14 Variant 2, irt combination with past, present and
reasonably foréseeable-development in San Frandsco, wonld result in significant
cumulative parking impacts;

TIRR14 Expanded Alternatives

«  Xmpact CTR-17: Implementation of the:2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TIRE.14 Expanded Alfernative would result in preject and cumulative trafficimpacts at
the intersection of Randall Street/San Jose Avenue during thesa.m. peak hour;

s Imipact C-TR-18: Tmplementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Servicé Improvements and
the TTRR14 Expanded Alteinative would result i cimulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Mission/Fifth streets during the a.m. peak hous;

«  Tmpact C-TR-19: Implementation-of the 2035 Cumulative phus Service Improvements ard

the TIRF14 Exparided Altetriative would result ifi cumuilative impécts at thie intefséction of
Mlssxonllﬁfh streets duging the p.i. peak hour; :

Timpact C- TR~4S Implementation of the pro;ect ~Jevel TIRP Expande’ci Ait'éiiiahx;e

~1ncludmgthe TIRE14, TTRP30_1, TIRP3O lVarLantl 4nid TFRE30 T Variant 2, in

combination with past, présent and: reaSOnany foreseeable developmenf in8an Francisco,
would resultin pmjectand cumulative Ioading mpacts;

‘TTIRP:22_t Expanded Alterative

L

SAN FRANCISCO

Irapact C-TR-20: Tmplethentation of e 2035 Cumulative plus Service Jnprovements and
TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative wotild resalt in project and cumulative traffic impacts.at
the intersection of 16"Bryant streefs during the pim. peak hour;

'Impact C-TR-23; Implementahon of the 2035 Cumulative plus Servige Improvernents and
the TIRP:22_1 Expanded Alfernative would result in project arid cumiulative traffic impacts
at the intersection of 16“‘[Potrero streels duwring the pa. peak hou;

PLANNING DERAHTMENT ) 8
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" Tmpact C-TR-26: Implementation of the 2085.Camulative plus Service Improvements and

the TTRP:22_1 Expanded Altérnative woirld resulf in cumiilative téaffi¢ impacts at-the
ntersection of 16%/Owerts streets during the-p.m. peak hour;

Emipict C-TR-29: Tmplenentation of the:2035 Cuntulativé plus Service Improvements plus:
fhe TTRP22_I Expanded Alternative would result ineumulative traffi¢ impacts af the
iritersection of 16%/Fourth streets during the 2.m. arid p.m. . peak hours;

Impact G-TR-32: Tmiplementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP22_1 Expanded :Altérnative wiould result in project and cumulative teaffic impacts
af the infersection of 16%/Seventh streets during the'a.in. and p.m. peak hours;

Iimpact C-TR-54 Implementation:of the pro;ect -level TIRF Expanded Alternative for the:
'ITRPZZ 1, 'ITRP.ZZ 1 Vanant 1or 'I'I'RPQZ - Vanantz, in combmahon w:llh past present

~mmulahve parkmg 1mpaptst

TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1

Impact C-TR-21:, Tmplementation of the 7085 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TIRB22: 1 Expanded Altérndtive Variant 1 woilld resizlt in project and ‘traffic
cumulative fmpacts at the infersection of 16%/Bryant streets during the p.ir, peak hour;

Impact C-TR-244 Impleinéﬁtaﬁon of the2035 Cumulative plus Seryice Inprovements and

the TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative. Variant'l would result in project and cumulafive
traffic 1mpacts at the intersectign of Isﬂ‘/Potrem strééts during the pim. péak hour,

Impact C-TR-27 Implementation of the 2035 Cumidative plus Service Improveients srid
the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would:resultin- Cumulahv'e traffic impacts at

the mtersectlon of 16%/Owens streets during the p.m. peak hour;

Tnipact C-TR-30;: Implemientation of the 2035 Cumulative plus-Service: Tmiprovemerits and:

-the’ 'ITRP 22 i Expanded Alternative “Variant 1 would result in-‘cumulative traffic impacts at.

thig intersection of T6%/Fourth stieets during the i, arid p.m: peak hotirsy

Imipact C-TR-33: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improyerients arid
the TTRE.22_ 1 Expanded Alternative Varfant 1 would result in projectand cumiulative

traffic impacts at the intersection of 16%/Seventh streets'during the a.m; and pan. peak

hots;
Irapact C-TR-54: Implemtentation of the project-leve] TTRP Expanded Alternative for the:
TTRP22_1, TIRP:22_1 Variarit1, or TIRP22_1 Variant 2, in combination with past, present

and reasonably | foreseeable development in.San Francisco, would result in significant
cumulative parking impacts;

TTRP22_1 Expanded Alfernative Variant2

4

SAN FRANGISCO:

PI_ARMING DESARTVANT

Impact C-TR-22: Implementation of thie 2035 Ciumulative plits Service Improvemenits-and
the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altérnative Variant 2 would result iri ‘project anid cuinitlative.
traffic impacts at the intersection of 16%/Bryant streets during the p.mi. peak Hour;
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Impact C-TR25; Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Setvice uproverents and

-the TTRPZ2. 1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in project and cumalative
“tiaffic meacts at the intersection of Iéﬁ‘iPotrero streefs. durmg the pm pea’k houry

Ithe 'ITRPZZ 1 Expanded Altematwe Vanantz would resu{t in cwnulatwe trafﬁc ampacts at
‘the intersection of 16‘*’/Owens streets durmg the p.m. pealchour;

Impact C-TR-31; Imp’lementahon of thie 2035 Camulative plus Service Iniprovements and
the TTRP22 1 Expanded Altemative Variant 2 would resilt in cumulative traffic impacts at
the intersection of 16%/Fourth streets during thé a.m, and p-m. peak hours;

JImpadt C-TR-34: Implemeéntation of the 2035 Cumplative plus Seryice Ixnprovér}xent's and
‘the TTRP2? 1 Exparided ; Alternative Variant 2 would result in project and cumulative

tratficimpactsat the intersection of 16%/Seventh streets, during thea.m. and:p.m. peak

hours;

Impact C-TR-54; Implementation of the project-level TIRP Expanded Alternative for the

TTRP22_1, TTRP22_1 Variant 1, ox TIRR22_1 Varjant 2, in’ combination with past, present

and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would result in significant
cumulative parking impacts;

TTRP:30.1 Moderate Altermative:

Tmpact C-TR-44:: Implementation.of the project-level TIRP Moderate Alternative irichiding
‘the TIRP.14 Variant 1, TIRP.14 Variant 2, and TTRP.30_1 in combination with past, present
and ofher reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco; Would result in.
cumidative loading impacts;

TTRP30_1 Expanded Alternative

Impact C'-TR-BS Impiementatmn of the 2035 Cumula,hve plus Service Improvements and
the TIRR30_1 Expanded Alternative would vesult in project and ctimulétive traffic impacts
at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Sfreet;

Ympact C-TR-45: Tmplemenitation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative
incliding the TTRP.14, TTRP:30_1, TIRF.30_] Vatiant 1, and TIRE:30_1 Variant 2, iry
combination with past, present 2 and réasoniably foreseeable develoPment ify-San Francisco,
would result in project and cumulairve loading 1mpacts

TTRR.30_1 Expanded Alternative Vatiant 1

SAN FRANCISCA

Tmpact C-TR-36: Implemientation of the 2035 Camulative phis Service lmprovements and
the TTRE:30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would result in: ;profect and-cumulative
‘traffic fmipacts at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Stréet; and.

“Tmpact C-TR-45¢ Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternativé

inclhding the TTRE14, TIRP30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant T, and TTRE30_1 Variant2, in
combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable: deyelopment in San Francisco,
‘would result in project and cumulativé loading impacts; and

PLANNING DEPARTMENT - . 1 o
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TTRP30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2

s TImpact C-TR-37: Implementationi of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improverpents znd
the TTRP,30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result.in project and cumulative
traffie impacts at the intersection of Columbus Averiite/Green Street/Stockton Stréet; and

¢ Impact C-TR-45: Implementation of the project-level TIRP Expanded Alternative
including the TTRE14, TTRP.30_1, TTRP30_1 Varfarit 1, and TIRP.30_1 Variant 2, in
combiriation with past, préséit and reasonably foréseeablé development ‘in San Franicisco,
would result ire project and eumulative loading impicts:

Lhereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED. by the Planning Commission at its regular
neeting of March 27, 2014. o,

i
;

Ionas Iomn
Comrission Secretary

AYES; 'Wu,i?.’ong,f Hillis, Borde; Sugaya, and Moore
'NOES: Anfonini '
ABSENT;: None

ADOPTED:  March 37, 2014

SAN FRANGISGQ - 1 1»
PLANNING: DEPAH’TMENT L
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R _ SANFRANCISCO . SEEARCEE S
MUNICIPAL T.RANSPORTATION AGENCY : -
el BOARD:’OF DIRECTORS L

prcfcrred means Qf ttavcl and

- WHEREAS,The Tranmt Effectiveness Project ‘(TEP) is amajor SEMTA m1t1ahVe to

-improve Mum and hclp meet the Strategxc Plan’s miode shift goals arid

. WQI-IEREAS' 'I?he goals of the’ TEP are to- xmprove Mum travel speed; rellabﬂlty and
safety, make Muni a more t_tractxvc transporta’don mod : Jmprove cost—effechveness of Mum
operatlons and assxst in lmplementmg the Cxty S Transm 1rst pohcy, and :

: WHEREAS "Theé SFMT A applied to the Plannmg Department for cnvnonmental review
of, the TEP titider fhe: Cahfo hid i Enyir nriiental Quality Act, Public Resources: Code Sectloﬁs

~ 21000 ét:seq, (CEQA), ofi Funé 25, 2011; itd the Plariniiig; Departient determmed that an’

Envifoiimental Tmpact Report. (EIR) was,reqmrcd and prowded pubhc notice-6f that’ :
dctenmnatlon by pubhcahon ina newspaper ‘of gcneral mrcuIatlon on NovcmBer 9, 201 1 and

WHEREAS ‘On’ July 1 0 2013, the: Planmng Depamncnt pubhshed the Trans1t

. Eﬁ‘echvcness Proj ect Draft Environme L. Tmipact chorf: (DE]R) and’ promded pubho notice in'a
- MEWSPAPET.¢ ‘of general Girculation of the

i ablhty of the- DEIR for public reyiew: and: comment ~
and ofithe; date arid timé of: the Planhmg Jommission pubhc hcanng*on thie DEIR, snotice:

was maxled to, the Department s 11st of" persons requestmg such notxce and” S c s

WHEREAS Notlces’ .of, avalla’blhty of the DEIR and of the datd and time of; the pithlic.
heax:mg ‘were posted at the San Fl‘anClSCQ Couniy Clerk’s Ofﬁcc on transit vehlcles, and on the
Planning Department’s wcb sxtc on July 10 2013 and copiés were promded to all pubhc Iibraries
within San Francxsco and - _

the DE]R wete maﬂcd or otherwlse dehvered 10"
a hst of persons. requestmg it, to those nofed.on, the distribution list iti the DEIR, and to
govemment agcncxes 'thc latter both dlrecﬂy and through the State Cleannghouse and

WHZEREAS On'July-IO 2013; copies of

: WHEREAS Thc Planmng Commlssmn held a duly advcrtlsed pubhc hearmg on the

"DEIR on August 15,2013 and recetved pubhc comment on thc DEIR the pcnod for acceptance

of wntten commcnts endcd on, Scptember 17 2013 and

.....
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PAGE 2.

WI-IEKEAS The Planmng Deparhnent prepared responses 1o eomments on
envirofimental:issues received at the pubhe hearing and i writing during the 67 day public
teview period for the DEIR, prepared tevisions to the text of the DEIR. in response to, cofiiments
received or based on:additional information that besamie available during the public review
period, and corected errors in the DEIR. This:material was présented in a' Respoiises fo
Cnmments document pubhshed on Mareh 13, 2014 and’ :

WHEREAS The Planmng Deparhnent prepared a Fmal Envnonmentalimpact Report

. (FEIR), consisting of the DEIR ,-#ny consultations and comments received dﬂnng;the review ., -
process, any additional information that became available,, ‘the Resporises to Comments
-documerit, and the Supplemental Semce Vanants Memorandum dafed March 13, 2014 all as

© required by law; and. - , : s .

WHERBAS Enwmnmental review files have been made available for review by'the
SFMTA Board and: the pubhe (Planning Department File No. 2011.0558E. YThiese filés are
available for public review at thie Planiing Department at 1650 Mission Street; Suite 400,:nd are’
‘part of the record before the SFMTA Board and

b

FEIR: and found that 1ts contents and the procedures througlr wh1ch the FEIR was prepared
publicized, and reviewed complied with the pravisions of CEQA, the CEQA Gmdehnes and
Chapter31: of the Sar Francisco Administrative: Code; and

: WIEREAS The Planning Commission found that the FEIR reflects the mdependent
Judgment and analysm of the Cityand Coiinty 6f San Francisco, is  adequate, accurate.and
objective, a11d that the Responses to Commehts document, the Supplemental Service Varianits
‘Mermoratidum, and all releviit errata contdirno significanit revisions to the DEIR, and ceértified.
the completion of the FEIR in compliance w1th CEQA #nd the CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, The Plauning Commxsslon s CEQA certification motlon is‘on file wrth the
Secretary to ﬂle SEMTA. Board of Directors and 1 is mcorporated herein by this reference, nowW,
therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the SFMTA Board of Dncectors approves the Service Pohcy )
Framework as identified ity the FEIR and mcorporated herein by ﬂ:us reference; and be it. further

RESOLVED, That the SFMTA Board of Dlrecters approves +the Transit Préferential
Streets “Toolkit” as 1dent1ﬁed in the FEIR and mcorporated herem by thns reference; and be it
farther - : . i {

RESOLVED That thes SFMI‘A Board of Dlrectors approves at a'pro grammahc and -
conceptual level: the Serwce Improvements, Service-Related Capital Iniprovenents and both the
Moderate and Expanded Travel Tife Reduction Proposals Altematlves identified in the FEIR
and incorporated hefein by this reference and be it further- -
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. RESOLVED, Thit, mtakmg this approval action, the SFM'I‘A Board of Dxrectors adopts
CEQA Findings, which include rejecting alfernatives identified in the FEIR as infeasible and o
-adopting a statement of overriding conmderations, attached fo this’ Resolutxon as Enclosurc A and, -
;mcorporatcd herein by this reference, and beit further : :

RESOLVED Tha’c the SFM'I‘A Board of DJrectors adopts the Mmga’aon Monitoring and :
'Reporbng Program (MMRP) attached to this Resoluhon as Enclosure B; and beif further

. RESOLVED That thc SEMTA Board, authonzes the D1rector of Transportatmn to, direct
,staff to cofitinué with obtammg othermse necessary. approvals and to carry out the. actwns to.
Jmplement the PmJect :

I cemfy that the foregomg resoluuon was adopted by the Mimicipal Transportatxon Agency
' Board of Dlrectors and the Parking Authonty Comlmssmn at their mectmg of March 28, 2014

Secretary2 Mumc1pa1 Tran,sportanon Agcncy -
: Board and: Parkmg Aumonty Comm1ss1on '

1923



1924 - '




. Transit Effectxveness Project

" SFMTA Board of Directors
CEQA Findings
312112014 '

4elements thereof analyzed as lnfeastble and

»§Sect|on VI presents:astatement of ovemdlng con31deratlons settlng forth specn“ ic reasons ln
support of the Board's actlons to approve the PrOJect desplte lts significant and unavmdable

1925
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envsronmental rmpacts and its re)echon of the aIternatwes not lncorporateﬂ into the Pro;ect as
mfeas1bl : -

The MMF?? is requnred. by CEQA Sechon 21081 6 and CEQA Gurdelmes Sectron 15091 The
MVRP prowdes atable settlng forth each mntlgatlon meéasure listed in the FEIR for the: Pro;ect
that is requrred to reduce or avord a srgmf‘cant adverse 1mpact and that is made a con' 'f C ; P

measures IS set forth in the MMRP

'These f ndmgs are based upon substantxal ewdenoe Jn the entlre record before the SFMTA

o

‘ Envrronmental lmpact Report (“DEIR" or "DEIR") or ’the Reeponses to Comments doc" ‘ ent o
(“RTG") are for ease: of reference and are.not lntended to prowde an exhaustrve list of the )
evidetice refied upon for these fi ndmgs The. DE]R and the ReSponses to Comments document
together with the Supptemehtal Service Variants Memorandum dated March 13 2014 and '
Efrata dated March 27, 2014, comprise the FEIR

L APPROVAL-QF THE PROJECT
A Prolect Descrlptron

The: Transnt Eﬁectweness Project (TEP) is comprised of a: Servrce Pohcy Framework, Serwce
" Improvemerits and Sgrvice Variants, Service- related Cap]tat Improvements and. Trave| Tlme
Reduction Proposals (‘TTRPs"), including the Transrt Preferential Streets: Tootkrt The'TEP .-
.1rncludes Iocationis throughout the 49-square mrle Crty and County of San Francrsco and jsa.
prograim comprised of'a group of varied proj ts and proposals The TEP components will be
|mplemented on public land and within the pubhc rightof-way: throughout the City, on propeity-
largely- under the jurisdiction of the San F‘rancrsco Pubhe Works Deparfment and the SFMTA

The proposals that comprisé:the TEP vary'in the level of detarl provided, from hrghly specrﬁc
redesigns; 1nc]ud|ng capital rmprovements along-certain transportatlon comdors fomore -
conceptual poncy recommendations, Acoordmgly and pursugnt to CEQA Gurdehnes Sectlons
15161 and 15168, the: FEIR analyzed portions. of the TEP ata “pro;ect-level” where the: amount
‘and type of information available for those components Jent itself to. a detailed. and specrf TR
analysis of all potential environmental impacts, and other portions were analyzed ata* prOQram-
level™ (a more: conceptual Ievel) when the detalls about and ourrent level of desrgn for a s
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.component dld not allow for a prOJect ]evel analysxs. ]n parucular th_e Servxce Pollcy .

The Servrce lmprovements and Servrce Varlants mcIude creatlon of new transrt routes changes
in the ahgnment of some. extstmg routes elrmlnatlon of underused routes or route segments
changes to headways and’ hours of service, changes to the day of the week for service, and
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: changes to the, mrx of: locali‘llmltedlexpress sérvice on severai Toutes: The Sejvice -1 e
lmprovements were developed based ona. comprehensrve evaluatron of the' overa]l trahsrt A
nietwork and publrcinput from communrry meetrngs Specrﬁcally1 thesé prpposals include:

L =lncreas|ng frequency of tra srt service: alo "'g heavily used corndors

" » - Creating: new routes; -+ e *

" «.:Changirig existirig route aﬁgnments .. r A
. QElrmmatmg underutilized routes or, route seg;ments UL S
. -Introduorng larger buses on crowded routes o '

Largh

some routes or- change the type of vehlcle us d on so_ 2 routes ln addmon many of the '
- service vanants work in.concert to i improve: servlce along a pamcular corndor or nerghborhood

LA

S;f Servrce-Related Capital lmprOVements

Some of the:Service Improveiments will be: supported by Servrr:e-re]ated Capital lmprovements
The Sewrce-related Capital lmprovements mclude the followmg ‘a) Transfer and TermrnaI Point :
Improvements which include installation of overhead wiring and po1e 3 mstallatton of riew
_switches, - bypass rails, and/or trapsit bulbs expansron of transit zones and modrfcatron of
sidewalks at stops to acconimodaté fubstantlal passenger inferchanges and/or 't provide for
i-’rranSJt vehlcle Iayovers ‘b Overhead W"Ire Expansr i capital lmprovements to support service
--route: changes for electric. trolley routgs and provrde bypass wwes to allow troﬂey coaches to
pass one another onexisting routes oy Systemwrde Caprta] Infrastructure pro)ects Such as
jnstallation of ew accessrble platforrns to imprave: system accessrbllrty across the lrght Tail
network S Fi . . L .

4 . Travel T'me Reductron Proposals (TT RPs) Usrng the Transrt Preferentral Streets
(TPS) Toolkit |

The Travel Tiine Reduction Proposals (TT RPs} wrll 1mplement roadWay and transrt stop changes
to reduce trans;t delay on the maost heavily used routes that make: up the backbone of the Mum
system; which is referred to as the-Rapid Network, Thé SFMTA has identified a set of 18"
standard roadway and traffic engineering elements that tan be-uséd to‘redudce transit fravel time.
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RN SN

along & trans;t comdor .Collectively, these fools-or elements are called the: TranSIt Preferentlal
Streets: Tdolkit €T PS. Toolk{t") The TPS Toolkit elemgrits will be: applied to 17 Rapid Ne{work

- transnt comdors to 1mprove "eratlon ofthe Munl system These elements lnclud R

‘ - fParklng and Turn Restnctnons lmplement%turmng restnctnons"‘wndenmg traVel lanes 4
éithrough parklng restncttens lnstallmg traﬂ’ ic sngnals at uncontrolled and two—way stop-_:“

. de\(eloped concepfual plannmg for the remalnlng 6 TI'RP comdors for whlch spemﬂc comdor o
destgns WI" be developed at a later stage of the prOJect These corrtdor destgns were thus
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Under either-alternative, the Service Pohcy Framework; the Servrce lmpro\/ements Service
‘Varignts, the Service-related Capital Impravements, and the TPS Toolkit as applied to the
progfam-level TTRP corridors would be implemented. The différence between the two
alternative projects is that under the TTRP Moderate Alternative, these elements would be |
implenentéd iri‘combination With'a “moderate” number of TPS Toolkit glerients along certain
Rapid Nétwork’ corriders; and, under the TTRP. Expandéd Altérnative, these elements would be:
implemented in. combination with: an] expanded" humber of TPS Toolkrt elements along the
same Rapid, Network corndors L - e -

Flease note that when the DElR was publrshed the SFMTA had developed pro;ect~level details:
for only 8 of the 17 TTRP carridors.. Subsequently, SEMTA staff developed project-level details
for three more of the TTRPs, ysing the TPS Toolkit: Wth this addrtrona[detall the TTRPLL,
TTRPS, ahd TTRR.71_1 Moderate and Expanded Alternatives were analyzed ata project level
of detarl m the RTC document These three TTRPS wou d bave the same. srgmf cant and Iess-
mrtigatuon measures WOuld be: apphcable Chapfer 2 of ihe RTC documenﬁ Pro;ect Descrrptron
Revisions, provides.a detailed description of the three additional project-level TTRPsand a

. summiary of their significant and less-than-sigiiificant impacts. Chapter 5'of the RTC document,
DEIR Revisions, presentshe results of the impaet analyses of the riew thrée piojectlevel .
TTRPs as integrated inta EIR.Chapter 4, Environmental Sefting, Impagcts; and Mitigation -

~ Measures and Chapter 6, Alteatives. Thus, 11 of the 17 TTRPs are analyzed at the project-
level in the FEIR. In addition, the descrptions and analyses of TTREN and TTRFP5 Moderate
and. Exparided ‘Alternatives were updated in the FEIR based or minor desrgn modn“ catrons to
these two projéct components that occurred after the DEIR was pubhshed

B. Pro;ecf Ob jectlves

- The FEIR dlscusses several Pro;ect objectives 1dentrf ed by the SFMT A as Project Sponsor
The obrect*ves are: S

» Tojmprove, to the: greatesi extent possible; fransit speed, rellabrh’ty and safety by )
‘redesigning routes; fo reducé travel time along- high-ridérship corridors by optlmrzmg
transit stop ; locatlons rmplementmg traffic engineering changes and constructlng caprtal
infrastructure’projects; and fo.i improve safety for pedestnans blcychsts and riders at
rntersectrons by lntrodumng infrastructure- changés (e.g. pedestnan buibs transnt bulbs,
etc.jthatlead to safer transrt operation;, )

« To make Mum a more attractlve transportatron mode and increase, transrt rldershlp
: through both attractmg new rlders and rncreasmg use by current nders by: servrng major
' ongm—destrnatron patterns such as between reglonal trapsit connections: and major
employment sites; providirg drrect and efﬁcrent service: through reductron or eliminatioi
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i of C|rcu1tous route segments redumng crowdmg through shlftlng resources to imprOVe
customer comfort and decreasmg pass-upS' and redesngmng routes to maXImlze

("NOP") and Notlce of Pubhc Scopmg Meetlngs ﬂon November 9 2011 and held two Pubhc i
Scopmg Meetmgs on December 6and 7, 20‘11 ‘

'Jetters to the Planmng Department Comments ralsed the foltowmg concems*related,to [ ,hyslcal
envxronmental effects aesthetlcs of vanous tranSIt facﬂltles lncludmg overhead WIres the

“ 'dlverslons due to new tranth and pedestnan bulbs, Iocatlons of and dlstance between tra
stops the: potentlal for- shrﬂs in.travel modes ooncern about Joss of parkmg and Ioadmg,
-pedestrian safety concems; the enwgonmental. review:process; suggested usé o.f..d!ffer.ent
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'approaches to-the transportatlon lmpact anat ysis such as prevadmg estrmates’ ofttme saved
and requested variations of somie service: 1mp'rovements :

44444

The. San Francrsce Planning Department pubtrshed an Initial Study on January 23 2013 The
*lnrtlal Study Wwas disfributed to the Staf Cleannghouse and matled to local etate, and federat

- agericies and to'other interested partiesion Jatary 23; 2013, initiating a '30-day’ pubilc N

comment perrod extendlng frofmi January 24, 204, 3 through February 22 2013.‘; A copy of the
lnrtial Study is avaslable in Appendlx 2i m Vofume 2 of the EIR S :

_ ( pare a DEIR whrch deSOrlbes both of the
"Prolect Alternatlves;'; presents the. envrronmental settrng, identlt‘ ies potential Impacts ata
program Jevel' ora project-level of détail forboth Alte,'_ twes presents mntrgatron measures for:
rmpacts found to be srgnrﬁcant oF potentrally sngnjﬁcan_ :
Alternatives and, their impacts, and compares their lmpacts and thOSe ofthe No Pr01ect
Attematnve In assessrng construchon and operatlona[ rmpacts of the. PmJect the DEIR also

Pro;ect i combrnatton wrth other past present and reasonabty foreseeable future actrons w:th '
poteritial for impacts on the same resources: -. :

:Each enwronmental isstie presented in the DEIR is analyzed with respect ta srgmﬁcance cntena

. that are baséd ‘on the San Franclsccx Planmng Department Envtronmental Plannmg Dnvtsron '
(“EP"} gurdance regarding the environmental effects to be consxdered srgnrﬂcant EP guldance
is, in: turn based on CEQA Gmdehnes Appendlx G wuh some modrfrcatrons )

The Department published the DEIR on July:10; 2013, The DElRwas crrculated to IOGaI state
and federal' agenicies and to interested organtlons and individuals for review and comment *
begrnmng on July 11, 2013 for a 67 day pubhc revxew penod whrch ended on September 17
testlmony on the DEtR on August 15, 2013 The Plannrng Department also receIVed wntten
comments onthe. DEIR sent through mall hand-delivered or by ernall

The San Francrsco Planning Department then prepared the' Responses fo Comments document
( RTC"). This document; which pravides written respornise to éach commeht received ori the-.
DEIR that raises environmental isstes, was pubhshed on March 12, 2014, andincludes coptes
of all of the comments. received oh the DEIR and responses to thosé comments. The RTC .
provided additional. updated information aid clarification on issues raised by commeriters, as' -
‘well as:Planning Department DEIR text chariges: - The fext changes included more detailed”
analyses, at a project level, for three transit Travel Time Reduction Proposal (TTRPs)-for both
'the Moderate-afnd Expanded Alternatives that had previously been analyzed in the DEIR at a

-
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 program. level theTTRP L (L Taraval), TTRP g9 (9/91. San Bruno), and TI'RP 711 (71 Halght”?'f-
Nonega)

o ~ﬂw1th Sec;-tloné\tn(c) oftheTrans ortw llon Code St

3. San Francxsco Board of Supervnsors Actlons e

The Plannlng Commlssmn S cemﬁcatlon of the FEIR may be appealed to. the Board of
S.up.e.m.sp.rs I appea;led .the Boazd_of Sugerv!sgrs. will determing whethje_r to uphold the
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' certn‘“ catlon orto grant the appeal and remand the FEIR to the Plannrng Department for further
:rewew. : LD e

Addrtronal actrons that may be taken by the Board of SUpervrsors* are'

abando""‘

X . ':Review and approval of system changes related i
the Department Qf Public orks

e Approva! of srdewalk changes upbori referral fr

e :Approvaf by the Department of Publ’rc Wor s of si .ewalk Iegrs al lon and constructron )
penod encroachment perrmts z

.-Referrars T ce

5;, ?'Other—Local State, and Federal Agencres

: Implementatron of the Pro;ect wrll mvolve consultatron wrth or reqmred approvals by, other 1ocal '

state: and federal regulatory agencres mcludlng, but not hmlted fo, the followmg

S The Transportatron Ad\nsqry Staff Commlttee (“TASC”) Coordmatron of all roadWay and
o fransrt changes E
e Crty of Daly City; Approva] of lnstallatlon of a'traffic srgnal and: transrt bulb in Da]y City.
. Calrfemia Depaitiment of Transportatlorr ("Caltrans’} Drstnct 4: Approva[ of temporary
constructlon street encroachment permrts wrthrn Caltrans nghts—of -way.

. To the ex’reni‘ that the identified mitigation measures require consultation. with orapproval by
~ these other. agencles ‘the. SFMTA Board urges these agencies to assistin rmplementrng,
coordrnatang, or approvmg the mltlgatlon measures as appropnate to the pamcular measure.

6. Locatlon and Custodian of Records

The DEIR and all documents referenced in-orrelied.on by the Draft and FEIR; the DEIR publici’
. hearing transcfipt, a copy of all letters regardmg the EIR received during the Notrce of
Prepardtion and DEIR public: review periods,.the administrative record, the: Responses to
Comiments document -and the. Supplemental Ser\nce Variants Memorandum and background
décumentatiori for the FEIR are located at the: P!annmg Department 1650 Missibn Street: San
Franicisco: (Plannlng Department Case File No, 2011. 05585) The P!anmng Commission
Secretary, Jonas lomn is.the custadian; of records for the Planning Department. and the
Planning Commrssron : :

10
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All lnformatlon, lncludmg wntten matenals and testrmony, ccznt:emlng’~ proval‘ of. the PmJe"'
and adoptron of these: ﬁndlngs presented t6 the SFMTA Board OF lncorporated lnto Teports’
: presented to the SFMTA Board are: Iocated at the SFMTA off' ices at On South Van'N
AVenue 7h ﬂoor San Francrsco

FEIR, but lnstead lncorp rate them by reference and rely upon them as substantlatewd nce . .
SUPPOFﬁHQ these findings.; i+« . , i

Thess fi ndllngs do'rict attempt ‘to-déscribe
contalned |n t EEIR lnstead afu]l eXp i
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As set forth below, the. SFMTA Board adopfs’ and rncorporates the rmtrgatron measures setfoih
in'the FEIR and the attached MMRP té substaritially- lessen or avoid the. significant impacts’ of
the Pro)ect “The-SFMTA Board intends ta’adopt all the mlirgatron nieasures ‘broposed in the
-FEIR. Accordingly, in the eventa mitigation measure idenfified fn ’the FEIR has. 1nadver’tently
beeri omitted in these fi ndings or the MMRP such mrtlgatxon measure is hereby adopted and
rncorporated in the findihgs below by | reference In addrtlon, in the: event the language e
descnbtng a mitigation measure set forth in these ﬁndmgs or the MMRP fails to accurately
reflect the mrtrgatlon Theéasures in the FElR due o a clerical- error, the language of the pollcres o
and. 1mp|ementat10n fneasures 4s set forth in the'FElR shall control. The: impact: numbers and

mltlgatron measure numbers used in these ﬂndlngs reflect the mformation contarned in. the

of the FEIR orthe mltlga._lon measures rdentn“ ed in the FEIR for the Pro;ect

The f'ndtngs below mclude findings relevantto the TTRP Moderate Alternatuve an.,..

Expanded Alternative. Under either alfematrve the FEIR assumed that the Service F’olrcy
Framewerk; the Servrce lmprovements “Service Vanants‘ t ,fe»-Servrce-related Capttal ‘,
lrnprovemente and the TPS Toolkrt as applred fo the program-level TTRP eorridors would be:
rmplemented Itis ot known &f this tlme wtuch _specn"c alternatnve or mrxture of proposals from
the two alternattves will be ultrmately approvad by'the SFMTA Board for- each TTRP corridor; 1t
is llkely that over trme a mix of the proposals dascnbed inthe TTRE Moderate Alternatnze and
theTl'RP Expanded Altematlve will be adopted and. |mplemented along the various COl’rldOl'S
Because of this; in taking:this actlon the:SFMTA Board makes the fallowing fi indings regardlng

' ~'the potential for environmental impacts and required ritigation measures for both the TTRP

4 M’oderat‘eAlt’ernatiVeand the TTRP Expanded Al‘temaﬁvé as e:ach‘ are described in the FEIR..

1. IM PACTS FOU ND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT AND THUS DO. NOT REQUIRE
; MITIGATION

Under CEQA no mrtrgatlon measures are requrred for tmpacts that are less than mgnrﬁcant
(Pub. Resources Code § 21 002 CEQA Gmdellnes §8 15126.4(a)(3) end 15091 J- Based an the:
g evrdence in the whele - cord of thls pre eed" 'g, the Board finds that mplemerttaﬁon of the::
Proposed Pro;ect wjl hot result if S - impacts in th ,followrng areas and that these
impact areas therefore do not reqwre mrtrgatron oy e

Land Use and Land Use Planning
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. "[mpacts LU-1 LU—2 and LU-3 The pr0posed Pro_]ect would not physncally d;vlde g
oo gigtablished commﬂnlty wiguild riot conflict with appllcable land: use. plans; policie ot
' A regu]atlons of, f.an agency; with le’lSdlCthl] over the project adopted for.the: purpose of:-
' d | mgatmg an env i ‘Ant_al effect, or havea substantial ady er rse:impact on,

consnderab!e contnbutlon to SIan‘” cant cumulat
archaeologlcal resources

13
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Transpoxtatlan ‘nd Circulation

s The proposed Pro;ect wou[d not result in changes to'air trafﬁe patterns because the: '
.- ‘project site is:not locatéd Wlthm an alrport land use plan area or |n the wcmlty ofa pnvate
airstrip. A

. The prOposed Pro;ect WOuld nof SUbstantvally mcrease transportatnon hazards due foa.

fhelr temporary and hmlted duratlon

. ;lmpact TR-2:. lmplementatlon ofthe Service Pollcy Framework Objectlves A thmugh D
- - would:not result i significant 1mpacts 1o localor reglona[ transit, traffic operatncns,
pedestnans -and cychsts loadmg, emergency vehncle aceess; or parklng

.« impact TR-4: Tinplerfientation of the Policy Framework Ob,ectiveA Actlgns ‘A1, A2 and
A4, Objective.B, Actions B.1 through B4, Objective C; Actions C.1 and C.2, and
Objectlve DB, Actions D.1 through D.4 would notresuft in &gmﬁcant irafﬂc lmpacts

,: «. Impact TR-6: limplementation of the Policy ‘Framework Ob)ectWeA Achons A,1 ‘A2 and
A4, Objective B, Actions B:{ through B4, Objecfive C, Actions C.1 aid G.2, and-
Objective D, Actions D, 1 through.D.4-would niot result i in sngmf‘ cant loading impacts.

.« ImpactTR-7: implemeritation of alf of the TPS Taolkit categones Transit Stop Changes,
Lane Mod;ﬂcatjons, Parking and Turn Restrictions, Traffic Signal and Stop Sign
Changes, and Pedestrian Improvements, would hiot result in: significant impacts to local
or regional transit;: pedestnans and bicycles; emergenicy vehicle access, or parkmg '

s Impact TR-9: Implerrientatian of the: folfowmg TPS Toolkit: categanes Trans:t Stop
Changesi Parking and Furn Restnctlons, and Traffic Swgnal and Stop Sign Changes,
. would hof restiltin significant traffic inpacts.

o Impact TR-11; lmplemenfatnon of TPS Toolkit element categow Trafﬁc Slg nal and Stop
. Sigm Changes would not resu(t in slgnlf‘ cantl : dmg |mpacts

CE -lrnpact TR-12- Implementatlon of program—levei Ser\nce—related Cap;tal lmprovements
. I».Z, TTPL3, TTPLA; OWE.B; and SC1.1). would riot result in significant

: lmpacts 'to Jocal of regtonai transrt trafﬁc operetions pedestnans and blcychsts Ioadmg.

: "emergency vehlcle access, or parkmg L

s ImpactTR-13: Implementatton of any of the TPS Toolklt categones Transvt S’(Op
Changes; L.ane Modifications, Parking and Tur. Restrictions, Traffic Signat and Stop. -
Sign Changes; and Pedestrian Improvements along the nirie program-level TTRP .
corridors would not result in significant impacts tolocal or regional transit; pedestnans

.and, bicychsts emergency vehicle access; .or parkmg -

» Impact TR-{ 5 Implementation of any TPS Toolk|t elements wnthln the fol!owmg
'categoneS' Transx top, Changes Paﬂung and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic Srgnal and
Stop Sigh, Changes along the program- leVel TTRP: comdors WOuld riot result ln '
significant 1mpacts on fraffic.operations,  * °

14

1938



‘ TransntEffectlveness Pro]ect
" SFMTA Board of Directors
CEQA Findings

' 31'21 12014

U t reisult in ignificant: lmpacts"_
and bxcycl sts. loadlng, emerge

2 =Xpal '
would have Iess-than«sngmﬁcant traff ic. lmpacts at nine study lntersectlons that'would

P
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.;{-operate at LOS D or better under Exlstmg plus Servrce lmprovements and the W

lmpact TR—41 Implementatlon of the pro1ect-level TTRP- o_t Expanded Altematwe
Variant 1- would have less-th ne-significant traffic rmpacts at Hine study intersections that
‘would aperate at LOS D or. better. under Existing. plus: Servrce [mprOVements and the

TTRP:30_1 Expanded AlternatrveVananH conditions..

o ,,.Varlant 2w

o lmpactTR-45 -1

plementation of the prOJect-level TTRP.30: 1 Expanded Altematwe
N would have less:fhan-significant traffic impacts at niné study intersections that
" -would, operaté at LOSD or better Under Existing plus: Servrce lmproVements and the
'!TRP 30.:1 Expanded Altemahve Vanant 2 condltlons . e

- lmpact TR-44; [mplementaﬂon ofthe. pro1ect _tevel TTRP Moderate Altematwe for the
TIRP.J, 'ITRP L; TTRP.N; TTRP5, TTRP.8X; TTRP9, TTRP.14 Variant. 1 JTRP 14
' Variant 2, FTRP.22.1, TTRP 281, TTRP.30.1, or TTRP.71_1 would not result in -
srgmf cant rmpacts to pedestnans and bicyclists. .

- Inpact TR43: |

X3 plementation of the pro;ect—leVel TIRF Expanded Altematnve forthe
¢ 2 TIRRY, TIRPL TTRPN; TTRP.5, TTRP.8X; TTRP.9; TTRP.14, TTRP.22 1, TTRP 22 1
_ Variant4, TTRP.22. 1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_1 Expanded Alternative, TTRP,30: 1,* -

-~ TTRP30:1 Nariant 1, TTRP.30.:1 Variant 2, O TIRR71.1 ‘would not result in srgmt’ fcant
lmpacts o pedestnans and bicyclrsts i :

. ]mpact TR=46: ' Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Altematrve for the

’ HTTRPJ 'ITRPL TTRPN TTRPs TTRPBX TTRPS, TTRP22. 1 TTRPZS 1, or

lmpact TR—47 Implementatlon of the pro;ect teVeI TTRP Expanded Altemahve forthe
h TIRPJ, TTRRL: TTRPN TTRP5, TTRR.8X, TTRP.$, TTRP.22_1, TTRR.22 1 Varianit 1.
- TIRP:22, .1 Varjant.2; TTRPZB A, orTTRPY’t 1wou!d not result in'significant ldading
impacts, ™ '

Impact TR-55: lmp[ementatlon of the. prqect—level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
TIRP, TIRPL, TTRPN JTRP.5, TTRP.8%; , TTRP.G, TTRP.14 Variant1, TTRP-14
Varfant 2, TTRP.22. 1, TTRP.28 1. TTRP.30"1, or TIRE, 741 would not result in

' srgnrf icant 1mpacts on emergency vehrc[e access

 Im pact TR-586: lmplementatron of the prorect~leve[ TTRP Expanded Alternatrve t‘orthe

.. TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRPN, TTRP.5; TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRR.14, TTRP:22:1 TTRP22 1
Varrant‘l TTRR22_1 Variant 2, TTRR.28:: 1, TTRP:3 @‘1,TTRP 30. 1Varrant1
TTRP:30_1 Variant 2, or TTRP, 71 1 would not result in sh mfcant |mpacts on.
emergency vehrcle access

. ._.‘;'

lmpact TR-57 Implementahon of thé: pro]ect—leve! TIRR Moderate Altematrve for the
TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRPN, TTRP‘ : TTRP. SX TTRPS, TTRP:14 Variant 1, TTRP 14
Variant 2, TTRP.22 1 TTR RR.30_1, orTTRP?t 1 v uld not result ina
"srgmﬁc _t'parkmg lmp ¢t '

Im actTR-58 Implementatron of the pro;ect~leve[ TFRP.Expanded AtternatWe forthe .
TTRPJ STTRPL; TIRPN, TIRPS, ’ITRPBXi TTREY, TIRR 14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP22 : 1
Vanant1 TTRP.22_ 1Vanant2 TTRP.28_1; TTRP 30_1, TTR 1Vanant1
*TTRPSO A Vanantz orTTRP71 A would not result in a_‘_. _ _‘nt parkrng 1rnpact

vy
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- - Impact C-TR-4: lmplementatlcn of the Servrce [mprovaments or Servrce Vanants, in:

+ = combinatior with, past; present and reasonably foreseeable. development in'San’

i 203 Lrlatrve pluis, Servrce lmprovements and'the TRP' Moderate Altematrve

. Francisco, ‘would not contribute’ consrderab}y to ridership at thé regional transit-
- scréenlines-on: AC Transit; Calfrain, Golden Gaté Trahsit, S Trans, and other regronal
ferry St rvrce unde 2035 Cumulatrve pius Servrce Impro ements only condrtrons :

contnbute consrderably to: rldershrp at the reglorral' transrt
o -Caltrarn, quden Gate Transrt SamTrans ~and other regronal ferry

[ i p H Al
‘ Stop Srgn Changes in combmatron with past' present and'reasonably foreseeable :
* - developmentin San. Franicisco, would have" less-than:significant traffic impacts under

- srgnrf‘ cant cumuIatNe traﬂ“ ¢ rmpacts »
' lmpact C—TR-12 lmplementatron ofthe T!’RP Mdderate Alternative ‘for.the:TTRP J;

“ TJRPLITTRPN, TTRPS, TTRP8X, TTRP.9, TTRP14 Variant 1, TTRP.14 Variant 2,

TTRP.22 1, 'FTRP:?.& L 1 TTRP:S, .1, or. TTRP.71:1 would Have’ less—than-srgnn" cant

-traffic 'p_acts urider 2035 Cumulative plus Serviee: lmprovements ‘and the TTRP-
_Moderate Alternative condf |t|ons -and therefore: would not’ contnbute to ariy'significanit
cumulatrve traff ¢ impacts. .

LT
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Impact C-TR-38: Im plementatlon of the TTRP Expanded Alternative for the * TTRP J,

TTRP.L, TTRPN:TTRP.5, TTRR.8X,.TTRP.9; TTRP.14, TTRP.22 1,TTRP:22 1. -

Variant 1, TTRP.22. 1 Variant 2; TIRP, 28 1, TTRP 30_1, TTRP.30_1 Vanant‘l -

TTRP.30.: 1 Variant 2; or TTRP71 1.in combmation with past,. present and reasonably

. foreseeable development inSar Franceco -would not contribute considerablyto -

- significant cdmulatlve traffic impacts at 16 study intersections that would operate at LOS
tnder 2035 Cumulative plus Setvnce lmprovemenfs and the TTRP Expanded

= lmpact C-TR-39 lmplementatlon of the TT RP Expanded Alternatlve for the TTRPJ
TTRP.L, TIRP.N; TTRP.5, TTRP.8X; TTRR.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22. 1, TTRP.22_1 Vanant
-1, TTRP 221 Vanant 2, TTRR28 1. TTRP:30._1, TTRP:30._1 Vanant 1, TI‘RP30 1
a Varlant 2, or TTRP.71_1 would: not result in slgnd‘ cant cumulative trafﬁc impacts at48
“":"study intersections: that would operate at | OS D or befter urider:2035, Cumulatlve plus
“ Bervice lmprOVem nts and the TTRP Expanded Alterqatlve condltlons

Q-lmpact C-TR—40 : lmplementatron of the Service: Poltcy Framework and any of the TRS
Toolkit: elements within categories: Transit Stop: Changes, L.afie Modifications; Parking
and Tum Restnctlons and Trafﬁc Slgnal and Stop Slgn Changes and PedEStrlan

pres i 't-and reasonably foreseeable development m San Franmsco, would have Iess-
i than-sxg'nn“ cant cumiylative pedestnan and bicycle |mpacts '

lmpact C-TR41; Implementation of the Sernvicé lmprovements or Servuce Variants and
the project-level TTRP: Moderate:Alterniative for the TTRP.J; TTRP.L, TTREN, TTRP.5,
TTRP.8X, TTRP,9, TTRF:14 Variant 1 and TTRP Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, TTRR.28._1,
TTRP.30_1, or TTRE71_1, i combination with past; present and reasonably
foreseeable dévelopment in San Francisco, would Have lesS-than»sxgnlﬁcant cunitlative
pedestrian and bicycle impacts. .

. Impact C-TR-42: Implementation of the Servzce Imiprovements: o Service Vanants and -
the projéct-level TTRP Expanded Altemative for the TTRP4J, TTRPL, TTRP.N, TTRRS5,
TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP14, TTRP22 1, TTRP.22.1 Variant 1, TTRP22_1 Vanantz
TTRP.28_1, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Varant 1, TTRP:30- 1 Variant 2,.6r TTRR.71_1, in
g comblnatlon with past present and reasonably foreseeable development in San
Francvsco WQUld haveless—than—sngmf‘ cant cumulative pedestrian and bicycle impacts:

Impact C-TR-46: implementation of the: Policy. Framework Objective A; Actions A1 A2
and A.4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B4, Objéctive C, Actions. C,1 and C.2; and
Objective D, Actions: Du1-through D.4; TPS Toolkjt Category Traffic Signal and Stop Sign'
Changes as: applied in program-level TTRP corridors, Service Improverents or Service
Variants, and Service-related Capital [mprovements, in.combination with: past, present
and reéasonably foreseeable dévelopment in San:Francisco, woild fiave less-than--
mgn;ﬁcant cumulative loadlng 1mpacts :

Inipact C—TR—47 lmplementatlon of the pmJect-level TTRP Moderate Alternatlve for the,
TTRPJ, TTRRL, TTRPN, TTRPS, ATRE8X, TTRPS, TTRP22_1, TIRP.28 1;or
. TTRP.71_1, in combination with past, preSent and reasonably foreseeable development
».dn San Francisco\ would have less-than-slgnrf‘ cant cumulative loadlng lmpacts

18
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o ImpactC-TR-48 Implementatton of the prqect—level 'LTRF'-:: :“xpanded AlternatNe for fhe.”'
TRP P TI'RP X‘ TI'RPQ "ITR 2 1 TFRPZZ 1Vanant1 B

L Improvements
permanent nonse I

L ‘Propo; : 4 g ¢
N excesswe ground—bome v1bratlon or n01se Tevels along'affected tranSIt routes

19, .
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Impaot C-NO-1; - The Sefvice Porcy FrameWOrk and the: constructron and operatron of |

"+, “the proposed TEP; including Service: Improvéments and- Sévice Variants; Sérvice-

~ -related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs and. TTRP Variants, in combination with other

. ~past, present, or feasonably foresegable: futtite’projests, would not iricrease coistruction

Air Qualrty

Y

.

»

' .

.

. substantrally above exrstmg ambie

Ce Impact AQ-S The Servrce Pollcy Framework and the. proposed project-levet Servrce

nolse and vibration or operational noise and vrbratron levels anng affected transit routes

I

T ,h.e.‘ P’I’OP‘E)SGQd F’rOJectwouId fiot résu st

Impact AQ«‘I Th_e Servrce Polrcy Framework.and constrdctron actrvrtres proposed under
. the Service Improvements and Service Variants, Service-rélated. CapttaI Improvements;,
~and TTRPs and TTRP Variants would not restlt in a violation of air quality standards or.
*contribute substéntially to an exrstlng or pro;ected air quahty violation; rior would it resolt
ina curnulatrver considerable nét ingredsé of criteria-air pollutants; for which the project -

; regron is |n onattamment undet an appIroabIe ambrent air qUaIrty standard

ImpactAQ~2 The Servrce Policy. Framework and constructron actrv ies. proposed under
the Service Improvements and Service Vdiiants, Service-related Caprtat Improvernents,
and TTRPs and TTRP Variants would rict generate emissioris of PM, s afid toxic.air
‘‘contaminants;: rncIudrng diese} particulate: matter, at IeveIs that wouId expose sensrtrve
receptors fo substantlal pollutant cohcentratlons E

Improvements and Service Variants in combination with the TTRPs and TTRP-Variants:
. Would: ot result in & violation of 4ir quality: standards of contribute substantially t6 an
exrstrng or projected air qualrty violation nor result in a cumulatlvely considerable net. -
Increase of any riteria air poIlutant for which the: prorect regron isin nonattarnment

. undet-an applicable: armbierit air quality ¢ standard

lmpact AQ-4: The' Service Policy Framework and proposed prO]ect-IeveI Servrce
Improvements. and Serviceé Variants would not generate etnissions of PM; s and’ toxic air
contaminants, rncludrng diesel partrculate matter, at levels that would expose sensrtrVe
receptors to-substantial pollutant concentratrons S : .

Impact AQ-5: The Servrce PoIlcy Framework and constructron and operatlon of the
* proposed: TEP: ncluding the Setvice ImprOVements and Service Variants, Service:

* related Capital Improvéments, and TTRPs'and TTRP Variants; would not conflict.with or

. obstruct rmplementatron of the 2010 Clean Arr P]an,, the Bay Area's app]rcable air quality
pIan P

Impact C-AQ-T: The Service Policy | Eramework and constructron and operatron of the-
: proposed TEP: Jdhcluding: the Service: Improvements and Servrce Variarits; Service::
related Capital Improvements and TTRPs and TTRP Variants, ih'combination with, past;-

' present and reas any foreseeabIe future pro;ects Woutd not resuIt ina cumutatrvely

proposed TEP rncludrng the Servrce ImprOVements and Servrce Vanants Servrce~
related Caprtal Improvements and TTRPs and TTRP Vanants in combmatron W[th past,

20
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present and reasonably foreseeable fiiftiré projects; wor B
PMz.s and toxuc air: contammants mcludmg dlesel partlc

.. the constructlon or. expansnon of recreatlonal fac:lltles that mlght have an
: physncal effect on the envnronment * : .

i

on the - project sntes but would be adequately
comply with federal, state ahd local statutes 4

21 .
1945



Transrt Effectiveness Project .
JET I e LN - o Ao 0 y SFMTA Board of Dll'ectol‘s

N B " CEQAFindirigs:
RV ) : A s s 3/2112014

. flmpact C~UT—1; The propOSed Pro;eot rn cohibination wrth‘other past present ;or
<= . reasonably foreséeable-futire projects would. nof fesult in-a cumulatrvely considerable .
' contributron to srgmf carnit cumulatlve impacts on- utrlltres and servrce systems

Publrc Ser\nces

Lo - lmpact PS—‘l The p ‘:E":si'sed Pro;ectwould riot result m hysic
- Impacts asso _a'ted with the provision of polrce rotectron ﬁre pr _ectron. schools and
library: services: in ) order to maintaifi acceptable servrce ratlos response tlmes or other

performanice objectives. .

e Impact-C-PS-1: The proposed Project would not Fesultin g’ cumulatrvely consrderable
-+ “contribition to significant impacts on police services, fire protection, emergency
‘services, schools or libfatigs such that neiv.or altered facrlrtres are. requr ed,?

. Biological § Resources. .

. lmpact Bl-1, B-2, Bl~3 The proposed PrOJect would not affect any specral status i
species;. rlpanan habitaf or other sensitive natural commuinity; or federally protected =
. wetlands; would ot interfere with the movement of native resident or-wildlife species or A
“with established native resident or fnigratory wildlife-corridors; and would ot conflict with -

* ~any loéal policies o ordinances. protectlng blologrcal resources such as a tree
o presefvation: policy of ordinance;- : : : .

s lmpact C—Bl-4 The proposed Projecl would not result ina cumulatlvely,

Geology and. Sorls

.. lmpact GE—1 lmplementatlon of the proposed Prolect would not result in’ exposure of .
- people and structures fo potential substantial adverse effects, mcludlng the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault sersmlc ground shakmg. ’
quuefactron lateral spreadlng, or landslides: . W

S lmpact GE-2: The mplementatlon af the proposed PrOJecf would not result rn substanhal “
~--~erosron lo 5 of topsorl or adverse 1mpacts to topographrcal features ) ,

Hydrology arid Water Quahty _ C

» lmpact HY—1 The rmplementatlon of the proposed Prolect would not vrolate :w,,,er
quallty or waste drscharge standards -exceed the capacrty of éxisting dramage systems,
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']ll;, o 'FINDINGVS OF POTENTIALLY SlGNlFICANT IMPACTS THAT CAN BE AVOIDED OR.
-~ REDUGCED TOA LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL THROUGH MlTlGATION AND "
- THE DISPOSITION OF THE MITIGATION MEASURES T

CEQA requrres agenoles to adopt mmgatron measures that WOuId avord or substantrally Iessen, .

feasrble (u es’ mrtlgatlon to such levels lS ach‘eved through d "tlon of a prOJect alternatNe)
The ﬁndrngs in thrs Sectron lll and in Sectron'lv _ ncem mrtrg on measures set forth in the
-EIR._ These ﬁndlngs drscu$s mrtrgatron measures as rdentlﬂed. in the FElR and recommended
for adoptron by the SFMTA Board of Dlrectors The fuill texf of the mrtrgatron mieasures is ‘
A contamed n the FEIR and in: Attachment B the Mrtlgatlon Momtonng and Reportmg Program.

The SFMTA Board adopts all of the mltlgatron measures rdentrﬁed i the FElR The SFMTA

. Board finds. that all of the mrtlgatron mieasures dre: appropnate and feasrble Based'onthe”
analysrs contarnecl inthe, FEIR, other consrderatrons in the record, and the s:gmﬁcance '
thresholds in he EIR, the SFN TA:Board finds that the lmpacts |denhﬁed m thls Sectlon 12 will be
redueed toa ss-than- gnificant level through |mplementatron of the mltrgatron measures
contarned in't "e;FElR rmposed as conditions. of approval and set forth i ln Attachment B:

Cultural and Paleontologrcal:Resources

lmpact CP~2;‘ T.he proposed iject could cause a substantlal adverse change in the
- significarice of an archaeplogical resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
~ 150864. 5 . . :

There is a reasonable presumption that: constructlon of the proposed program-level and projech
level TEP components will not requwe an excavatron depth and/ or.be: located in an area where
the potential for effect.on archaeolomcal resources is llkely{ However to avord potentlal adverse
rmpacts ‘orrarchaeological reources where the' presen_ T sd(jree Carinot_‘b'e,kh_own, .
foreseen or predrcted the Accrdental Drscovery Archaeo_ grc ] Mmgatlon Measure wrll be

o drscovery of an archaeologrcal resource dunng constructron (lncludmg human remams) the
appropnate freatment of the resource: will be camed out by a quahf ed. archaeologlcal
. consultant i

M/tlgafron Measure M—CR\—Qa Accidental Drscovery ofArc:_f_to!ogzoaI Resoumes

_The construction of the following four TEP components has the patential to adver:
' rchaeologrcal resources; TTRP22_2; TTRP.S: and two- Servrce-related Caprta mprovements
1'New Qverhead, Wiring — Reroute 33 Stanyan onto Valencra Street -and §C1.2 Sansome
Street Contraﬂow Lane TTRP. 9 lncludes a segrnent of Bayshore Boulevard; and. TTRP. 22 2
- includes a segment of Rlchardson Avenue These segments occur along the hlstonc shoreltne

2.
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| archaeologlcal resources The' lnstallatron of overhead wire support po

Ce X ‘Transit Effectivéness Project
= : ‘SEMTA Board of Directors

22014

X

estuary. tldal marsh or Iagoon or watercourse and suoh srtes may lnctude prehlstonc

) two-block porhon of Valencra Street (OWE 1) will be constructed in t’ne Missron Dolores area
. in Whlch there isa potentral for slgnrf‘ cant archaeologrcal resources ‘from the Hrspamc Penod

CEQA F1ndrngs

and dUct banks along

The |nstallatlon of traff ic mast arms atong ‘ath ree-block: portron of Sansom  Street (SCI 2) :wm )

occur 1n an area wrth the potentral for, rmpacts to archaeo1og|cal resour’ S’ fro'm the Ye..
»»Buena penod Constructlon in these areas cou!d result ln srgnrf cant n cts on archaeologrcal?
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- Theuse, storage; and dtsposal of hazardoue matenals is regulated by numerous Iocai state;
- and federal laws and régulatrons, Excavatron jnthe publrc—rrght—of~way is feguldted’ underthe
PublroWorks Codeywhich states that’ excayatron contractors are subjectto all- apphcable o

- hazardous materal guidelings: for dlsposa! handlung.r release; and tréatment of hazardaus:

* - material; site remediatiors; and worker safety -anid training. Addltronally, Article 20 of the Publ

- Works Code and Article 22X of the San Frahcisco Health. Code require. environmentat =7 *. -

, .rnvestrgatlon at: constructron srtee where contammated ﬁll matenals may be encountered The
potentral srgmﬂcant |mpacts from re[ease of hazard ous materrals durrng c:onstruchor‘t are

reduced toiléss-than-sighificant fevéls; the SF MTA and consttuction cohiractors are:. requrred o -
rmpIement the Hazardoug Maiterials Soil Testing, mrtrgatron méastirs, which requires that scil to .
be removed fron ai excavation aréa and-not-enchpsulated wrthm the same drea be’tested and,, .

- iffound fo. contam hazardous materials, be trarisported and dlsposed ofin complrance with -

: local state and- federaf requrrements ' ’ i

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

. . frpact Hz-2: Implementatron of the proposed pro;ect WOUICI not substantlally emlt
hazardous emrssrons or acutely hazardOUS matena!s near schools:

To ensure thaf constructron and operatton of the: program* and pmject-level TEP components ,
will not resultin significant hazardous. materials: emissions or the handlrng of acutely: hazardOUS
materials near schools, the SFMTA and constriction conitractors are requrred ta rmplement the.
: Hazardous Materlals Soil Testmg mrtr,gaﬁon measure Ilsted above '

M/t:gatlon Measure M HZ-1 Hazardous Matenals Soﬂ Testmg

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

Based on substantrat evrdence m -the whole record of these proceedmgs fhe SFMT A Board of
Difectors finds. that, where feasabie changes or alterat;one have: been required, ar mcorporated
‘into, the Pro;eot to reduce the srgnrf cant envrronmenta! impacts as ldentrfed i the FEIR. ‘The )
_ SFMTA Board fi nds that the' mitigatiori measures in the: FEIR anid des¢ribed below are:. "
appropriate; and that changes have been requrred in, or rncorporated mto"i the Pro;ect that
pursuant to Public Resources Cade Section 21002 and CEQA Gurde]rnes Section 15091, miay -
_substantially fessen, but do not avoid (i.e.; reducefo’ Iess-than-srgmﬁcant levels), the potentially
-srgmf‘cant envrronmental effects. assoerated with 1mpiementatron of the Project-that are -
- described below.: The SFMTA: Board a Opf s all of the mltrgatlon measures and lmprGVement
meastres set forth in the Mmgatron ‘Mo ached as:.
" - Attachment B, Buf, the SFMTA Board further finds that for the 1mpacis Irsted below‘ deSprte

26
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the imp_!é@eniéﬁt’
unavoidable:

f] of. all feaSIb!e mltlgatlort measures the ffects remaln s;gnrf‘ cant and

. may be subject to unce
dlSCUSSlonS in the FEIR .

pro'ceedmg- e

:Transportatlon and Clrcula-f o

.. lmpact TR-5: Implemmentation of the Policy F
~ Objective G‘ ctlon_g G.3 througl; C5may resultin:signi

‘However |n some Iocatlons on-Street parknﬁg may n‘ be ava(_able to cbnvert to commermal L
Ioadlng spaces on the same block and snde of the streetor wnthun 250 feet Qn an adjacent Slde L

=T
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street, the feasrbrlrty of provrdmg replacement commercral loadmg spaces pursuant to Mrtrgatron :

Measure M-TR-10 cannot be assured in every situation. And because the effectiveness of the *

‘camera video enforcement of parking: regulatrons along ‘nEW transrt—only lanes is gt

: know ”:the feasrbrlrty of: Mrtlgatlon Measure M:TR:48 1§ uncertam Therefore, the impact of ioss
of on—street commerc‘al loadmg spacee remar"’“s srgnrf cant an Pt

Because thrs measure may not be adequate to mntrgate intersectxon trafﬂc operatro'ns 1o less- -
' than-srgmf‘ cant Ievels and becaUSe the feasxbrhty "’f provldmg addltlonal vehlcle capacrty is

' . lmpact TR~10 lmplementaflon of the followmg TPS Toolklt categorres Transrt Stop
. Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestnan
Improvements, may result in significant loadmg impacts.

L Mitigation Measure M- TR—10 Prowsron of Replacement Commemral Loadmg
Spaces . ,

While: thrs measure could reduce sngnrf cant Ioadrng 1mpacts fri some- Iocahons on—street parkrng
may not be aVanlabIe to convenj to commercial lgading Spaces on:the same block and side of the:
streef or withrn 250 feet onan adjacent side streef; the’ feas"orlrty of providing replacement
commerc;al loading; spaces pursuant to Mitigation Measure M-TR-10 cannot heassured,
Therefore the: rmpact of Ioss of on—street commercral loadlng spaces remains su;mﬂcant and.

unavordable LS e T Ty

. lmpact TR-14' lmplementatlcn of TPS Toolki. eIements within'the. follownng categories: -
Lane& Modifications and Pedestrfan impraovements; along the pragrarn~level TIRP
corridors may result in srgnrﬁcant traffic. lmpacts - o :

navordable_

2
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-.Impact TR-16:- lmplementatron of the followmg TPS Too]ktt categones’“Transﬁ Stop
; Changes Lane Modifications; Parklng and: Tirn Réstrictions, and Pedestrian  :»
S ]mprovements along | the program’ evel TTRP comdors may result m ’ gmf cant loadmg
impatts. E e e £l

Miﬂgat/on Measure M— TR— 1 0:Provisioh of Replacement Commemlal Loadmg ‘
Spaces A ‘ o .

'the thls )m' asure could reduce significant !oadmg rmpacts : m some locatrons on—street parkmg
| ’con_ jert to‘co.\ m cral Ioa u,ﬁg‘ spa s on the same block and slde of the -

, weuld ;6perate at Los E or LOS F condrtlons under E)qstmg plus Service lmprovements
: 'and the TTRP 22 1 Expanded Alternatrve condttmns

"Avenue that would operate at LOS E or. LOS F con C rt\ldns under Ex|st|ng plus Servrce
lmprovements and the TIRP, 22 s Expanded Alterative conditions.

No feasible mltngatmn measures are avarlabl;:'i and the lmpact remalns s :"mﬂcant and
unavoidable. O AR R e £l
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o I pacf: TR-28: Implementatlcm of the pro;ect -level TTRP22 1 Expanded Altematlve
would result in a significant fraffic impact ‘at the intérsection ot 1 sth/Seventh streets that
would operate at LOS E or LOS Feoriditions rider Existing plus Serwce Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative condifions.

No feasible mifigation measures arg avauable and the impact remains sngmf cant anc
unavmdable '

« Impact: TR-301 Implementatlon of the pro;ect-le\lel TTRP22 1 Expanded Altema,ﬁve
~Variant 1 would result in a sigriificaht traffic: inmpact at the intersection of 1 BthlBryant
- -streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service:
lmprovements and the TTRP.22..1. Expanded Alternative Variant 1 condmons

- M;tlgailon Measure M-TR-26: lnterseptton» Resmpmg a-t- 16"/Bryant stﬁegté

7 Implerientation of Mmgatlon Measure M-TR-26 would pot improve intersection operations to LOS
D or better durihg the p.m. peak hour; therefore; traffic impacts at the lntersectlon of 16“‘ and
Bryant streets remain sngmf cant and unavoldable

« ImpactTR-31; lmplementatxon of the project-level TTRP 22 1 EXpanded Altematwe
Variant 1 would result in & significant traffic. impact at the intersection.of 16th -
Street/Potrero Aveniue that would operate at LGS E or LOS. F conditions under Exlsflng
plus: Service Imiprovements and: the "ITRP22 1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1

cond;tlons .

No feasxble mitigation measures are available and the u‘npact remains S|gmf cant and
unavoidable. N :

"r," e

« Impact TR~32' Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22' 1 ExPanded Alternative:

Variant 1 would result i a significant traffic. impact 4t the intersection. of 16%/Seventh

. sireets that wotild: -operate at LOSE or LOS F- .conditions under Existing plus.Service
Improvements and the TTRP.22_1 Exparided Alternative conditions.

< No fea31ble fritigation. meéasres are aValIabIe and.the |mpact remams slgmﬁcant and
unavoldable, e D «

. Impact TR-34 Implementatzon of the pro;ect -levél TTRP22 1 EXpanded Alternative
Vatiant 2 would resulf in a significant fraffic impact at the intersection of 16th/Bryant
streets that wauld operate &t LOS E or LOS F conditions underExisting plus Serwce
lmprovements and the TTRP,22_1 Expanded Alternatlve Varjant. 2 condmons

Mmgat{on Measiré M-TR—26. Intersectiofi Restnpmg at 1 6"’/Bryant streets

Implementatmn of Mmgatlon Measure M-TR=26'would rioti improve intersection operations to.LOS
D or better during the p.m, peak hour; therefore, traffic impacts at the lntersectmn of 16"'”““‘i
Bryant streets. would remain s;gmﬁcant and unavoidable. -
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) - Impact:TR:35% lmplementahqnofthe pro;e'_ evel TTRP22:9: Expanded,Alternatxve
IR S Variant-2 would result in‘a significant traffic impact at the intersection. of 16th’+
: Street/Potrero Avenue thatwould operate at LOS Eof LOS F conditions under Exrstrng
 plugService: lmprovements and theTTRP 22 1 Expanded AltematrveVanantZ
‘ condmons & : ;

.‘ i

No feasrble mrtrgatlon measures are avar. _b!e and the 1mpact remalns mgnrﬁcant and o
'unavmdable - ’ : -

% !mpact TR-36 lmplementatron of:the: project-level TTRP22 1 Expanded vAlternatWe w
Variant 2 would resultin a srgnrf icant trafﬂc rmpact atthe mtersectron of 16”‘/Seventh
streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS. F conditions. under Existing plus Service
Improvements and the TTRP 22 1 Expanded Altematlve Variant 2 condrtrons :

WOuld result rn a srgnrf' cant trafF ic rmpact at the rntersectlon of Columbus Avenue/Green
" Street/Stockfon Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under Existing plus
Servrce lmprovements and the TTRR:30.1 Expanded Alternatrve condrtrons

Vanant 2 woutd resuit 'm a eronrﬂoant trafﬁc'lntpact at fntersectron of ColumbUS
Avenue/Green StreetlStockton Street that would operate atLOS E condrtrons under

lmpact TR-48 lmplementatron of: project -Jevel TTRP14 Moderate: Altematrve Variant 1
WOuld résultin a reductron in on—street commencral loadmg supply on Mrsston Street
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such that the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loadmg activities could .
net bé accommpdated withir on-street loadrng supply -and may-create a potentraﬂy
hazardous condition:or significant deray thatr may ‘affect trafﬁc, transrt,,,;cycles or
~pedestnans, L e

. Mtﬁ’gatzon Measure M-TR~48 Enfomementof Padang Vrolat/ons

Wth rmp]ementatlon of thts Mltlgatlon Measure, the lmpacts related to loss of commerc;lal
loading spaces on tranSIt and traffic: operations would be, reduced HOWever becalse the
effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parkrng regula ons along niew. transrt~
only lanes is not known, the feasibility ‘of this measure lS uncer’tam and pacts on thrs corridor
remam srgmf’ cant and unavmdable : e

e Im pact TR-49. Jmplementatron of ‘project-level” TTRP 14 Moderate Altematwe \/anant 2.
" would fesult in'a reduction in on-street cormercial lodding supply 61 Mission Street
such that the existing loading demand difring the peak hour of loading activitiés; could
not be accommodated within on-street loading. supply -and may create g potentrally
hazardaiis condition or srgmﬁcant delay that may aﬁect traft*,c* transit, blcycles or
"pedestrrans _ , 3 .

‘—. Mltrgatron Measure M-TR-48; Enforcement of Parktng Vro]aflons

Because the efféctiveness of the lise of camera Video énforcamerit o parkrng regulations andng’
. new transit-only: lanes js not known; the feasibility of this measure rs uncertam and lmpacts on.
this corridor remem sxgmf ieant and unavordable o 4

B o lmpact TR~50' Implemeniaﬁon of pro,[ect-leve[ TTRP 14 Expanded AltematNe woulcf
- resultiri a redugtion in on-strest commiercial loading supply oni Mission Stréet-such that
) the exasﬂng Ioading demand dunng the peak hour of loadmg actrvrtres could not be

. condmon or srgmf cant delay that may affect traﬁ‘ i, transnt blcycles or pedestrrans
- Mitigation’ Measule M- R-48 Enforcement of Parkmg Violations

Becauseé the effectweness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regulatrons along
new transit-only lanes is:not known, the feasibility. of this- measure rs uncertam and 1mpacts on
this comdor remain srgmf‘ cant and unavondable.‘

Impact TR—51 lmplementatron of pmJect Jgvel TTRP:30: 1 Moderate Altematwe Would
result in a reduction in on-street commeircial loading supply on Stockton: ‘Street such that.
the existing loading dermand during the peak hour of loading.activiies.could not be-
‘accommodated within. oh-street loadlng supply and may create & potentrally hazardous
condmon -or significant delay that may affect traffic, transrt blcycles or pedestnans

Mrtrgatlan Measuze M-TR—48 Enfomement of Padung ’Vzolatrons

32
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: ! plem ntatlon:of prolect-le 1TTRP§0 1
f c ercial’ adlng:supplf

V}slrlants-'= n combmation lthApas" present anc ,eaéonablyiforeseeabl de",_elopment in -
San Fran 1sco wou[d contnbute consnderabry toa ,.‘lgnlf canticumulattve lmpact on oy £

“ug
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. transrt resultmg in.an exceedance of Mum 5 capamty ufilization’ standard on the Mrssron .
f~}=;~corndor within-the: Southeast screenline of the' Downtown. screenllnes under 2035 .
-Cumulatrve plus Service lmprovements only condltlons -

7 M:t/gat:on Measure M-C- TR—1 SFMTA Momtonng of! Mum Serwce .

mamtam the ca:namty utll_rzatlon standard among other serwce goals the feaslblllty of this
mltlganon measure is uncertam and the cumulatlve rmpact on tansit | remalns srgmﬂcant and
unaVOldable' S e

A lmpactzc TR-2 “The Servrce Polrcy Framework TPS Toolkit elements as applied fn-the™
" program-level TTRP corridors, ‘and the Service: lmprovements with the TTRP Moderate: :
, ,Aiternatwa 1n comblnatron wrth past present and reasonably foreseeable development
tlv

. k'." M/trgatlon Measuze M—C—TR~1 SFMTA Momfonng oF. Mun; Servrce ORI

'lmplementatron of this Mltrgatnon Measure would reduce t’ne cumulatlve lmpact on the affected
-corridor: to a Iess—than-srgnlf cant level. However; because the SFMTA ¢annot cornmit fo. future..
fundrng ap propnatlons nor beé certain of its. ablllty to provide addifional service: crfywrde to:
marntam e capacity. utilizatiorr standard amdng’ other servrce goals, the feasrblltty of thls
) mmgatron reasure s uncertam and the cumulatxve lmpact on transrt remalns srgnrr cant ahd
unavondable e T SR L : g

Fultoanayes eorndor withm the Northn}éet écr'eenhne and on the' MISSlon corndorwnhln
the Southeast screefline of the Downtown scigenlines under 2035 Cumulative .
condmons plus Service lmprovements and the TTRP EXpanded Altematl\Ie cpndltlons
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mamtam the capacity utlhzatlon standard among ofher service goals the feamblh’cy of th:s
‘mltlgat;on measure is uncertaln and the cumulatlve lmpact ontransit remalnsslgnlf cant and P

unavondablei K

.‘Because thIS measure may not be adequate to_ mmgate mtersectlon traﬁ” c operatlons fo less-— -
than-&gmﬁcant leVels and because the feasnblllty of prowdmg addltlonal veh:c!e capacrty |s

.z:ind.,,L'l'na;l'oidab.l‘e~

& Impact C-T R-14 """l'mplementatnon of the 2035 C"'mulatwe pluS Servxce lmprovements
- and the TTRP5 Expanded Altérnative would resultin curnulative traffic. lmpacts at'the
mtersechon of F uIton Streethasochvenue dunng the p-m. peak hour, ~
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No feas;bie mmgahon measul'es are avallable and the cumulat;ve nmpact remams sxgmﬁcant e
and unavmdab!e e S - : Pl

,,‘!.

- 1mpact C-TR-16 Implementaﬁon of ihe 2035 Cumulatn\ze plUS Servxce Impravements
" ‘and'theé TTRP.8X Expanded Altémative would-result in- cumulatfve traffic impacts at the
intersection of Geneva AvenUelMoscow Street during the p.m, peak hatur

- No’ feaszble m;_tlgatlon fMeasures are avanlable and the cumulaTWe !mpact remams sngmf cant
and unav' ‘dablee e : : e aL

. Im pact C-TR~17 lmplementatron of the 2035 Cumu]atlve plus Serv;ce lmprovements
and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would resu i.project and cumulative traffic -
impaits. at the 1ntersect|on of Randall Street/San: Jos Aventie dunng thea.m, peak

hour o . .o

'ﬁcant

No feas:ble mmgatlon measures are avaxlable and fhe cumulaﬂve lmpact remams sngnl
and un; oldable .

. - if-»,lm pact ‘G-TR-18: lmplementatran ofthe 2035 Cumulat ve. pl‘us Serwce Improvements
" and the TTRP:14 Expanded Alterriative would result in cuiulafive traffic impacts at the
mtersectlon of Mlssron/F ifth streets. dunng the a.m, peak hour. A

No. feastble mmgatnon measures are avallabie and the cumulatlve lmpact remalns S|gnlﬁcant
and unavo:dable S : .

lm pact- ‘C-TR-'I 9. Implementat!on of the 2035 CumulatWe plus Serwce Improvements
anhd the TTRR14 Expanded Alternative would resulf in cumulative lmpaCtS at the N
mtersectlon of Mlsslon/‘% 6m streets during the p.m. peak haour. L

:No feas;ble mnﬁgat:on rheastires gre. avallable and the cumurat;ve lmpact rernams s:gmﬁcant
and UnaVOIdab]e oo : C N .: ) B :1&‘: T L - . < S

o ‘Implementatxon of the 2035 Cumulatwe plus-Semcelmprovements }
-and-FIR Expanded Alternativé-would résulf in project ang cumulatwe traﬁ‘ CIEES
f.lmpacts at the intersection of 16%/Brysnt streets dunng the p,m: peak hour. -

it MtlggtlmMeasu!e M:TR-26: Intersection Restripingat 16"/Bryant streets

36
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lmplementat(on of Mmgatton Measure M-TR 26 would ot | lmptove mtersectron operatrons to LOS
Dor. better dunng the p.mi: peak hour lherefore cumulatlve traffic lmpacts at the rntersectlon of:
16'" and Bi ant streets remaln srgmt‘ cant and unavordable B :

»..i' “Impact < lmplementatlon of the 2035 Cumulatrve plu' Se . lmprovements
and the TTRP 22 1. Expanded Alternatwe Vanant 1 would result ln prolect and traff ic .
Lo “w d | o i e .

“Mit gatron Measure M-TR-26 Intersectlon Restnpmg at 1 6”'/Bryantstreets

- lmplementatlon of Mmgatron Measure M—TR 26 would not rmprove rntersectron operatlons to LOS T

lmpact C-TR-22 lmplementat i o th 5085 G 'p Imp

* and the TTRP.22, 1 Expanded Alternatlve Vanantz would result in project and ,
: 'cumulat' efr fﬁc impa ts’ at the lntersectlon of 16 IBrya t teets dunngth p.m. peak .
~:;hour . .':}. o

: ‘~: Mrtrgatlon Measure: -TR-26- Intersectlon Restnpmg at 16”’/Bryant stleets ’

CEQAFindings. .

lmplementatlon of Mrtlgatron Measure M—TR 26 would ot improve lntersectron operatlons toLOS .

f: cumulatrve trafﬁc |mpacts attie mtersectlon of»

) .».‘.,and theTTRP227 1 Exp. ded /& Variant 2 wol
- seumulative’ traff ic lmpacts at the tntersectlon of 16"‘/Potrero streets
hour : '
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Na feastble mntlgatlon feastires.are avallable and the cLImulaﬁve 1mpact remams sugmﬁcant .
and unavoldable e - L ) L

» lmpact G-TR-26: Implementatlon of the 2035 CumulatIVe pIus Servnce lmprovements
- and the TTRP.22, 1 Expanded Alternative would result in. cumulative traffic 1mpacts at the
' of 18 'ZOwens streets durlng the’ pm peak hour A Nt

No feastb]e m|t|ga L:on.measures are aVaxlable and ihe cumulatlve xmpact remalns sngnlf cant
and unavmdable P I P U 5 v

i lmpact C-TR-27 lmplementatlon of the 2035 Cumulatlve plus SeWncelmprOVements" .
: .. and the: TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternatlve Variant 1 would result in cumulative trafic -
‘impacts atthe mtersectvon of 16™/Oweris. streets during the p.m., peak hour :

No feasmle mltigatlon measures are avallable and the cumu]atlve 1mpact remams sngmf cant

and unavo:dable A -

. lmpact C-TR-28 lmplementatmn of the 2035 Cumulatlve plus Serwce lmprovements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altematlve Variant 2 would result in cumulative. traffic
“im pacts atthe mtersectlon of 16™0Owens streets during the p.m. peak hour.

““No feasxble mitigation measuresare avaulable and the cumulahve im pact remains slgmflcant :
and una\lmdab]e R C e . s

__;.A

Impact C~TR-29 lmplementahon of the 2035 Cumulatlve plus Servnce lmprovements
, plus the TTRP.2Z_1 Expanded Alternative would resulf irt curmulative traffic 1mpac’cs at .
the mtersecnon of 16 IFourth streets during the a.m, and p 0, peak hours

T

No feaSIble mlttgatlon messures are avallable and the cumulatNe lmpact remalns sugmf icant
_and unavoidable.. ¥ - b SR
«. Impact C-TR-30; lmplemen{ahon of the 2035 Cumulative plus Servrce lmprovements )
and the TTRP.22 | Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would resuit in cumilative traffic
lmpacts at the mtersechon of 1 6"‘/Fourth sfreets dunng the a.m. and p.m. peak hours.

No feasxble mﬁlgatlon measures are avallable and the cumulatlve 1mpact remams 5|gn|f icant
and unavotdable :

. impact C-TR-S'I Imp‘lementatuon of the 2035 Cumulatlve plus Sennce |mprovements
and the TTRR.22.1 Exparided Alterative Variant 2 would result in cumulative teaffic
lmpac{suat the, mfersect:on of. 16‘“1Founh sfreets dunng the a.m ’nd p In; peak haurs

" N feasibie m,digatmn nieasures are ay

: le' and the cumulat;ve imipact remams s;gmﬂcant
and unandable

38
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6 ;lmpact Q—TR-32'£:. lmplementat;on Qf the: 2035 Cumulatlveplus Sérvice: Improvements
* - anid the. TTRP.22::1 Expaiided Alterriative:wauld résultin project-and climiilative traffic
: and p . peak hours

.lmp' ts‘atthe lntersec‘uon of 16%/Seventh streets dunng thera.

lmpact C-TR-34.. 'lmplementatlon of the 2035 Cumulatlve plus Servnce lmprovements
and the TTRP 22 1 Expanded Alternatlve Vanant 5 would result in prOJect and "

ag:
19 6 3
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lmpact C-TR-43, lmplementatroﬁof the Policy. Framework Objettive A Actron A3 and
- Objective C;Actions €.3 through €.5, and TPS Toolkit Categories::Transit Stop-=
. -Changes, Lane Modifi cations, Parking and Turh Restrictions, and Pedestrian

-lmprovements as apphed tothe program-leve] TTRP corridors in combination with past,
- present and reasonably foreseeable: development in San Francrsco would result in-

- gumulative’ loadrng rmpacts RE

_?~:M-.TR;1 : Provsi mnmommrwafLoadfng

m , 4 : parkmg'
‘may not be avallable to convert to commercral loadlng: spaces on the same block and: srde of the
street-or: WIthm 250 feet on-an adjacent side stréet, the feae;bll :ffprowdmg replacement
corniirercial loadmg spaces plitsuant to Mrtngatron Measure M-TR-10 caniriof be assured.:
Therefore; the cumulative rmpact of Ioss of on—s’treet commercral loadmg spaces remarns

Slgnlf jeant and unavordable

.o lm pact C-TR-44 lmplementaflon of the prOJect-level TI'RPModerate Alternative_ .
»"mclud[ng thé TTRR.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14 Varjant2; and TTRP. 30_1 in’ combination. with
past, -present and other reasonably foreseeable development in San Franclsco would o

“. résulf in cumblative loading impacts. o

= Mitigation Measure M—TR—48* Enfomementof Parkmg Vlolatrons

BecaUSe the eﬁ’ectrveness of the use of camera vrdeo i orcement of parkmg regulatlons along

cumulatave lmpacts on thls comdor remam srgmf cant and unavordable

-"-_ lmpact C-TR-45: Implementation of the proleat—level ‘ITRP Expanded. AlternatIVe
includirig the TTRE.14, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 1, and TTRP 0.1 Varranl2 in
combmatlon wrth past present and reasonably foreseeable devel pme an. -
- Ut in} ¥ )

Y- Mrtlgatron Measure M~TR—48' Enforcement ofParkmg VIOlﬁt’OflS

- Because the effectlveness of the use of camera Video enforcement of parkmg regulatrons along

A3 and Objectlve C, Actions, G.3"C,4 and C.5.'a i the TPS To ( L
Modifications, Parking and Tutr Restnctlons, and-Pedestrian: lmprovements as applled

in program-level: TTRP corridors, jn combination with past present and
foresceable development in San Frandisco, may result in significant cumul
impacts; . s
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s Ma‘lgatron Méasuré M—C-TR—49 Exp]ore Ihe Implemenfatlon of Parklng
Managementstrategles T : T e

It is. ungertain. whether parkrng managemenf strategles WOUld mmgate this sighific cant cumulatrve |
.parkmg Jmpact to a less-than-sngnlf' cant Tlevel:: Therefore feasrbrhty ‘of this mltlgahon measure
~“canhot be assured andthe cumulatrve rmpact remar” ;'srgnlf' cant and unandable S

i Mltlgation Measure M-C—TR—49 Explorefhe Implemenfatron ‘of Parklng i
Managementstrategles IS, MR YR e LR

*Impact C-TR-54:- !mplementatlon ‘of the pro;ect-tevel TTRP Expanded Alternatlve for the' '

 TTRP.22_1, TTRR:22:1 Variant 1; or TTRP:22-4 Variant:2; in‘compiriatior with past,~

B present and reasonably foreseeable develo ment rn S‘ ¥ Francrsco would result i '
5|gnlf cant cumulatrve parkmg lmpacts

Gwdelrnes:Sectlon 141 5.6(2 "1
altematlve ,Altematlve
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e

- analysis is.used to consider reasonably, potentlally feastble optlons for mlmmlzmg
environmental conseéquences of the Proposed Project : ~

The Altemiatives listed below and rejected are re]ected as-infeasible based upon substantlal
eviderice iri the record, including evidence of économic; legal; social, technologiéal, and other
considefations described in this: Sectlon and for the Teasaiis descnbed in Sectlon VI bélow,
which is lncorporated hereif by reference :

A, Reasons for Approvmg Pl‘opcsed Pro;ect

As dlSCUSSed above in Sectlon lLand in Chapter 2 of the FEIR; the TEP. consxsfs of @ Servnce
Policy Framework; Service lmprovements 128emce—Related Capltal Iniprovéments, and
Travel Tlme Reductlon Proposals (Tr RPs) (whlch apply Vanous ltems from the TranS|t

_ review;: the FElR descnbed and analyZed two poss:ble TEP projects-—referred to as the TTRP

Moderate Alternative ancl the TTRP Expanded Alfematlve-——at an equal leVel of detall and:

analys:s Thls was done beeatise; although the “TEP" was exammed in one envxronmental

docunientin. ordért6 understand the full Scope of it potential envirorimental impacts, the TEP is
actually a collectlon of pro;ects and proposals, whlch whlle related may be lmplemented at '

Thus, the F EIR def fied and analyzed the proposed pro;ect astwo alternatlves in order to
‘capture the reasonable range of TEP proposals the SFMTA may chose to: implement over tima.
and to evaluafe the potertial enwronmental jmpacts resultmg from: that range. Both alternatives:
would |mplement the Service Pohcy Framework; the Service lmprevements Service Variants,.
the Service-related Gapital Improveinents, and the TPS Toolkit as applled fo thes program-level
T'{RP coridors. The, differénce between the two: altefnative pmjects is that under the TTRP
Moderate Alternative; these elements would be implernentéd.in combination with 4 “moderate”
number of TPS Toolklt eleménts along certaiii Rapid Network cofridors and, under the TTRP
Expanded Alternative, these elements-would be’ lmplemented " combination with. apn:

o expanded" number of TPS Toolklt elements. along the same Rapid Network corndom The
fationale behmd this is that the TTRP Moderate Alternative would capture a prolect wnth feiver
and less substantlal physical envirenmeéntal sffects and the TTRP Expanded Alternatlve wouild
capture 3 project with more stibstanitial phys:cal environmental effecfs '

ltis not known at this time when or if the full scope of all the TTRP proposals lncluded i the
TEP will be mplemenled lmplemenfa’aon of various TTRP proposals will depend on community
and stakeholder mput as well-as a myriad of policy-and budgetary considerations. Itis likely
that; over ilme the SFMTA.will Jmplement ata prolect-leVel a tollection of TTRP proposals that

" fall somewhere | m befWeen the TTRP que,rate and EXpanded Alternatives analyzed inthe:

FElR However, ‘at this: tlme, itis nof kriown whether a given-project alonga TTRP corridorwill
mclude componente of the Moderate Alternative or the Expanded Alternative, or a rixture of the

42 -
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two. Because of this; the SEMTA Board is: not now: rejecttng elther the’lTRP Moderate .

'managlng modal allocatlon of space on the transportatlon system for 1
Francisco.. : R PR

,,the eoncept ‘of "feaSlblllty encompasses (1) the question of whether.a partlcular alternative’
'promotes the underlymg goals and abjectNes ofa prolect and (u) the question of whether an
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alternative is “desirable’ from a pollcy standpornt to the extent that desrrabrlﬁy is based on: a
reasonable balancing’ of the relevant economrc envrronmental socral legal -and technologlcal
factors, » ¥ ' T P

Because both of the thér elternatrves analyzed ini the: FEIR—~the TTRP Nloderate Alternatwe
. arid the TTRP. Expanded Alternativé—included’ lmplementatron of the Seryice. Po]rcy C
Framework, thé Servrce lmprovements, Service: Varrants the Servrce-related Capital
Improvemenfs, and the TPS Toolkit-as apphed to the program—level TTRPcorrrdors rejecting -
the No Project. Alternative rejects every aitematrve that would fail o: rmplement these TEP:
proposals as mfeasnble B : : "

1. Alternative A; No Pro;ect

Under the No Project Alternative; the Servrce Pohcy Framework would riot be. adopfed The
SFMTA wauld not implement the transit. service changes rncluded in the' Service lmprovements
and Service Yariants, and would not construct the Service-relatéd Capital improvemenits of the
TraVe] Tme Reductlon Proposals The SFMTA regmarly monrtors perfonnance of the transrt
avallabie Therefore, under the No Prq;ect Aiternatrve some of the features of the TEP such as
elements in the TPS Toolkit, wolild-be implemented; for exarple, transit bulbs dnd pédéstrian
bulbs would continue tg be installed and accessible bearding platforms would.continue to be
added on a logation-by-location basis when feasiblé, However, no schieduled program of
improvements would be rmplemented without adoption of the TEP. With the No: Project
Alternative, the significant physical impagts related to {raffic, loading; and cumulative parking
conditions identifi ed in the FEIR for the Project and set forth above would nof ogcur, and the
mrtrgatron measures ldentlf ed in the. EIR and the Inrtral Study would not be- necessary

The No Project Alternatlve would not provide for an organrzed comprehensive,. coordrnated
prograim of transit system lmprovements Transrt system rehablhty and efﬁcrency would not:

) ?rmprove, and crowdrng on some routes would not be expected 16 change subsiantrally from
: exrstmg condrtrons Under cumulatrve cendrt,rons wrth the No Pro,rect Altematrve the transxt

Transrt travel trmes would not rmprove on a mordrnated basrs A mode shn‘t from automobrles to
" fransit use would not occur resulting in addrtronal automobrle congestron The No Projest
AItematrve would not. eip ‘the City support the Transrt First Policy. Addjtionally; traffic.
_conigestion will contiriue to degrad the, performance of the surface transit system leading to |
fncre ing operatm' cests born by the Crty "'fSa.n Francrsce fax payer As costs. contrnue fo -
lncrease and on fime’ pey nnance contrnues fo. degrade resources that had ongrnally been -
identifi ed fo prdvrde addmonal service: wull be» ed to su plemenf exrstmg Qperatrons This, :
sprral of rncreased operatrona{ sub dles wrth no |ncrease"rn service may result In lower
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'ndershlp, whlch Ieads to decreasmg revenue and a*downward splral ln the sustalnablhty ofthe
transrt system and mobxllty for restdents and wsntors to the Cxty of San Fl:anc.lsco

- Transnt—only Ianes along the entlrety of a]l emstmg four—lane {orm ore) traqsnt corndors 4
Stop sign removal and replacement W|th trah“ ic slgna[s at alk stop slgn locatlons on: transxt
comdors : : G

- 1969
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rntersectrons rs mcluded rn the TEP for many routes, but not all)

These alternatlves were removedfrom cons]deratron durrng development of the TEP'forAa o
variety of feagons as setforth in Sectron 6.5 of the FEIR. " The SFMTA Board concurs\rvrth fl ,'
fndmgs in the EiR and rejects these alternatives as mfeasrble for the reasons et forth thetein. -

. VIL._* STATEMENT OF, OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS‘

Pursuant 1o CEQA § 21981 and CEQA Gurdelmes § 15093 the SFM, A;Board of Dlrectors
hereby finds; after conerd_eratron of thie FEIR and the evidence in-the record, thaf each of the .
specific ovemdmg -econofmic, legal, social, technologrca nd ther, 'benef tsof the Prorect as. set
forth helow rndependenﬂy and collectrve!y outweighs 1he s icant and unavoidable: rmpacts
and is an overriding consrderatron warrantmg approval of the PrOJect Any oneg of the reasons 4
- for epproval cited below is.sufficient to ]ustrfy approval of ihe Pro;ect Thus; evenifa codrt were
to.coriclude that not every reason:is supported by substanfral evidence, the SFMTA: Board will,
stand by its. determmatron that edich rndrvrdual reason is suffigient. The substant;al evrdence :
suppomng the various beneﬁts car be found it the precedmg fi nclrngsg whloh are mcorporated
by reference intG this Sectron, and in the documents found rn the Record of Proceedmgs as’
defined in Section’], * - -~ B S p et E

On the basrs of the above: ﬁndmgs and the substantial evrdence inthe whole record of t thls -
proceedlng, the SFMTA Board spegially finds that there aré. srgnrﬁoant benefits of the' Pro;ect in
spite of the unavoidable srgnrf icant impacts, and therefore: makesthis Statementof Overriding -
Consrderatrons The SFMTA Board further finds that, as part of thHe process.of obtarmng Project
approva[ all significant effects on the environment fro , ;rmplementatron of the: Pro;ect have ‘
been eliniinated or: substantrally lessened where feasrble.»"All mltlgahon measures lden’uf ed in
-the EIR for the Pro;ect afé adopted as part of this approval action. The: SEMTA. Board hag °

- deiermrned that any refnainirig srgnrt‘ iéant effects.on the envrronment found fo be: unavordab]e
are acceptable due to the followrng specrf G ovemdrng economro technrcal legal sogial and
-other consnderatlons, . S :

,, a

The Pro;ect will have the followmg benef ts

A The Servrce Polrcy FrameWork and‘ the TEP wﬂ[ SUpport and |mplement 1he Crty 5 Transrt
»Frrst Polrcy '

tranSportaﬁon mode resultrng in mor

> of transit arid fess iitormobile travel
throug,houtthe Crty ‘ N

: 46 ':
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. lmplementmg the TEP wrll improve safety for pedestnans, bicyclists, and transrt nders‘

. Improved nefwork: efficiency and reduced sysfem redundancy. w:th |mplementatron ofthé - ~ .-

' .,TEP will i improve the cost—effectlveness of transrt operatlons,

' ‘. ,,Implementatron of the TEP capital pro;ects wrll support rncreased access for senrors and
~‘people with dlsabllrtres By, expandrng accessr‘ble rail stops-and makrng platform '
- upgrades 4 :

- Enhanced transrt gervice on the busrest lmes will drastrcally rmprove the customer 1
expenence by reducrng crowdlng. o

» Servrce IeVel expansron wrll improve system—wrde nerghborhood connectrvrty and access o
“to. regronal transtt by providing more frequent sefvice betieen nerghborhoods

. "‘,'FJnlte public resourceswﬂl be redirected to better match travel demand and tnp pattems . o

‘ based on exrstmg communrty needs

TEP outwergh the unavordable adverse en\nronmental effects and that the adverse
envrronmentat effects are therefore aCCeptable : :

47
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EXHIBIT2:
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND- REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued) IR .

* .Measures-might: mclude

archaeolog al.resource; Tetains:sufficient integrity, and
is of potential: scsennﬁcjhlstoncachItural~519nlf” icance. If
an archaeolog:cal resource js present;the: . - -,

] logical-consultant shall identify arid evaluate the..
archaeolog alresource.- The archaeclogical consultant
shallmake a recommendation asto'what:action; ifany,
is warranted ‘Based.ot this information, the ERO may
require, if warranted;.specific additional measures fo be
lmpIemented by:the project sponsor.

reservation:in-sjtu of the.
archaedlogital resource, anarchaeologlcal rhonitoring
program;-of:an-archaeclogical-testing program. lfan
archaeological monjtoring. program ot archaeolagical
testing program-is:required; it shall:be-consistent with.
the-Environmental Planning division guidelines for such
programs.. The ERO' may-also require. that the project: -
sponsor immedlate(y Implement a site security program .
if the archaeological resource is;at risk from Vandahsm
lootmg, or other damagmg actmns,,

Ny ERO fo. determme: L
;‘whether the need fo S
anarchaeological : = -7 -

‘sonsultants.

stafus of the*
archeologlcal res.onrcg.

~ needed,

L e i MONITORING ANI REPORTING PROGRAM --------
“'Responsibility , Monitoring!
for Mr‘tlgaﬁon " :Mitigation- :Reporting. Momtormg
Adopted Mﬁxgatwn Measnres . lmplementatlon Schedule Actlon ‘ Respons:bihty SOIledule
Should" any jcati | Durung sonls SFMTA and project , ‘ERO to determme Dgrmg .so..[l§
encoutitered-during’ PrOJect disturbance.  "-contractor'sHead +  if.additional. - disturbance -
contractor’s - activites Foreman to.inform measures-are. activities
Head Forepian - ERO. andsuspend necessary
soils disturbing
activities.
Wheri determined. If reg ulred SFMTA to ERO to determine
project necessafy by the retainan .~ . fradditional
; warchagological ERQ archaetlogical measures are’
constiltant from the pool of. quahf ed archaeolog;cal consultant consultantfrom the.  necessaryto
consultants:maintained-by the:Planning:Department ‘ pool.of qualified’ - “implement
--=rarchaeolaglst The:archaeological corisultant shall:-, -archaeological .
adviserthe ERO as to.whether-fhe discovery:] is an”

P‘rd]ectarchéeﬁldéi’c&\l
consultant fo advise
ERO regarding the

‘monitoring. program;-an.
‘archaeological testing:
program orsite
security programis

“TRANSIT'EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE)

MITIGA™ "N MONITORING AND REPORTING, PROGRAM

: ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 - SUBJEGT TO CHANGE

Eth'" -2,
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- EXHIBITZ 2 MITIGATION MONITORING ANDbREP~O*RTlNG PROGRAM ::(contmued)

. MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Responsnblllty ' . : ’ toe .-'Momtormg[

for ;. Mltlgatxon : .:Mltlgatlon - Reporting - Monitoring.
‘Adopted Mltlgatlon_Measur ‘jImplementatlon Schedule N :;Acilon T fRequns:bmty Schedulew

o .,SFMTA and ; When determined : SFMTA and pl’OjeCt ""ERO ,tg,rgygew-gnd
project . : necessary by the, :archaealogical ™ - -approve final -
érchaeologlcal ERO consultantto. prepare”. FARR -
consultant i ©-draft; and‘final FARR -

SLBL

TRANSIT EFFECTIV‘ENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) . L : R el TR e CASE NOy 1011 0558E
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM ‘ . ExhlbItZ“S s T S B R Mnrch 2014
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EXHIBIT 2 MlTIGATlON MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)
o ... __ MONITORINGAND REPORTING PROGRAM:
Responsibility . Wonitoring!

. for ‘Mitigation -Mitigation * 'Reparting ™ " Momtormg
Adopted Mxtxgatxon Measures L e ,Implementatlon «Schedule . Actlon L Responslblhty Schedule
Mltlgatxon Measure M-OP-Zb Archgeological ‘ 'SFMTA and Prxor to SOIIS o ~%$FMTA to consult wlth Pro;ect Consultatlon wuth
Momtormg ¥ Planning lst,gyrbance Planning Department' archeological ©  Planning .

" Based on the rezsonable potential that archaeo]oglcal Department " - .. archagologist. “consultant; Department
resources maybepresent within the project site, the ! ' A . , . Planning Archeologistto- -
following measuresstiall be: undertaken to.ayoid any * - If reqjuired, SEMTA to *Department acgur ance .
‘potentially’ sxgmﬁcant adverse:effect from the: propo$ed:'” ' - g chaose archaealogi ical ' engineering: desngn’

' project on buriéd or'submerged:historical resources. - : consultant from the defails for the )
‘Once engineerirg design details for'the; identified projects pool of qualified - ideritified:projects

~ (OWE1;OWE Varlant'SCI.2, TTRP:8and TTRP.22 2) - archaeological are knowr: t"[?te"“e :

other projects’in‘archs ic ens a eas 5 ST . PRASNRS il - forsubseqguel
and cther projetts;in‘arc aeolog ally sensitive ar a' consultants - actions determmed

 ddentified by the:Enviroanmental:Review Officer, are *

known, the pro e‘t;t sponsor ‘shall consuit with the Plann'fng'

lepartment archeologist regardm  the specific- aspects of
s .

. following: meeting. - . - -

theseipropo_sa atwould require - monitoring. If requifed .
by'the Planning ; qheo gist, the project 8
sponsor-shall.re sernvices of an archaeologlcal o '

cghsultant from th e poolof qualn‘" ed archaeologlcal

archaeplogist. The archasological consultant shall
undertakeéan archaeologlcal moriitofing program. All*
.plans and repotts ‘prepared-by-the-consultanf as specified L ' o

herein shall' be:subriitfed first and:directly: to the -
 Envirohmental-Review Officer (ERO) forreviewand  +
comment, and:shall’be cohsidereddraft reports subject ta
. revision untilfinal approval by the-ERO. -Archaeological:
momtormg and/or data’'técovery: programs required by o, )
" this'measure:could:suspend:construction of the project for CoaE o ’
up-to a-maxinum‘of four wekks.*At the direction ‘of the. R
ERO; the'suspension of construction:catibe extended Coa
beyond-four weeks- -only if:such a-suspensjonis-the-only.
‘feasible theans 1o reduce- to a’less’ than significant Tevel
" poteptial effects-on-a ssgmﬁcant“archaeologvcal resource
* asdefined in. CEQA:Guidelines Sect; 15084;5:(aj(c).

o : ’.m».ADMlﬁi‘S’f‘TRA.‘HVE-DRAEffsz.éijEJEO"FTO CHANGE - . oo i B0 iaw | v v .
TRANSIT FFFECTIVENESS PROTEET CTTYWIDE™ S o e T T T GASE NO.2011,0558E
MITIGAT™ON MONTTORING: AND REPORTING PROGRAM o ERikos . . M- h.2014
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EXHIBIT 2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM' (contmued)
MONITORING AND' REPORTING PROGRAM

' ) ResponSIbIlIty , o Momtormgl _ .
' s afor Mltlgatxon o .MItIgatIon ' ~Reporting: - - Monitoring ~
Adopted MItIgatIon Measures lmplementatlon Schedule . :fACthﬂ ; .ReSponSIbIIIty Schedule g
Archaeologlcal monitoring program (AMP), The o LSFMTA and i archaeologIcal Project archaeologlcal ‘SFMTA and_ Considered
archaeological, momtormg program’shall mInImaIIy project” . emonitorlng is- _consultantto prepa_re “project -complete on finding
include the following provisions:. archaealogical implemented, pnor “Archaeological: . = - ,a,ts:h.aeolcg‘lpal by ERO that AMP is
= The archaeclogical constltant, pro ects onsor, and cansultant in  toanysoils- Monitoring Program ;- copsultant, in -~ implemented.
“ERO shall: meg and consult on’ihé scopi of the AMP ‘ €onsultation with disturbing - {AMP) in consultation consultation‘with .
reascnably prior to any project-related solls disturbing ERO -activities, and with the.ERQ" ‘ERO
activities corrimencing. The ERO, in consultation with . during soils * . .
the project archaeologist, shall.determine-whak project. Archacological distutbing stany Archasologicat Archaeological
activities shall be archaeologically.monitored. In most imanitor and - logation, - wy consultant to advise all, monitor to.observe.
cases, any soils disturbing activities, such as SFMTA and ™ construction " gonstruction
demglition, foundation removal; excavatian, grading, ‘SFMTA’s - * gontractors -aceording to the
g"'5:19;'—"‘t“Stallﬁg'O'};gf°upd)at'°{‘ ‘ﬁg‘ gg{wé‘g‘;fggﬂiial -construction . * If monitoring is: . - - schedules :
oundation, Shoring,, e1c,); site remediall contractors ~ implemented, as | established in the
require archaealogical mc;mtonng because of the ° ) .cdgs_trucﬂpn, +#8 . Archaeological monitor s ve for edch site(
. - potential, rIsk these‘ ct_IvItIes pose.to archaeologIcal . “contractors are  Shall temporarily -
their ¢ roin ‘ retained; prior to' redirect construgtion-
= 'The archaeologlcal consultanI shaII adwse all proIect . -any smls-d:sturblng Zggvgéenﬁ; mﬁeas%y

contractors'to’be’ an the alert for'evidence of the : '~‘actIv1ties
presence.of the' ‘expeoted resource(s);:of how fo. -

-{dentify the.evidence ofthe: :expected- resource(s), and 1 monitoring is
t

ofthe appropriateiprotocol in the event of apparen
dIscovery of-an: archaeologlcal resourc implemented,
. ; sschedules:for
* ‘The archaeologIcaI m "menitoringtobe .
project site according ' - established inthe. )
the archaeologlcal co he ERO' untll the AMP, in .
ERO: has,, in: consulta rchaeologlcal :consultatlon with

ERQ

[ record and be

authorized to:collect soIIsampIes and O
artifactual/ecofactual material as Warranted fcr

R ‘analysis. . :

e TR e e ' '  ADMINISTRATIVE: DRAFT'Z ‘SUBJECTTO CHANGEM
TRANSIT. EFFEGTIVENESS FROIECT (CITYWIDE) T S
MITIGATION MONITORING. AND REPORTING- PROGRAM:. : EthbII 25
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EXHIBIT 2: MlTIGATlON MQN]TORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)

e . MONITORING ANDREPORTING PROGRAM . . .. . oo .

Responsmmty ’ Momforingl ) ’
o , for Mitigatiori Mltigatlon' Reporting, Monitoring
Adopted Mitigation Measures - L lmplementatio‘n Schedule_ Actuon [ _~‘~::;Respons:b|hty Sched:ule‘ )

= Jfanintact archaeologlcal deposxt is encountered, all .
soils disturbing-activities in-the vicinity of the deposit
shall cease. The archaeo[oglcal monitor shall be
empowered to témporarily redirect .
demolition/excavation/ pile. dnvnnglconstrucﬁon crews .
and heavy eqtiipment until the: deposit is evaluated. If
in-the case of pile driving-activity (foundation, stioring,
etc.), he archaeclogical mioritor has cause to believe
that the pile dn\nng actlwty may affect an
be tenmnated until ar appropnate eValuatmn of ihe
resource has been.made in-consultation with-the *
ERQ. The archagological consuitant shall
immediately notify the ERO. of the encountered.
archaeological deposit, The drchdeological .
consultant:shall, after making:a-reasoriable effort to
assess the: identity, integrity, and significance of the :
encountered archaeological deposit, preserit the
fi ndmgs of thls assessment to the ERQO,, .

Eie]

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFTZ SUBJECT 10 CHANGE

TRANSITEFFRCTIVENESS PROTECT (CTTYWIDET™ e ASE NO, Z011.0558E
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM Extib*o6 - . S . M> % 2014



MlTIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
==== o Responsibility ; . ‘Monitoring/ :
e PR o for - Mltlgatlon Mitigation- . 'Reporting ..Monitoring
T Adppted Mltngatlon Measures g Jmplementation Schedule Action . ¢ ;ResponSIblhty " Schedule
ation with Descendant Commumt/es On " Archaeological ~ Forthe duratlen of SEMTA shall contact Project L 'canIdered‘
discovery of an: archaeologlcal sxtedl associated with:, »* -~ monitorand - 'soil-disturbing . EROand descendant archaeclogical . - complete on R
descendant Native- Amencans or'the Overseas Chinese, -SFMTAand: - activities; the, group representative - consultant shall notification of the -
ah.appropriate: representatlven_ of the' descendantgroup SFMTA's representative, of Upon discovery of.an”- prepare:a FARR in. appropriate
R0 s } ¢ fesentative.of ~ construction +*  the descendant rchaeologlcal site . consultation.with* descendant group,
~the descendant.group:shall be. glven 'th opportumty to- contractors group shallbe . ; 1he ERO © provision gftan.
.. Thonitor: archaeologlcal field: lnvestlgaﬂons of the snte and given the ‘opportunity- to
oconsult wit ! : 3 : ' gqpé:ortunfty t?” : Ac apy ofthe mpnﬂor-cpns{rucﬁan
nitor . FARR shall be site work; and:-
_ A.archaeolcglcal fleld . Pr ovided to the .completion and
: _ Py “Investigations o+ - P ative of - approval of the
_of thie: Fmal Archaeclogmal Resou'rces RePort shall be-. .. the site and consult " ’ : ,,trﬁp'gsen iévef -.FARR by ERO, if
v provuded to'the: epresentatxve of ‘descendant groupi‘_ with: the ERO 'grce:u escendan ‘necessary.
ifthe EROfin-consultation - - regarding - P
consultant, detefmines that. SIer : archaeologlcal e - appropriate
resolirce'is present’and that the résolirce’couldbe * " archaeological
~treatment of the

B:LGL

' ‘rmmsr'r EFFECTIVENESS rnomm tchYme)

;-Exms..lffiz'

'adversely affected by Ih proposed pro;ect at the

B)=An,
- :«'c i

j-av0|d any adverse effec
f‘archaeologlc L.ré '

f:than research sagmﬂcance and that mterpretive use‘
'of the resouirce-is feasible, . . T

An appropnate representatlve of the descendant groupﬁs here def nad to ‘mean, In the case of Native Amencans. any mdiwdua] hsted In the current Natlve

site; of recovered
datafrom the-site, :
and, if: appIIcable,
any. mterpretaﬂve
treatment of the -

. assoclated.
N *archaeologca] slte .

American: Contact List forthe City'and County of San Frahicisco malntalned by the Cal[forma Natlve Amencan Herltage Commnssmm and in the tase of the- -

OVerseas Chmese, the Chmesa Hlstorlca] Soclety of. Amenca

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REFORTING PROGRAM ’

C Exnibitzg o vt e

CASE NO 2011 05538E.

March 2014



-EXHIBIT 2 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (continued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

S Responsiblhty .-Momtonngl o
‘ L : ~Reporting.. Momt oring
Adopted Mltlganon Measures e Implementatlon Schedule , o Responsnbdlty Schedule
lf an archaeologlcal datd recovety program i§ reqtured SFMTA and . Consldered Consultant to prepare Final ADRP to be Considered
by the ERO, the archaeological data recovery program  project complete orice Archaeological Data  -submitted-to ERQ -complete an fmdmg
shall.be condugted in accord-with an archaeolagical data archaeological  verification of Recovery Program in -~ ’ by ERQ/ that ADRP.

recavery; pIan {ADRP).. The:projectarchaeological
sonsultant, project spensor; and ERO shall meet.and
consult on the scope of the ADRP. The archaeological
consultant shall prepare a-draft ADRP that shalbe.: -
‘submitted.to the ERO for review and approval. The
ADRP shall: ldentlfy Fhow the proposed datg recovery

© * program will presérve the sigrifficant informatiori the

.‘086L

archaeologlcal resource’is expected to contain. That is,

- the ADRP will identify what scientific/historical resedrch »

‘questions are applicable’ to the expected resource, what
.data classesthe resdurce’is expected to possess, and
how the expected data classes would address the
applicable-research questurms, Data recovery;in .
general; shauld be limitedo:the portions of the. h:storlcal

.propejty that could be. adversely affected by the

proposed project:.. Desfructive datarecovery methods:
‘shall not be:applied {o-portions of the archaeologxcal

. resources.if nondestructive methods.are practical.

The-scope-of the: ADRP shall mclude the: followmg
-glements: :

'« * Field'Methods'and Procedures. Descriptions of

- ;proposed field sirategles prgcedures and

| ‘operatiops. Y
x ,.Catalogumg and, LaboratozyAnalyszs Descnptlon of

selected catalogumg system and artifact analyms :
proced ures,.

v - Dis ard d‘Deéccasmon Pollcy Descnptlan of and

rationale for field and post-field discard and
deaccession policies.

consultant, in .curation occurs.

cons,ultatidn with

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 SUBJECT TO CHANGE

consultation with. ERQ, '

is implemented,

ERANSTY SFEE CTIVENESS THOTECT (CITYWIDE)
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EXHIBIT 2:' MlTlGATlON MONITORING AND REPORTINGJ:PROGRAMj(,;ontlnued)

N L - MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

. ""/nterpmtrve Program. Consideration of an on-site/off- -

Responsublllty ' Monitormgl o
' : for- Mltlgatlon - Reporting ... Monitoring .
Adopted Mitigation Measures Implementatnon Schedule " " Responsibility Schiedule

- site public interpretive program during’ the courseof . : . _—
* :the archaeological data recovery pragram. o S L

‘measures to protect the:archaeological: resouree. from C
. vandalisr, lootmg, and non—mtentmnally damagmg
activities,

'Flnal Repoft~

escnptron:of proposed report forrnat

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 SUBJECT TO CHANGE

L
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i EXHIBIT 2:~ MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (ccntmued)

MONlTORlNG AND REPORT[NG PROGRAM

‘R'espoﬁ's;ijbiﬂi'w.

Moni_toringl )

' applicable State and federal Laws, including immediate -»-consultatlon with

notification:of the Coroner of the City and County of San ERO
Francisco and, ifi the event of the: Coroner's - .
determination that.the human remdins are. Native

Aifierican remains, notification of the:California State

Native American Heritage Commigsion 'who shall .

-appoint a Most‘Likely Desgendant (MLD) (Pub. Res.

‘Cade Sec. 5097 :98). The archaeological consultant,

- project sponsor; and MLD shall make allreasonable .

efforts to-develop an agreement for the tredtment.of, .
with appropriate dignity, human remains and ,assccuated

- or unassociated:funerary cbjécts (CEQA Guidelines
- Bec.: 15064.5(d)). The"agreement should take! into,
. conisideration the. appropnate exeavatlon removal,”
.+ recordation; anal_’y

s, curafion, possession; and final
.drsposmon of the’ hu remains and. assocnated or
unassoclated funerary objects. . :

e Anmmsmmvs DRAFTz ,SUBJECTTO CHANGE.

for . Mitigation. . Reporting Momtoring .
: Adopted Mitlgatlon Measures ;‘:lmplementaﬂon Schedule o Actlon o Responslblllty , ;Schedule
Human Remams Assoclated or. Unassociateo‘ Funemly SFMTA and it appl;cable upon ' PrOJect L Consmiered‘
Objects. The'treatment of human remains.and of project: throughout solls~ dlscovery of human - archaeologjcal complete on .
associated.or unassocizsted funerary objects discovered archaeological disturbing activities remains andlor _ consultant and/or notification of the. .
* during any oils disturbing activity shall comply with iconsultant, in associated or - ‘archiaeological San'Franciscp  ~

County Coroner and

:unassociated funerary monitor - “
NAHC, if necessary. -

-objects; the consultant

shall notify the Corgner

ofthe City and County .

of San Francisco, and

in the event of_the ’

Qoroner's. i

determination that the

‘human remaing are
Native American i

- Temains, notification of..

the California State

* Nafive American

Heritage Commissjon

2 'whoshall appoint’-ae-
“Most Likely . 4

-Descendant (MLD) i}

'archaeologlcal

consultant-and the
SFMTA, shall make
reasonable efforts to
develop.an, -agreement
for the freatment of ~ :
‘hutmati remairis and/or
:associated or PR P
unassociated: funerary

objects ;

B
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'-Ex'mélr?z MlTlGATION MONiTORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM’(:. ontmued)
| | L MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
. Responsnbxhty - ' B Momtormgl

“

Ca - for T Mitigation . ‘«Mitlgatmn © Reporting - - NMonitoring
Adopted Mltlgatlon Measures L «'lmplementatnon Schedule o ‘Action’ . - Respons:blhty SGhedu[e
,Flnal Archaeologlcal Resources Renort The .. - ~SEMTA and I apphcable, upon If apphcable , It appllcablet the ConSIdered
larchaeologlcal'con 'Itant shall su5m|t a.Draft Fmal project -~ .. completionof -*. consultantto’ prepare - ~EROto review and ‘complete on |
‘ J ‘ ). _archaeologlcal ‘cataloguing and . draft-and final = approve the Final - approval of final
-+ consultant, in * analysis of . Archeo]ogncal Archealogical FARR
" consultation'with recovered data and Resources Report - Resources Report
ERO findings reports ‘ S T
‘ L s If applicable,
" If applicable, upon. - ' consultant fo -
approval of Final o . transmitfinal,
+ " Archaeological - approved
) Resources Report . : documentation to
Coples of the Draft FARR shall. be sent.to the ERO f . byERO - o -NWIC and San .
review and approval, Once approved by the ERQO coples o . ‘ g : . Francisco Plannmg
' uted‘as -follo‘vvs: ,Califo S ' ' -.Department
If appliaab[e..
consultantshall
.. prepare all plans.
- and- :
iecor{wmendattlons i
* for interpretation by
- 23~s‘ es) and/or. “the consultant shall - .

RHP]CRHR; .

be submitted first
and directly tothe. -~ .
-ERO for reviewand " .-
comment, and shall
be: consldered draft .

s reports subject to:

4+

_ADMIN

BJECT T

TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT-(CITYWIDE) I Ry, CASE No 7011 ossw
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EXHIBIT 2:  MITIGATION MONITORING AND REFORTING PROGRAM (continued)

Responsibility

MONlTORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

_ large in'scale: Alsn pale

o parts._ -

‘MouthelDr. PeterRoopnaring in the:Geology

o lmmedlately“suspen !
* vicinity: 6f the- discovery-uritil the ERO has: determlned“

resource dufing'construction of the: project, the project” w7 palegntologsts and

sponsor:shall be responsible for ensuring that all project ' 'suspend soils- . _
confractors and:-subcontraéters.involved in soil- - - disturbing activities:
dlsturblng activifies-associated: WIth the project: comply _ . : J-
with the followingprocedures in: the event-of dISCQ\Iery of "

“apaleontological resource, “Paleontoldgical remains, or .

Tesource, can take-the form of whole or portions gf

marine shell, bones, tusk ‘horn and teeth from fish,
teptiles, mammals; and 10wer grder animals. Inthe ¢ase -
‘of Megafauna the remains, although partial; may be-
ntological resources’inciude:

pressmns of’ p[ant or anlmal

petrifi ied: wobod and rock_ im

‘Should any indication ofa paleontologxcal resource be
gficountered during any soil- disturbing dctivity of the-

-project, theproject fureman and/or project:sponsor shall .

imiriediately:notifythe City Planning Department's *

‘Environmental Review Dfficer (ERO)-and one of its.

demgnated paleontologlsts (currently Dr.JeanDe

Department of the:California Academy of Sciences) and
sail-disturbing-activities'in the: ~~

what addltlonal measure e needed

L. . ADMINISTRATIVEDRAFT2-SUBJECTTOCHANGE " .

o P Momtonngl
N ‘ : for. - Mitigation ' Mit_igati,on Reporting. . Monitormg
Adopted M:tngatmn Measures _..._Jmplementation Schedule ~ ... Action’.. Responsnbnhty Sr:hedu[e L
Mltlgatlon Measure M-CP-3: Paleontologlcal ' SFMTA and Durlng construction Prolect SFMTA and ERO Durmg constructlon,:
Resources Accidental. Dlscovery - project contractor/SFMTA to ; - upon indication that
In order to avoid any potential adverse effect it the contractor's : nofify the ERO and- a paleontolagical
event of accidental discovery of a paleontological . - ‘Head Foreman -one of its designated resaurce has been .

encountered

TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) N
MITIGA™TON MONITDRI‘NG AND REPORTING PROGRAM Exbi» 243

T
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| ..ORTING PROGRAM (contmued)
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

E,

‘Responsibility: S o Monltormgl o LT
. far. Mltlgatlon : ,,‘“Mmgatlon - Reporting - -Monitoring,
'lmplementatlon Schedule :: . "Action ' 'Responsiblhty Schedule
SFMTA and The project T SF.MTA"(Q’{ retasin  -EROto approve . Considered
paIeontolo caI:[esource ‘mhay { .7 project - paIeontoIoglcal * “appropriately qualified F naI PRMMP complete on _
'pl:o;ectsrte, ihe pl'Oject spansor:shall: tetain the: serwcas paleontologica! “consultantto -~ ¢ ‘consultantio-prepare ~“approval of final -
+of-a gualifiet ntologxca] consultantwrthIexpertxs in: .consultant in constltwithithe. . ..PRMMP, carry-ouf Pr fect . PRMMP
Cahformaxpale consultation wrth ‘ERO.as: Jndicated momtormg, and: . ?’ t ] cal
1t completed when " ::_reporting. pa eo? ologica . d
The PRMMP.S ERO accepts ﬁnal consultant shall - Considered
rocedures aamplm and'~da report. provide brief - complete on
L "ng,ancyee monthly reports to .approval of final .
si ERQduring: . . documentation. by

G861

~_.,:'}TRANSIT EFEECTIVENESS FROTECT. (CITYWIDE)
* " MITIGATION MONITORING AND. REPORTING PROGRAM

momtormg oras . ERO
identified in the
PRMMP, and

. . notifythe ERO

" should stop for .

. and approve; the

- .documenfatlon as
.. established in the

immediately if wark

data réoavery ,
during momtorlng

The'ERO 1o review

final-

CASE NO 2011.0558E",
- March 2014
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EXHlBIT 2 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued) : o “ ) -

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsibility ‘ Monitoring/
. for Mitigation Mitigation Reporting
lmplementatlon Schedule Actlon - . Responsibll:ity ,,

Momtormg ‘

Adopted Mltlgatron Measures

SFMTA pro;ect

SFMTA o

Mitigation Measure M-HZ—1. HaZardous Materials Departmentof - Considered
Soil Testing.. & =& .. groundwater tesf  construction contractor 'P'ublxc Health: complete on review
Irrorder to protect both construdxon workers and the results-containing -shall beTesponsible for - .- . . . and-approval by

l ‘publicfrom exposure to-hazardous’ materials’in soil§ - any hazardous  the implementation of - < " ‘DPH of the soil afid
encountered: during‘construction-of the:proposed preject, © materials shallbe  Steps1-3. groundwater testing.

* the project:sponsor. agrees to adhere to,the following. . ‘submitted to the c e © results, along with
requirementsi ¢ - Departiment of . maps showingthe.
1 ) Any ‘sail excavated and then; encapsulated ‘Under , fgg&c) ’}_ﬁfdfhm Co Lo TR e th: a;:;: r;:; t};e“ and/ ’

<+ sotictet&:and/or-asphalt covering within the same days of the n el : 'g cava nd ‘$a'fér' e
- 'ared'as s excavation’shall-not require testing for _ngT letion of S . rcgr?tr:lﬁm “;ha
- theprésence’of hazardous:materials'inlevels- - . fo ug ' L . hazard oug'.
exceeding those. acceptable to-government agencies 1esting. ’ o R “materigls,
" unless the TEP-project.or-construction manager _;i
determines’ anyéxteriuating cifcumstances: exist, ) '
" such as-odors, unusualicolor or presence of foreign
material. The teuse;remediation, ordisposal-of.any
.. Soil: tested. and‘found: o contain‘hazardous.materials L e - o
.. -+ ‘under these.circumstanices shallbe:in compliance: - . o L L
- with therequirements;of the San‘Francisco _ T - ' T Lsm w4 en

Depaitment.of Public-Health (DPH) and other- .
agencies. The project sponsor shall be- Tesp ns:ble
., forreporting theitestresults'of: any soil with - . e
% hazardousimaterial content-to'DPH within 1. days of . S T :
thecompletlon of: tesimg, ;accompanied Wlth a map L ; e TR
“showing the/excavation location; -~ . ‘ ‘ o Lo

.2) . Any excavated: solfnotreused and encapsuiated
¥ . under concreteandlorasphalt coverihg within-the -
~same-arga asits excavation, shall.betested-forthe .~ B
presence of hazardous materials in’ Ievels exeeeding © L SRR o ,
those acceptable to.government agehcies, beforeft ~ . .. T o ’ e 2
. Is'moved fromthe area of excavation. The N ST ' ' o
transpcrtatlon and dlsposal of the soil shall be in

R

EE T

ADMlNlSTRATl\lE DRAFT 2 -SUBJEC‘TTO CHANGE
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"' EXE:IIB'];l‘?:'Zr: }if-M]TlGATION MONITORING ANIREPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsnbllity ..... Momtormgl :
T “for- Mltlgation Mitugaﬂon . Reportmg Monltonng

S lmplementatlon Schedule * Action c. Responsnblhty Schedule

hdiing. and testmg e
structncn o

‘ ADMINISTRA‘HVE DRAFT 2- - SUBJEGT T0. CHANGE S
TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (cr'rYWmE) S ST el s i CASE NO. 2011.0558E
"MITIGATION' MONITORING AND .REPORTING PROGRAM ) ‘ Exhlblt2-15 '; S ; S S . March:2014




8861

' MITIGATION MEASURES IN DEIR
'.' . . , Aeiga

. traffig-control'measures include signalizatio

.. Whére feasigle: the:SF

=

EXHIBIT 2; MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (cohtmued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsm;llty

for
Adopted,Mitlgatlon Measures

Momtormgl T
‘Mitigation Mitigation “Reporting: _Monitoring

: e o L
'Mltlgatlon Measure M-TR—aa Optlmlzatlon of ,

. Interséction Operations

The final design of program-level TTRPs that include
TPS Toalkit elements from the Lane Modifications and
Pedestrian:Improvements categories:shall ibtegrate

o desngn eIements from the followmg mtersectlon

prohlbmons1 restnpmgt add. addmonal mlxed-ﬂow
. capacity; Iane wrdenmg-“ ‘provide for fransit-only or
mixed-flow:lanés; and: ‘parking prohibitions:Potential

_signal'phases,:and: changes ‘to the:signalcycle;“ The
final’ des;gn'shall ensure'thaﬁransm pedestnan, and
bzcycle travel are: accommodated ‘is*within-the-corfit ines -
ot feasible traffic-engineering solutions,:and does' ot

“.gonflict with overall Cify*policies’ related to'transportation,
Mitigation-Measure:M-TR-10:-Provision:of
Replacement Commermal Loading-Spaces -

ATA shall install-new commercial

loading:® 'spa _s'ef snn'ularl igthi‘on thé same Block and

side'of the stréét; :or-within'250'feét on adjacent side

SEMTA

- streets,“of where commercxal loadmg -spaces would:be,

permanently removed,inorderto providesegually . .. . o S
gonvenient loading space(s) ‘Theseé.Joading spaces
shall only be réplaced on streets WJth commercial uses,

, ._lmplem,_e‘ntathn . Schedille

exclusive St

Apmmsmmve DRAF'I‘ 2 -SUBJECT 'ro CHANGE

_Action - _-Responsibility ‘Schedule’

Optimlze mtersechen "SEMTA, Planning  Prio o_omp etlon

develop_men,t of  geometries.andiraffic. Department ~ of detalled'designs
detailed designs, ‘cantrol measures for the program-: -
for the program- “level TTRP

level TTRP proposals:
proposals, -

RE

During . Wherefeasible, install SFMTAwith : Priortoor - :
development'of . new commercial review by Planning -concurrent wuth the
detziled designs  lpading spaces.. Department; - remaval of on-street
for:the program- . commercial loading.
leVel TTRP ' B ' spaces.
iproposals. e e e e s

"TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (cxryme) ‘
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

T CASE NO, 2011.05358E"

Exhlh'lz-‘ls - March 2014
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r-:xme]rz ~ MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contlnued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

implementationof transitservice: goals

TER * -and:proposed. . g

xmprovements Improvements to Mum :
operatrons

ape r 3
where needed and ag approved by detision makers and
under, budgetary appropriations, strive to‘improve.upon.. |
Muni operations;including peak’ hour transrt -capacity on
screenlines and-corridors.

Responsibility ‘ ' Momtoringl
.. T for - -Mitigation - Mltrgatron 4 ‘Reporting - Momtormg
':Ad'optédf Mitigation Measures:. - lmplementat;nn Schedule . Action . 7 ° :Responsibility Schedule
e “SFMTA . Diring. pFOJEC’( _Regonfigure © Planfing. ¥ Priorto completuon

Mltlgatron Measture M-TR-ZB Intersectlon Restrrpmg' : implementatron westhound and: - Department, - of detajled design. -
at 16"/Bryant streets’ 4 o . :eastbound approaches: SF MTA for prcuect-level
The SEMTA:shall reconfigure the proposed changesat - .. S i ot 16thStreet af Bryant- improvements at
the intersection of 16" /Bryant strestsconverting the. . . . Street . 16th/Bryant streets.
westbound :approach of 16% Street at Bryant Street from ‘

what is proposed to be a shared through-right turn lane

to.a through lane and & dedicated right-turn pocket

adjacent to the through: lane, and reconfigure the.
easthound approach from what is proposed tobea A
separate through lane and a dedicated right-turi pocket
adjacent o the through. Iane to.ashared through/rxght

. lane .

Mitigation Measure M-TR-48. Enforczement of ‘SFMTA Ongomg after Enforce parking . SFMTA Ongoing

' Parking Violations - K implementation of . -regulations andlor ; e
On streets where lmplementatlon of project-level TTRPs , - TIRP " installvideo cameras
would resultin-a net reduction of on-street commercial ' " improvements, .on transit-vehicles.

-loading spaces, the. SFMTA shall enforce parking . : ‘ g : :
regulationsin transit-only. [anes throughthe use of v;deo .
cameras on transit-vehicles and/ or other parking ' : :

.enforcement actlvmes '

' SFMTA : Ongoing,: after . ‘SFMTA'to morniter SEMTA Ongoing.

‘TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE)

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 SUBJECT TO CHANGE -

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM : . EthbIt2~‘I7L

'CASE NO, 2011.0558E

March 2014



EXHIB]T 2 MlTlGATlON MONITORING AND: REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)

MON]TORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

RESPOHSIblllty Momtormgl
- ' for Mitigation. M itigation- Reporting: Moni ltormg
L .- Adopted Mitigation Measures' Lt Implementat{on Schedule . . Acfion ' ,ﬁesponsipility . Schedule

Mitigation Measure M:C-TR-49: Explore the
lmplementatlon of Parking: ManagementSttategzes,
SFMTA shall explore whether implementation:of parking
marnagerment strategies ‘would be appropriate and -
effective in this and other parts of the City to more
efficiently manage the supply of on—street parkmg aver
nme i

-

0661

r

i

SFMTA reportto Ongamg during

SF Planning

project
‘implementation,:

TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) -

CMITIG - TTON MONITORING AND. REPORTING PROGRAM .

.S‘FMTA Ongoing during Identify and explore
implementation of new parking ’
TEP. management . .
: strategies, particutarly.
along the TTRP
. corridors:
ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2= SUBJECTTO CHANGE /... .,
Exhinit 2,18

T CASE NO. 2011, PE5EE
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et TR T, '
.Improvement Measure -TR-1: Constructlon

e

EXHIBIT 2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORT]NG PROGRAM (contmued)

- MONITORINGAND.;REPORTINGPR GRAM

SFMTA=and  Throughoutthe - 'SFMTAand prOJect ' SFMTA “Considéred

Measures project “ gonstruction ° construction™ . - complete after |

During the construatlon of all TEP prOJects the SFMTA constructiori - ‘durationforany  contractor{s)to = - S “:+  completion of
- shall require the following; . ' confractor(s)  ‘TEPcomponent  coordinate gonstrustion . ‘construction

1) - Constriiction contractdrs.shall be prohibited from - ; requiring related-activities with activities, -

sscheduling anytruck trips, such as concrete. mixers;; " " -construction. DPW, the Fire : : S

heavy-consfruction equipment-and materials delivery, R Department; the -
_ ete.,tothe copstruction sites during.the a:m. (710 9. ’ Planning Department,

:am;):and p.m. {4 fo 6 piri.) peak commute periads. | o : and.any other City o

2) Al sonstruction activities:shall adhere fo the-. _ : L agencies. - ' ‘

:pmwsnons in the City'of San Francisco's Regulations for . - - A ) : o

Working'in San Francisco ‘Streets (Blue Book), including : :

those addressing sidewalk and Jane:closiires. To

minimize: construction impacts on nearhy businesses .

‘ang resndents the SEMTA shall alert motorists, - ' .o ' T .

_bicyclists, ‘and. nearby propeny owners of upcoming

‘constriction through'its existing website. and other

available rieans, sugh as distribution of ﬂyers ‘emails,

and portable message. ormformational signs.

Information provided shall:include contact:name(s) for .

the SFMTA prdject manager, publi¢ information officer;

and/orthe SFMTA General Enforcement Division '

contact humber {311),

3) Construction contractors shall encourage

construction workers {6 use carpoollng -and trahsit to fhe i : : D
rconstruction site in order to mlnimlzeparklng demand. - R : e

¥ ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFTZ-SUBJECTTO CHANGE :

TRANSIT EFFEC‘PIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDEu) I ; B . . CASE NO, 2011,0558E
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DPW Order No: 184706

TRANSMITTING TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS LEGISLATION TO AUTHORIZE SAN
FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS TO ENTER INTQ A COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT WATH THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION {CALTRANS} FOR DESIGN AND
Ediwin 1. Lee: CONSTRUCTION OF THE 19™ AVENUE COMBINED CITY PROJECT AND APPROVING SAID

Mayor
AGREEMENT,
ohammed Nurd This Order containsa Cooperative Agreement for the City to: design, construct, and. -

i Francisco PUblc Works firignice the 19 Aveiiue Combified. City project; and for Caltrans to.provide independent
Tncatton b Gttt Pl Quality Assurangce for the work within thie state highway system right-of-way, provide

Room 348 .y ' rircvval af nraiact dne i p——. e rer e £
San Frarcisco, CA agfoz review and approval of projectdocuments, and-issue encroachment permits required for
el 415:554-6920 project completion,

sfpubhcworks org

facebook com/sfpublicworks  The following is hereby transmitted to the Board of Supervisors for your approval:
twitter.comi/sfpublicworks
twitter.cori/mrcleansf B . . ) - o )
1. Board Resolution on the Cooperative Agreement

7, Cooperative Agreement _

3. MTA Board Resoluticn No. 15-107 approving the traffic and parking:
modifications Tncluded in thé 19th Avehue €ombined City Project

4. MTA Board Resolutiori No. 14-041 apiprovirig CEQA findings and a Mitigaticn
Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Transit Effectiveness Project Final
Environmental Impact Report.

5. Planning Commiission - Motion No. 19105 that certified the TEP Firal EIR

Itis recominended that the Bodrd of Supervisors ddopt this legislation and authorize the
Director of Public Werks to sign the Agreement on behalf of the City.

372172016 3/21/2016

X Mohammed Nuru

Nuru, Mohammed

A Sweiss, Fuad

Approver 2 Approver,3,
Signed by: Sweiss, Fuad, Signed by Nuru; Méhammed

1992



SAN FRANCISCO
MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

RESOLUTION No. 15-107

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency has proposed the
installation of traffic and parking modifications along the 28 19th Avenue rapid Muni transit
corridor included in the Muni Forward Service-Related Capital Improvements and Travel Time
Reduction Proposals as follows:

A. RESCIND — BUS ZONE - 19th Avenue, west side, from Lincoln Way to 105 feet southerly
(bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Irving Street to 75 feet
northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Irving Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west
side, from Judah Street to 70 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue,
east side, from Judah Street to 60 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Kirkham Street to 85 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Kirkham
Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Lawton Street to 75 feet southerly
(bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Lawton Street to 70 feet
southerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Moraga Street to 70
feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Moraga Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th
Avenue, west side, from Noriega Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus
bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Noriega Street to 70 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to
farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Ortega Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain
with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Ortega Street to 90 feet northerly (bus stop to
remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Pacheco Street to 75 feet southerly;
19th Avenue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side,
from Quintara Street to 90 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Rivera Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th
Avenue, east side, from Rivera Street to 80 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th
Avenue, west side, from Santiago Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from
Santiago Street to 80 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Taraval Street to 135 feet
northerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th Avenue, east side, from Taraval Street to 125
feet northerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Ulloa Street
to 70 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th
Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus
bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Wawona Street to 67 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east

" side, from Wawona Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Sloat
Boulevard to 80 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); Sloat Boulevard, south
side, from 19th Avenue to 100 feet westerly (bus stop to remain); 19th Avenue, east side,
from Sloat Boulevard to 75 feet northerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 100 feet northerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th
Avenue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 100 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside);

~ and 19th Avenue, east side, from Holloway Avenue to 95 feet northerly (bus stop to remain
with bus bulb).

B. RESCIND —BUS FLAG STOP - 19th Avenue, east side, south of Vicente Street (bus stop
relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, north of Ocean Avenue; and 19th Avenue,
east side, south of Ocean Avenue.
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C.

D.

ESTABLISH — BUS ZONE - 19th Avenue, east side, from Quintara Street to 145 feet
southerly (extends existing 75-foot bus zone by 70 feet).

ESTABLISH - SIDEWALK WIDENING AND TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME
- 19th Avenue, west side, from Lincoln Way to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, west side, from Judah Street to 174 feet southerly (6-foot
wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Judah Street to 148 feet
northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside, shortens existing 54-foot
part-time passenger loading zone by 17 feet); 19th -Avenue, west side, from Lawton Street to
83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from
Lawton Street to 99 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside);
19th Avenue, west side, from Noriega Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Noriega Street to 83 feet northerly (6-foot
wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Ortega Street to
83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from
Ortega Street to 83 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue,

- west side, from Quintara Street to 148 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus

zone); 19th Avenue, west side, from Rivera Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb -
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Rivera Street to 108 feet northerly (6-foot
wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Taraval Street
to 169 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue,
east side, from Taraval Street to 171 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone);
19th Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Vicente Street to 96 feet northerly (6-foot
wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Sloat
Boulevard to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east

. side, from Sloat Boulevard to 83 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone);

19th Avenue, west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — -
bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 83 feet
northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, east side,
from Holloway Avenue to 148 feet northerly (8-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th
Avenue, west side, from Irving Street to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Irving
Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb, removes
meter #1803); 19th Avenue, east side, from Irving Street to 57 feet northerly (6-foot wide
comner bulb); Irving Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 56 feet easterly (6-foot wide
corner bulb, removes meter #1724); 19th Avenue, west side, from Kirkham Street to 23 feet
southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Kirkham Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23
feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Kirkham Street to 23
feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Kirkham Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23
feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Lawton Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23
feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Lawton Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23
feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from 18 feet south to 49 feet
north of Moraga Street (6-foot sidewalk widening at southern crosswalk); 19th Avenue, east
side, from Moraga Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Moraga Street,
north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Pacheco Street to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Pacheco
Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 31 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th
Avenue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Pacheco Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Quintara Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 28 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
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19th Avenue, east side, from Quintara Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Quintara Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 28 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Rivera Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide cormer bulb),
Rivera Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide comer bulb);

19th Avenue, west side, from Santiago Street to 56 feet southerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); .

Santiago Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 49 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, east side, from Santiago Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Santiago Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 42 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, west side, from Ulloa Street to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Ulloa Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Ulloa Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Vicente Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Vicente Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, east side, from 18 feet south to 141 feet north of Wawona Street (6-foot
sidewalk widening opposite stem of T-intersection); Sloat Boulevard, south side, from 19th
. Avenue to 30 feet westerly (7-foot wide corner bulb); Sloat Boulevard, south side, from
19th Avenue to 25 feet easterly (7-foot wide corner bulb); Sloat Boulevard, north side, from
19th Avenue to 41 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from
Ocean Avenue to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); Ocean Avenue, south side,
from 19th Avenue to 25 feet westerly (7-foot wide cormer bulb); 19th Avenue, east side,
from Ocean Avenue to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Ocean Avenue, north
side, from 19th Avenue to 25 feet easterly (7-foot wide corner bulb, removes meters #2666
and #2668); Eucalyptus Drive, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot
wide corner bulb); Eucalyptus Drive, north side, from 19th Avenue to 28 feet easterly (6-
foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Holloway Avenue to 30 feet southerly
(7-foot wide comner bulb); and Holloway Avenue, south side, from 19th Avenue to 30 feet
easterly (9-foot wide corner bulb).
. ESTABLISH-TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME - 19th Avenue, west side, from
Irving Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Irving Street to 40 feet
southerly; 19th- Avenue, west side, from Kirkham Street to 30 feet northerly; 19th Avenue,
west side, from Lawton Street to 25 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Lawton
Street to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Moraga Street to 20 feet northerly;
19th Avenue, east side, from Noriega Street to 32 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side,
from Pacheco Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 40
feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Quintara Stréet to 32 feet northerly; 19th
Avenue, west side, from Rivera Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from
Rivera Street to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Santiago Street to 40 feet
northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Santiago Street to 35 feet southerly; 19th Avenue,
west side, from Ulloa Street to 30 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street
. to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from 20 feet to 40 feet north of Vicente Street;
19th Avenue, east side, from Vicente Street to 25 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side,
from Wawona Street to 40 feet northerly; Wawona Street, south side, from. 19th Avenue to
20 feet westerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Sloat Boulevard to 40 feet southerly; 19th
Avenue, west side, from Ocean Avenue to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from
Ocean Avenue to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 40
feet northerly; and 19th Avenue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 40 feet southerly.
. ESTABLISH - TO-AWAY NO STOPPING, SUNSET TO SUNRISE, DAILY - 19th
Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 20 feet northerly.
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G. ESTABLISH — BLUE ZONE - 19th Avenue, west side, from 83 feet to 105 feet south of
Eucalyptus Drive.

WHEREAS, This project was analyzed in the Transit Effectiveness Project Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) certified by the San Francisco Planning Commission in
Motion No. 19105 on March 27,2014; and,

WHEREAS, Approval for traffic and parking modifications to implement various projects
along the 28 19™ Avenue Muni transit corridor included in the Service-Related Capital
Improvements of the Muni Forward program, which was previously referred to as the Transit
Effectiveness Project (TEP), relies on said FEIR, and information pertaining to the FEIR is set forth
in a SFMTA Resolution No 14-041, which is on file with the Secretary to the SFMTA Board of
Directors and are incorporated herein by reference; and,

WHEREAS, As part of the Resolution No. 14-041, the SFMTA Board of Directors adopted
approval findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines,
and Chapter 31 of the Administrative Code (CEQA Findings) and a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP), which Resolution, CEQA Findings, and MMRP are on file with the
Secretary to the SFMTA Board of Directors and are incorporated herein by reference as though
fully set forth; and,

WHEREAS, SFMTA staff proposes to adopt the proposed project’s Expanded Alternative,
which includes all of the same parking and traffic improvements that are included in the Moderate
Alternative, as well as the one proposal to shorten one of two northbound left turn lanes at 19®
Avenue/Winston Drive, which is not included in the Moderate Alternative; and,

WHEREAS, The existing left-turn lane configuration in the northbound direction of 19%
Avenue at the intersection of 19" Avenue with Winston Drive, where one of two left-turn lanes is
used for both left-turning vehicles and through Muni light rail trains causes substantial delays for all
~ inbound (north) M Ocean View trains, which currently must wait for the left turn queue to dissipate
before proceeding through the intersection; and,

WHEREAS, Shortening a portion of the leftmost left-turn lane will reduce the stacking
length available to non-transit vehicles to queue in front of a train, allowing both non-transit
vehicles and trains to clear the intersection in one left-turn signal phase; and,

WHEREAS With more reliable light rail transit service on one of the busiest lines, SFMTA
will have fewer needs for last-minute service adjustments, a more stable service environment for _
resource-need assessment, and will be able to more reliably and effectively allocate transit
resources and deliver service overall; and, '

WHEREAS, The SFMTA Board has reviewed the FEIR and hereby finds that since
certification of the FEIR, no changes have occurred in the proposed project or in the circumstances
under which the project would be implemented that would cause new significant impacts or a
substantial increase in the severity of impacts identified and analyzed in the FEIR, and that no new
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information has emerged that would materially change the analyses or conclusions set forth in the
FEIR. The actions approved herein would no necessitate implementation or additional or
considerably different mitigation measures that those identified in the FEIR; and,

WHEREAS, The public has been notified about the proposed modifications and has been given
the opportunity to comment on those modifications through the public hearing process; now, therefore,
be it '

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors
approves these traffic and parking modifications set forth in items A through G above along the 28
19™ Avenue Muni transit corridor included in the Muni Forward Service-Related Capital
Improvements and Travel Time Reduction Proposals and support the SFMTA’s Vision Zero
program.

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of July 7, 2015.

Secretary to the Board of Directors ~
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
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Introduction Form

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor

' Time stamp
I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): o or meeting date

£

1. For reference to Committee.

An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment.

X<

2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to Committee.

3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee.

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor] B o inquires"

5. City Attorney request.

6. Call File No. ' from Committee.

7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).

8. Substitute Legislation File No.

9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion).

10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole.

1 A A (0 [y o

11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the followmg
[[] Small Business Commission 1 Youth Commission 1 Ethics Commission

L] Planning Commission [] Building Inspection Commission
Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a'Imperative

Sponsor(s):

Supervisors Tang and Yee

Subject: .

Resolution approving a Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans for Design and Construction along 19th Avenue
between Junipero Serra Boulevard and Lincoln Way =~ -

The text is listed below or attached:

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: ,WM
x

Y 7NV /N

For Clerk's Use Only: _ \ u
| 1998



%c‘) l,LRnJ USE'( {;?Fi
Lt’f'y' Da\v,l Oo,p, C:'L) A'{‘-l-j ‘
con , Mag.rs difle

City Hall
President, District 5 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-7630
Fax No. 554-7634
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227
London Breed
PRESIDENTIAL ACTION
Date: May-18, 2016

To: . Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Boatd of Supetvisors

" Madam Cletk, .
Putsuant to Board Rules, I am hereby:

| Walvmg 30—Day Rule (Board Rule No. 3.23)

=
File No. :i;
(Primary Sponsor) - § =
_ | N
Title. . , K o
Transferring Board Rule No. 3.3) =
File No. 160559 Tang =
' (Primary Sponsor) o
Title. TANG- RESOLUTION - COOPERATIVEy
From: Land Use & Transportation Committee
To: Budget & Finance Commnittee
O  Assigning Temporary Committee Appointment (Board Rule No. 3.1)
- Supervisor
Replacing Supetvisor
For: - Meeting
‘ (Date) (Committee)

London Breed, President

Board of Supetvisors
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