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FILE NO. 170802 RESOLUTION NO.

[California Environmental Quahty Act Findings - San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
Water System Improvement Program, Alameda Creek Recapture Project]

Resolﬁtion adépting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act related to
modifications to the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Water System
lmprovemgnt Program, Alameda Creek Recapture Project, iccated in the Sunol Valley
in Alameda County, including the adoption of a mitigation monitoring and reporting
program and a statement of overriding considerations; anﬁ directing the Clérk of the

Board of Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action.

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) developed a | ,
project description, apbroved and advertised for bids for the construction of the Alameda _
Creek Recapture Project (ACRP Project), which is a water infrastruéture project located in the ;
Sunol Valley in Ailameda County included as part of the Water Systelﬁ Improvement Program
(WSIP) as Project No. CUW35201; and | |

WHEREAS, The objectives of the ACRP Project are to recapture the water that would
have otherwise been stored in Calaveras Reservoir due to the release and bypéss of flows
from Calaveras Dam and the Alameda Creek Diversion Dam, respectively, to meét instream
flow requirements, thereby maintaining thg historical annual transfers fror-n the Alameda
Watershed system to the SFPUC regional water system; minimize impacts on water supply
during drought, system maintenance, and in the event of water supply problems or
transmission disruptions in the Hetch Hetchy system; maximize local watershed supplies; and
maximize the use of eXIstmg SFPUC facilities and infrastructure; and, | |

WHEREAS An environmental impact report (EIR) as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was prepared for the ACRP Project, in Planning |
Deparfment File.No. 2015-004827ENV, and the Final ACRP Project EIR (ACRP FEIR) was
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certified by the San Francisco Planning Commission on June 22, 2Q17 by Motion No. M-
19952; and

WHEREAS, The ACRP FEIR prepared for the project is tiered from the WSIP Program

- Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) certified by the Planning Commission 'on'October 30,

2008 by Motion No. 17734, and, thereafter, the SFPUC approved the WSIP-and adopted

fi ndlngs and a Mltlgatlon Momtonng and Reportlng Program as required by CEQA on October

30, 2008 by Resolution No. 08 0200 and .
WHEREAS, On June 23 2017, the SFPUC, by Resolution No 17 0146, a copy of

which is included in Board of Supervisors File No. 170802 and is incorporated herein by this -

reference: (1) approved the ACRP Project; (2) adopted findings (CEQA Findings), including a
statement of overridiné considerations, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP)‘required by CEQA,; and authorized advert'ising for construction bids for the ACRP
Project at a maximum estimated cost of $15,5'00,000; and
- WHEREAS, The PEIR and SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200, the ACRP FEIR and

SFPUC Reéolution No. 17-0146 have been made available for review by this Board and the
public, and those files are part of the record before fhis Board; énd

WHEREAS, This Board has reviewed and considered the information contained in the
PEIR, the ACRP FEIR, the ﬁndingsAcontained in SFPUC Résolutions No. 08-0200 and
No. 'i7-0146, and all written and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the
public, relevant public agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the

ACRP' Project; and

WHEREAS, This Board of Subervisors adopted Ordinance Nos. 92-10 and.311-08

-appropriating funds for the ACRP Project, placing certain appropriated funds on Controller’s

Appropriation reserve, with release of construction funds subject to the SFPUC and this

Board's prior adoption of CEQA Findings for the ACRP Project, and Ordinance 113-13,

Public Utilities Commission
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" Section 5, releasing funds on reserve for ACRP as part of the WSIP project budget re-
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approptiation; now, therefore, be it ,
| RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors haé reviewed and considered the
_inforﬁétion contained in the PEIR, ACRP FEIR, the findings contained in SFPUC Resolutions’
No.’ 08-0200 and Nﬁ. 17-01486, including the statement of overriding considerations adopted
by the SFPUC in Resolution No. 17-0148, and hereby adopts these additional CEQA Findingé
as its own; and, be it | )
RESOLVED, This Boafd additionally finds thét the ACRP FEIR are adequate for its use

as the decision-making body for the action taken herein, and adopts and incorporates by

reference as though fully set forth herein the CEQA Findings, including the statement of
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overriding considerations, and the MMRP contained in SFPUC Resolution No. 17-0146; and,

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

Resolution to the Controller.

Public Utilities Commission.
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AN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT -

1650 Mission St.
Planning Commission Motlon No. 19952 Son i,
' HEARING DATE: June 22, 2017 ‘ CAS4T08-2479 .

Reception;

Case No.: 2015-004827ENV . 415.550.6378

Project Address: ~ SFPUC - Alameda Creek Recapture Project - .

Project Location: ~ Various Locations in SFPUC Alameda Watershed . 415.558.6400

Project Sponsor: ~ “San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Planning

525 Golden Gate Avenue information:
San Francisco, CA 94102 416.558.6377
Staff Contact: Chelsea Fordham ~ (415) 575-9071
- chelsea.fordham@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE PROPOSED ALAMEDA CREEK RECAPTURE PRGJECT.

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) hereby CERTIFIES the
final Environmental. Impact Report identified as Case No. 2015-004827ENV, the “Alameda Creek
Recapture Project” above (hereinafter ‘ACRP Project”), Jocated in the Sunol Valley, an unincorporated
area of Alameda County, on Alameda Watershed lands owned by the City and County of San Francisco
and managed by the SFPUC, based upon the following findings:

1. The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department (hereinafter
“Department”) fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., hereinafter “CEQA”), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal.
Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 ef seq., (hereinafter “CEQA Gu1dehnes”) and Chapter 31 of the

" San Francisco Admuustraﬁve Code (hereinafter “Chapter 31”).

A. The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “EIR”) was

required and provided public notice ‘of that determination by publication in a newspaper of
general circulation on June 24, 2015.

B. The Department held a public scoping meeting on July 9, 2015 in order to solicit pubhc comment
on the scope of the ACRP Project’s environmental review. :

C. On November 30, 2016, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(hereinafter “DEIR”) and provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the
availabjlity of the DEIR for public review and comment and of the date and time of the Planning
Commission public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was mailed to the Deparlment’s list of
persons requesting such notice.’

www.siplanning.org
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Motion No. 19952 CASE NO. 2015-004827ENV
June 22, 2017 _ ' SFPUG - Alameda Creek Recapt‘ur&.Project

D. Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing were posted near
the project site by Department staff on November 30, 2016.

E. On November 30, 2016, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons
requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent property owners, and
to government agencies, the latter both directly and through the State Clearinghouse.

E. Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State Clearinghouse
on Novembe‘r 30, 2016. :

2. The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on said DEIR on January 5, 2017 at which
opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was received on the DEIR. In
response to requesté by agencies and interested organizations, the Planming Department extended the
required 45-day review period to 62-days, ending on January 30, 2017.

3. The Department prepared responses to comments on enivironmental issues received at the public
. hearing and in writing during the 62-day public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to
the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional information that
became available during the public review period, and corrected errors in the DEIR. This material
was presented in a Comments and Responses document, published on June 7, 2017, distributed to the
Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to others upon request .

at the Department.

4. A Final Enwronmenfal Irnpact Report (hereinafter “FEIR”) has been prepared by the Department
consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the review process, any
additional information that became available, and the Comments and Responses document all as
required by law. '

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

6. On June 22, 2017, the Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR
and hereby does find that the contents of said report and the procedufes through which the FEIR was
prepared, publicized, and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and
Chapter-31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. .

7. The Planning Commission hereby does find that the FEIR concerning File No. 2015-004827ENV
reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate,
accurate and objective, and that the Commients and Responses document contains no significant

*  revisions to the DEIR, and hereby does CERTIFY THE COMPLETIQN of said FEIR in comphance

with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.

8. ~ The Commission further finds, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, that the Project described in
the FEIR is a component of the SFPUC’s adopted Water Supply Improvement Program ("WSIP") for
which ‘the Planning Commuission certified a Program Environmental Impact Report on October 30,

SAN FRANCISCO:
PLANMING

DEPARTMENT _ : 2
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Motion No. 18852 ' * CASE NO. 2015-004827ENV
June 22, 2017 . SFPUC - Alameda Creek Recapture Project

2008 (Case No. 2005.0159E) and the SFPUC approved by Resolution No. 08-0200; as part of the WSIP,
the Commission finds that the Project will contribute to a significant and unavoidable mlpact related
to mdlrect growth—mducement impacts in the SFPUC sexvice area.

9. The Commission, in certifying the»compleh'on of said FEIR, hereby does find that the ARCP project
described in the EIR would result in either less than significant impacts, or less-than-significant with
implementation of identified mitigation measures. No significant and unavoidable impacts were
identified in the project-level environmental review of the ACRP.

10. The Planning Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in the FEIR prior to -
approving the Project.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its regular
meetirig of June 22, 2017.

Jonas P. Jonin

Commission Secretary
: !

AYES: Richards, Fong, Hﬂhs, Melgar, and Moore
NOES: None

ABSENT: Johnson, Koppel

ADOPTED:  June?22, 2017

SAN FRANCISCO ' i 3
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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AN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPAHTMENT

Subject to: (Select only if applicable)

O Inclusionary Housing (Sec. 315) . EIA First Source Hiring (Admin. Code)
O Jabs Housing Linkage Program (Seé. 3 3) {3 Child Care Requirement (Sec. 314)
0 Downtown Park Fee (Sec. 139) O Other

Planning Commission Motion No. 17734

HEARING DATE: October 30, 2008

" Hearing Date:  October 30, 2008

Case No.: 2005.0159E

Project: =~ Water System Improvement Program
Zoning: N/A

Block/Lot: N/A

. Project Sponsor: San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
1155 Market Street, 11t Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103 -
Staff Contact:  Diana Sokolove - (415) 575-9046
diana.sokolove@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL PROGRAM .
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR A PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM FOR THE SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION.

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”)

hereby CERTIFIES the Final Program Environmental Impact Report identified as Case
No. 2005.0159E for the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP), including a series

* of facilities improvement projects, in Alameda, Santa Clara, San Francisco, San Joaquin,

1650 Mission St
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

‘Reception:

415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6400

Planning
Information:
415,558.6377 -

San Mateo, Stanislaus, and Tuolumne Counties (hereinafter “Project”), based upon the .

followmg findings:

1. The City and County of San Franc1sco, acting through the Planrung Department
(hereinafter “Department”) fulfilled all procedural requiremtients of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 ef seq., hereinafter
“CEQA”"), the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 et

www.sfplanning.org
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Motion No. 17743 : . CASE NO. 2005.0159E
Hedring Date: October 30, 2008 o Water System Improvement Program

seq., (hereinafter “CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 of the San Franc1$co
Administrative Code (hereinafter “Chapter-31”).

A. The Department determined that a Program Environmental Impact Report
(hereinafter “PEIR”) was required and in accordance with Sections 15063 and
15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Department prepared a Notice of Preparation
(NOP) of an EIR and conducted scoping meetings (see Draft PEIR, Appendix A).

" The NOP was circulated to local, state, and federal agencies and to other
interested parties on September 6, 2005, initiating a public comment penod that .
extended through October 24, 2005. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15083

- the San Francisco Planning Department held five public scoping meetings, one
each in Sonora, Modesto, Fremont, Palo Alto and San Francisco, between October
5, 2005 and October 19, 2005. The purpose of the meetings was to present the
proposed WSIP to the public and receive public input regarding the proposed
scope of the Program EIR analysis. A scoping report was prepared to.summarize
the public scoping process and the comments received in response to the NOP,

and the main body of the report is included in Appendix A of the Draft Program
EIR.

B. On June 29, 2007, the Department published the Draft Program Environmental
Impact Report (hereinafter “DPEIR”) and provided public notice in a newspaper
of general circulation of the availability of the DPEIR for public review-and
comment and of the date and time of the Planning Commission public hearings
on the DPEIR; this notice was mailed to the Department’s list of persons
requesting such notice and other interested parties.

C. Notices of availability of the DPEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing
were posted near the project site at O’Shaughnessy Dam in Tuolumne County by
Department staff on July 25, 2007, and posting of the Notice of Availability were™
made by Department staff at a public library in each of the counties potentially
affected by the Program (i.e., Alameda, San Francisco, San Joaquin, San Mateo,
Santa Clara, Stanislaus, and Tuolumne Counties) in July 2007.

D. On June 29, 2007,.copies of the DPEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list
of persons requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DPEIR, and
to government agencies, the latter both directly and through the State '
Clearinghouse. The DPEIR was posted on the Department's website.

E. Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State
Clearinghouse on June 29, 2007.

2. The DPEIR was circulated to local, state, and federal agencies and to interested
organizations and individuals for review and comment on June 29, 2007 for a 90-day
public review period. The public review period was subsequently extended and
closed on October 15, 2007, for a total of 108 days. Six duly advertised public

PLANNING DEPARTMIENT ' 2422



. Motion No. 17743 _ o o &1 CASE NO.2005.0159E .
" Hearing Date: October 30 2008 ’ Water System Improvement Program

hearings on the Draft PEIR to accept written or oral comments were held in Sonora,
. Modesto, Fremont, Palo Alto, and San Francisco (two hearings) between September

'5,2007 and October 11, 2007. All of the public hearings transcnpts are in the Project
record.

3. The Department prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received
. at the public hearings and in writing during the public review period for the DPEIR,
prepared revisions to the text of the DPEIR in response to comments received or
based on additional information that became available during the public review
period, and corrected errors in the DPEIR. This material was presented in a Draft
Comments and Responses document, published on September 30, 2008, distributed
to the Commission and all parties who commented on the DPEIR, and made

available to others upon request at Department offices'and on the Department's
. website.

4. A Final Program Environmental Impact Report (heremafter “FPEIR”) has been ,
prepared by the Department, consisting of the Draft Program Environmental Impact
Report, any consultations and comments received during the review process, any
additional information that became available, and the Comments and Responses, all
as required by law.,

5. project files on the FPEIR have been made available for review hy the Commission
and the public. These files are available for public review at the Department offices
at 1650 Mission Street, and are part of the record before the Commission. Linda
Avery is the custodian of records. Copies of the DPEIR and associated reference
materials as well as the C&R document are also available for review at public
libraries in each of the following counties: Alameda, San Francisco, San Joaquin, San

Mateo, Santa Clara, Stanislaus, and Tuelumne

6. The San Franmsco Public Utilities Comrmssmn, the Project Sponsor, has indicated

that the presently preferred program is the Phased WSIP Variant, which is described
and analyzed in the FPEIR. ~

7. The FPEIR added new information to the DPEIR, as detailed in the Department Staff
Memorandum dated October 16, 2008. This additional information does not involve
a new significant environmental impact, a substantial increase in the severity ofa
significant environmental impact, or a feasible alternative or mitigation measure
considerably different from others previously analyzed that would clearly lessen the
significant environmental impacts of the Program and that the Project Sponsor
declines to adopt. No information indicates that the DPEIR was inadequate or
conclusory. Therefore, recirculation of the PEIR is not required or necessary because:
(1) no new significant environmental impact would result from the Program (the
Phased WSIP Variant as well as the originally preferred Program) or from a new
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented; (2) no substantial increase in the
severity of an environmental impact would result; (3) no feasible program

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEFARTMENT
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Motion No. 17743 e ' ' .CASE NO. 2005.0159E
Hearing Date: October 30, 2008 i Water System improvement Program

alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously
analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the Phased WSIP
Variant, but the project's proponents decline to adopt it; and (4) the Draft PEIR was
not so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature so that
meaningful public review and comment were precluded.

8. The Cdmmissioﬁ, in certifying the completion of said FPEIR, hereby does find that
_ the Phased WSIP Variant described in the FPEIR and preferred by the Project

Sponsor, will have the following significant and unavoidable effects on the
environment.

Significant and Unavoidable Water Supply/System Operations Impacts:

— The proposed water supply and system operations would reduce stream
flows and alter the stream hydrograph along Alameda Creek below the
Alameda Creek Diversion Dam in the Alameda Creek watershed in
Alameda County and result in a significant and unavoidable impact on
stream flow in Alameda Creek between the diversion dam and the
confluence with Calaveras Creek;

— The proposed water supply and system operations would result in a
potentially significant and unavoidable impact in the Peninsula watershed

on fishery resources in Crystal Springs Reservoir in San-Mateo County; '
and

— The Program would indirectly contribute to potentially 51gmﬁcant and
unavoidable environmental impacts caused by growth in the SFPUC
service area, as identified in the planning documents and associated
environmental documents for the affected jurisdictions.

Potenhally Significant and Unavoidable WSIP Facility Improvement Prolect
Impacts:

The WSIP may have significant and unavoidable impacts on the
environment in the following ways based on programmatic information

- provided in the FPEIR about the WSIP facilities improvement projects.
These impacts will be reevaluated in subsequent CEQA documentation -
based on site-specific, project-level information. Until more detailed
project-level assessments are completed to determine the significance of
impacts, these impacts are conservatively considered to be potenhally
51gmﬁcant and unavoidable.  The impacts include:

Land Use and Visual Quality

— Temporary disruption or displacement of land uses during
construction periods.

PLANNING DEPARTRMIENT 42424



Motion No. 17743 g ) e . CASE NO. 2005.0159E
Hearing Date: October 30, 2008 o Water System Improvement Program

- Existing land uses could be displaced to accommodate
proposed facilities at some loca’nons '

— Removal of a large area of exxstmg oak woodland cover as
part of the Calaveras Dam Replacement project would
permanently alter a scenic vista.

Cultural Resources

— Alteration or demolition of existing or potential historic
facilities.

— Substantial adverse effects on existing or potenhal historic
districts.

Noise and Vibration

— Excessive construction noise could occur in close proximity
to sensitive receptors and audible construction noise could
occur during the more noise-sensitive nighttime hours.

— Construction activities could generate vibration in proximity
to sensitive receptors during the nighttime hours with
implementation of some WSIP facility projects.

Biological Resources

~ Multiple facility improvement projects in the Sunol Valley
- would have a potentially significant and unavoidable
collective impact on biological resources because of the
" number of WSIP projects in this region and the extent of
overlap in terms of construction activity timing and location.

~ Potentially significant and unavoidable collective impacts on
special-status plant species could occur during construction
of the Crystal Springs/San Andreas Transmission Upgrade
and Lower Crystal Springs Dam projects.

Impacts Due to Implementatlon of Multiple WSIP Projects
( Collecnve Imoactsl

— Temporary impacts on existing land uses near the Irvington
Tunnel portal in Fremont could occur during construction if
staging and access under both the New Irvington Tunnel
and Bay Division Pipeline Reliability Upgrade projects
overlap in this v1cm1ty

éAH FRANCISCO R 5
PLANNING DEPAHTMENT
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Motion.No. 17743

CASE NO. 2005.0159E

" Hearing Date: October 30,2008 ~ =~ Water System Improverient Program

Impacts on biological resources in Sunol Valley because of
the number of WSIP projects in this region and the extent of

overlap in terms of construction activity timing and location.

Impacts on biological resources (special-status plant species)
on the Peninsula during construction of the Crystal
Springs/San Andreas Transmission Upgrade and Lower
Crystal Springs Dam projects.

Impacts on historical resources due to implementation of
multiple projects in areas with water system facilities more
than 45 years old.

Truck tfraffic impécts due to the numerous potentially-
affected roadways, including regional roadways.

Multi-regional effects on air quality from ozone and
particulate matter emissions during construction of multlple
projects.

Noise impacts from construction of multiple WSIP projects
the San Joaquin, Bay Division, Peninsula, and San Francisco
regions.

Impacts Due to Imolementatxon of all WSIP Projects Combined

with Non-WSIP Prmect ts (Cumulative Impacts)

Impacts on individual historic resources or on potential
historic districts in the Sunol Valley and Peninsula regions.

Regionwide traffic impacts from construcﬁon—reléte.d traffic
(e.g., increased travel times).

Regionwide air quality impacts due to the nonattainment

_status for ozone and particulate matter ini both the San

Francisco Bay Area and San Joaquin Valley Air Basins as
well as the Program’s contribution to construction-related
diesel particulate matter emissions.

Construction-related noise 1mpacts on local and reglonal
‘roadways.

9. On October 30, 2008, the Commission reviewed and considered the FPEIR and
hereby does find that the contents of said report and the procedures through which
the FPEIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed comply with the provisions of

SAR FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Motion No. 17743 - . ' o CASE NO. 2005.0159E
Hearing Date: October 30, 2008 Water System Improvement Program

‘CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San, Franmsco Administrative
Code.

. 10. The Planning Commission hereby does find that the FPEIR concerning Flle No

~ 2005.0159E, Water System Improvement Program, reflects the independent
judgment and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate,
accurate and ob‘jective, and that the Comments and Responses document contains
no significant revisions to the DPEIR, and hereby does CERTIFY THE
COMPLETION of said FPEIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.

Thereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by

. mission .- :
at its regular meetmg of October 30, 2008. /‘? /

Commission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Olague, Miguel, Antonini, Borden, Moore, and Lee
NOES:  None

ABSENT:Y None

EXCUSED: Commissioner Sugayél .

ADOPTED: October 30, 2008

SAN FRANCISE - 7
PLANNING DEPARTMENT'
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTIONNO.  08-0200

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission approved and
adopted a Long-Term Strategic Plan for Capital Improvements, a Long-Range Financial
Plan, and a Capital Improvement Program on May 28, 2002 under Resolution No. 02-
0201 and

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Pubhc Utilities Commuission determined the need
for the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) to address water system deficiencies
iucluding aging infrastructure, exposure to seismic and other hazards, maintaining water

© quality, improving asset management and delivery reliability, and meeting customer
. demands; and .. C e e :

WHEREAS, Propositions A and E passed in November 2002 by San Francisco
voters and Assembly Bill No. 1823 was also approved in 2002 requiring the City and
Cotumnty of San Francisco to adopt a capital improvement program designed to restore and
improve the regional water system; and

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Public Utilities Comm}ssxon staff developed a
variant to the WSIP referred to as the Phased WSIP; and

WHEREAS, the two findamental prmmples of the program are 1) maintaining a
clean, unfiltered water source from the Hetch Hetchy system, and 2) maintaining a
gravity-driven system; and

WHEREAS, the overall goals of the Phased WSIP for the regional water system
include 1) Maintaining high-quality water and a gravity-driven system, 2) Reducing
vulnerability to earthquakes, 3) Increasing delivery reliability, 4) Meeting customer water
supply needs, 5) Enhancing sustainability, and 6) Achieving a cost-effective, fully

. operational system; and

WHEREAS, on Qctober 30, 2008, the Planning Commission reviewed and
considered the Final Program Environmental Fmpact Report (PEIR) in Planning
Department File No. 2005.0159E, consisting of the Draft PEIR and the Comments and
Responses document, and found that the contents of said report and the procedures
through which the Final PEIR was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied with the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines
and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code ("Chapter 31"} and found
further that the Final PEIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City and
County of San Francisco, is adequate, acourate and objective, and that the Comments and
Responses document contains no significant revisions to the Draft PEIR, and certified the

~ completion of said Final PEIR in compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and
-Chapter 31 in its Motion No, 17734; and

WHEREAS, this Commission has reviewed and considered the information
contained in the Final PEIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning

2428
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Departtﬁent, the public, relevant »pﬁblic agenéies, SFPUC and other experts and the

" administrative files for the WSIP and the PEIR; and

- WHEREAS, the WSIP and Final PEIR files have been made available for review
by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the public, and those files are part
of the record before this Commission; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commxssmn staff prepared proposed
findings, as required by CEQA, (CEQA Findings) and a proposed Mitigation, Monitoring
and Reporting Program (MMRP), which material was made available to the public and
the Commission for the Commission’s review, consideration and action; and

‘WHEREAS, the Phased WSIP includes the following program elements: 1) full
implementation of all WSIP facility improvement projects; 2) water supply delivery to
regional water system customers through 2018; 3) water supply sources (265 million
gallons per day (mgd) average annual from SFPUC watersheds, 10 mgd conservation,

" recycled widter, groundwater in San FfancisSco, and 10 mgd conservation, récycled ‘water,

groundwater in the wholesale service area); 4) dry-year water transfers coupled with. the
Westside Groundwater Basin Conjunctive Use project to ensure drought reliability; 5) re-
evaluation of 2030 demand projections, regional water system purchase requests, and
water supply options by 2018 and a separate SFPUC decision by 2018 regarding water
deliveries after 2018; and, 6) provision of financial incentives to limit water sales to an
average annual 265 mgd from the SFPUC watersheds through 2018; and

WHEREAS, the SFPUC staff has recommended that this Commission makea -
water supply decision only through 2018, himiting water sales from the SFPUC
watersheds to an average annual of 265 mgd; and

: WHEREAS, before 2018, the SFPUC would engage in a new plauning process to
re-evaluate water system demands and water supply options. As part of'the process, the
City would conduct additional environmental studies and CEQA review as appropriate to
address the SFPUC’s recommendation regarding water supply and proposed water system
deliveries aﬁer 2018; and

WHEREAS by 2018, this Commzssxon will consider and evaluate a long-term |
water supply decision that contemplates dehvenes beyond 2018 through a pubhc process;
and

WHEREAS, the SFPUC must consider current needs as well as pos'sible future
changes, and design a system that achieves a balance among the numerous objectives,
fiinctions and risks a water supplier must face including possible mcreased demand in

the future; now, therefore be it

RESOLVED this Commission hereby adopts the CEQA F mdmgs including the

- Statement of Overriding Considerations, attached to this Resolution as Aftachment A and

incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto, and adopts the
Mitigation Moniforing and Reporting Program attached to this Resolution as Attachment
B and incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, this Commission hereby approves a water system
improvement program that would limit sales to an average annual of 265 mgd from the

‘watersheds through 2018, and the SFPUC and the wholesale custormers would
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collectively develop 20 mgd in conservation, recycled water, and groundwater to meet
demand in 2018, which includes 10 mgd of conservation, recycled water, and -
groundwater to be developed by the SFPUC in San Francisco, and 10 mgd to be
developed by the wholesale customers in the wholesale service area; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission shall set
aggtessive water conservation and recycling goals, shall bring short and long-term
conservation, recycling, and groundwater programs on line at the earliest possible time,
and shall undertake every effort to reduce demand and any further diversion from the San
Francisco Public Utilities Commission watersheds; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, San Francisco Public utilities Commission staff shall
provide ongoing updates to this Commission about the progress and development of
conservation, recycling, and groundwater programs, and shall provide annual figures and
projections for water system demands and sales, and provxde water supply op’uons and,
be it . . - - R -

FURTHER RESOLVED, As part of the Phased WSIP, this Commission hereby
approves implementation of delivery and drought reliability elements of the WSIP,
including dry-year water tratsfers coupled with the Westside Groundwater Basin
Conjunctive Use project, which meets.the drought-year goal of miting ratxomng to no
more than 20 percent on a system-wide basis; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, This Commission hereby approves the Phased Water
System Improvement Program, which includes seismic and delivery reliability goals that
apply to the design of system components to improve seismic and water delivery
reliability, meet current and future water quality regulations, provide for additional
system conveyance for maintenance and meet Water supply reliability goals for year 2018
and possibly beyond; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, Thxs Commission hereby approves the followmg goals
~ and objectlves for the Phased Water System Improvement Program:

Phased WSIP GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Program Goal System Performance Objective
Water Quality — maintain « Design improvements to meet current and foresecable future federal

high water quality [ and state watet quality requirernents,

« Provide clean, unfiltered water originating from Hetch Hetchy
Reservoir and filtered water from local watersheds,

s Continue to implement watershed protection measures,
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ability to mainitain the
system

Water Supply — meet
customer water needs in
non-drought and drought
periods

Sustainability — enhance
sustainability in all
. system activities

Cost-effectiveness —
- achieve a cost-effective, .
Jully operational system

Program Goal System Performance Objective
Seismic Reliability — Design improvements to meet current seismic standards.
- reduce vulnerability 1o . Deliver basic service to the three regions in the service area (East/

earthquakes . South Bay, Peninsula, and San Francisco) within 24 hours after a
‘major earthquake. Basic service is defined as average winter-month
usage, and the performance objective for design of the regional
system is 229 mgd. The performance objective is to provide delivery
to at least 70 percent of the turnouts in each region, with 104, 44,
and 81 mgd delivered to the East/South Bay, Penmsuia and San
Francisco, respectively.
Restore facilities to meet average-day demand of up to 300 mgd

‘ within 30 days after a major earthquake.

Delivery Reliability — Provide operational flexibility to allow planned maintenance

increase delivery shutdown of mdmduai facxhtxes thhout mtermptmg customer

reliabitity and improve - servioe. -

Provide operational ﬂexibxhty to minimize the risk of service
interruption due to unplanned facility upséts or outages.

Provide operational flexibility and system capacn‘y to replenish local

-¥eservoirs as needed.

Meet the estimated average annual demand of up to 300 mgd under
the conditions of one planned shutdown of a major facility for
mainfenance concurrent with one unplanned facility outage due toa
natural disaster, emergency, or facility failure/upset.

Meet average annual water demand of 265 mgd from the SFPUC

watersheds for retail and wholesale customers during non -drought
years for system demands through 2018, -

Meet dry-year delivery needs through 2018 while limiting ratioaing
to a maximium 20 percent system-wide reduction in water service
during extended droughts.

Diversify water supply options during non-drought and drought
periods.

Improve use of new water sources and drought management,

- including groundwater, recycled water, conservation, and transfers.

Manage natural resources and physical systens to protect watershed
ecosystems.

Meet, at a minimum, all current and anticipated legal requirements
for protection of fish and wildlife habitat.

Manage natural resources and physical systems to protect public -
health and safety

Ensure cost-effective use of funds.

Maintain gravity-driven system.

Implement regular inspection and maintenance program for all
facilities.

And, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, This Commission authorizes and directs SFPUC staff to
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design and develop WSIP facility improvement pro_;ects consistent with the Phased WSIP
Goals and Objectives.

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Public Utd/tfes
Commission at its meetmg of October 30, 2008

Secretary, Public Utilities Commission
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTION NO. 17-0146

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff have developeda
project description under the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for the improvements
fo the regional water supply system, otherwise known as Project No. CUW35201, Alameda
Creek Recapture Project (the “Project”); and

WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to recapture the water that would have
otherwise been stored in Calaveras Reservoir due to the release and bypass of flows from
.Calaveras Dam and the Alameda Creek Diversion Dam (ACDD), respectively, to meet instream
flow requirements, thereby maintaining the historical annuwal transfers from the Alameda
Watershed systern to the SFPUC regiogal water system; roinimize impacts on water supply
during drought, system maintenance, and in the évent of water supply problems or transmission
disruptions in the Hetch Hetchy system, maximize local watershed supphes and maximize the
use of existing SFPUC facilities and infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, On June 22, 2017, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the
Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) in Planning Department File No. 2015-004827ENV,
consisting of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and the Comments and Responses
document, and found that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR
was prepared, publicized and reviewed complied with the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco
Administrative Code and found further that the FEIR reflects the independent judgment and
analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and objective, and that
the Comments and Responses document contains no significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and
certified the completion of said FEIR in comphance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines in its
Motion No. 19952; and

. WHEREAS, This Commission has rcviewed and considered the information contained in
the FEIR, all writteri and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public,
relevant public agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the Project
and the EIR; and

WHEREAS, The Project and FIR files have been made available for review by the
SFPUC and the public, and those files are part of the record before this Commission; and ’

‘WHEREAS, The Planning Department, Jonas P. Ionin, is the custodian of records,
located in File No. 2015-004827ENV, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San Franeisco,
California; and '

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as required by CEQA (CEQA
Findings), and a proposed Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), which
material was made available to the public and the Commission for the Commission’s review,
consideration and action; and
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WHEREAS, The PmJect isa capltal improvement project approved by this Commission
as part of the WSIP; and :

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

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

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

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

WHEREAS, Implementation of the Project mitigation measures will involve consultation
with, or required approvals by, state regulatory agencies, including but not limited to the
following: San Prancisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, State Water Resources
Control Board Division of Drinking Water, Bay Area Air Quality Management District,
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and any other regulatory approvals as required; and

WHEREAS, For portions of the City-owned SFPUC watershed lands in the vicinity of
where the Project work will occur, the SFPUC has issued easements, leases, permits, or licenses
to certain parties to use watershed lands for various purposes, and in some instances other parties
hold ‘property rights or interests on lands along, over, under, adjacent to or in the vicinity of the
watershed lands that may be affected by the Project; and

WHEREAS, The Project may require the SFPUC General Manager to apply for and
execute various necessary permits, encroachment permits, temporary and permanent right-of-
way agreements, or other approvals, and those permits shall be consistent with SFPUC existing
fee or easement interests, where applicable, and will include terms and conditions including, but
not limited to, maintenance, repair and relocation of improvements and possibly indemnity
obligations; now, therefore, be it '

RESOLVED, This Commission has reviewed and considered the FEIR, finds that the
FEIR is adequate for its use as the decision-making body for the actions taken herein, and hereby
adopts the CEQA Findings, including the Statement of Overriding Considerations, attached
hereto as Attachment A and incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference
thereto, and adopts the MMRP attached to this Resolution as Attachment B and incorporated -
herein as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto, and authorizes a request to the Board
of Supervisors to adopt the same CEQA findings, Statement of Overriding Considerations, and

MMRP that are necessary in connection with the release of fundmg for project construction; and
beit .



FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Com:mssmn anthorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to (i) exercise any City or SFPUC right under any deed, easement, lease, permit, or
license as necessary or advisable in connection with the Project, and (ii) negotiate and execute
with owners or occupiers of property interests or utility facilities or improvements, on, along,
over, under, adjacent to, or in the vicinity of the SFPUC's watershed lands, new or amended
easements, leases, permits, licenses, encroachment removal, or other project related agreements
(each, a Use Instrument) with respect to uses and structures, fences, and other above-ground or
subterranean improvements or interests; and be it :

-FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager to
negotiate and execute revisions to Lease No. 4289 with Mission Valley Rock Company if such
revisions are necessary for the construction of project structures by removing areas from the
leased premises, with no other material changes to the lease terms, and to seek Board of
Supervisors approval of the lease modification nnder Charter section 9.118; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby approves Project  No.
CUW35201, Alameda Creek Recapture Project, and authorizes staff to proceed with actions
necessary to implement the Project consistent with this Resolution, including advertising for
construction bids, provided, however, that staff wili return to seek Commission approval for
award of the construction contract. ’

. I hereby certify that the foregoing resoiution was adopted by the-'Puinc Utilities
Commission at its meeting of June 23, 2017.

/XM\,MM,

Secretary, Public Utilities Commission
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Amendmant of the ) ole - 4/7/10

FILENO.__ 100337 o . ORDINANCENO. ?2 // D

. RO#10032
SA#32
1 | [Appropriating $1,647,249,198 of proceéds from debt for the Water System Improvement
2 || Program at the Public Utmttes Commission for Fiscal Year 2009-2010-2010-2011 through |
3 | Fiscal Year 2015-2016. |
4 o -
. 5 || Ordinance apprapriating $1,647,249,198 of proceeds from debt for the San Fra'ncisco.
8 'Pubﬁc Utilities Commission (SFPUC) Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for
7 || Fiscal Year 2009-2040-2010-2011 through Fiscal Year 2015-2016, and placing the entire
| 8 I apprc;priation of $1,647',’249,1 QB by prc‘a}er_:t'on Cohtrolief’s reservé su_bject 1o . SFPUCTs
9 and Board of Subewisdrs' discretionary abprovai following completion of project-.
10 || related analysxs pursuant to the California Enwronmental Quakty Act (CEQA), where
11 requsred artci recelpt of proceeds of mdebtedness, placing on Budget and Finance
12 COmmlttee raserve the funds for construction costs of any pro;ect with costs in excess
13 i of $100,000,000 and $7116,863,924 "rel‘ated to funding for project construction starting
14 || after June 30, 2012, and adopting environmental findings.
15- Note: Additions are smqle—undeﬂme Italics Arial;
‘16 - Deletions are
Board amendment additions are double underlined.
17 Board amendment deletions are st#deethpeugh—nefmal-
49 || Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:.
20 |, |
94 || Section 1. The sources of ﬁmding outlined below are herein ‘appropriat'ed fo reﬂéct the
9o || funding available for Fiscal Year 2009-2040 2010-2011 through Fiscal Year 2015-2016.
23 |
24
25

Mayor Newsom ' " Pagelofll
Office of the Mayor '

2436




1 | SOURCES Appropriation
2 Fund Index Code / Subobject Description . Amount
3 Projéct Code
4 5W CPF 02E—Public ~ *WTRBWCPFO2E/  803XX | Proceeds of Debt - $1,647,249,198
5 Utllities Commission- 2002 CUWS3000100
6 | Proposition E Bond Fund
7 .. Total SOURCES Appréjoriaéion ' _ " © . $1,647,249,198..
9 | ‘Section 2: The:uses of funding outlined below are herein de-appropriated in Subobject 06700
10 Buildings'StruCthes‘ and lmprovéments, and reflects the funding available for Fiscal Year |-
- 11 || 2009-2010. | ’
12 -
13 | USES De-appropriation
' 14 Fund . " Index Code / Subobject | Descripfion Amount
16 | Project Code
16 || 5w CPF 02E - Public WTRSIPCPFOZE 06700 Buildings, ~ SanFrancisco ~ $29408,888
17 Utilities éemmissiom ' Project: Strﬁctures, and  .Local Pu'mp. |
18 2002 Proposition E CUWSLP0100 - Improvements  Stations / Tanks
19 Bond Fund
20 |
21 | swCPFO2E-Public ~ WTRSIPCPFO2E 06700 Buldings,  SanFrancisco $10,831,228
22 ) ytiities (?ommissior;- 4 Prbject: Structures,and  Local Pipeline / -
23 || 2002 Proposition E CUWSLV0O100 = Improvements - Valves
24 . Bond Fund
25 -
Mayor Newsom | | ' _ : Pige 20f11
Office of the Mayor -
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Fund Index Code/ . Subebject - Description Amount
Pr;sject Code |
5W CPF 02E - Public WTRSIPCPFO2E 06700 Buildings,  San Francisco . $009,600
Ulilities Commission- Project: Structures, and Local
2002 Proposition E CUWSLMO100 Improvements Miscellaneous
Bond Fund | |
Total USES De-appropriation* -

$41,149,716

OB N @ o A W N s

J e e e S

Section 3. Theﬂuses of funding outlined below are herein appropriated in Subobject 06700 |-

Buildiﬁgs Structures aﬁd Improvements and 081C4 Internal Audits, and reflects the brd}ec%ed .

uses of funding to support the Water System tmprovemenf Program at the San Francisco

Public Utiliies Commission for Fiscal Year 2009-2010 2010-2011 through Fiscal Year 2015-

2016.
USES Appropriation
Fand Index Code / Subobject Description Amount
' - Project Code
5W CPF 02E — Public WTRSIPCPFOZE 06700 Buildiﬂgs, | San Joaquin $222,715,803
Utiliies Commisslon- " Project: Structures,and  Water System ‘
¢ 2002 Proposition E 'CUWSJI0100 . lmprovemeﬁts improvements

Bond Fund

Mayor Newsom .
Office of the Mayor -
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Description

2439

1 ‘Fund Index Code / Subobject Amount
2 Project Code '
3 5W CPF 02E ~ Publjg WTRSIPCPFO2E - 06700 Buildings, Sunol Valley - $247,478,748
4 ||~ Utiities Commission- -Project: Structures,and ~ Water System
5 2002 Proposition E CUWSVI0100 .‘Imprﬁvements Improvements
6 Bond Fund | .
. .
8 5W CPF UZE—Public WT_RSIPCPEU:&: 06700 Buildings, “Bay Division $126,505,586
9 Utifiies Commission- Project Structures, and - Water'System v
10 2002 Pro;iosiﬁoﬁ E CUWBbI& 00 Improvements Improvements
11 | 'Bond Fund
12
13 | SWCPFO2E-Public ~ WTRSIPCPFO2E 06700 Bulldings, PeninsulaWater  $557,562,377
14 Utilities Commission- Project: Structures, and System
15 2002 Proposiéion E CUWPWI0100 lmprovéments Improvements
16 | Bond Fund |
17
18 5W CPF 02E—~ Public_ WTRSIPCPFO2E 06700 Buii'dings, San Francisco $16,250,288 '
19 Utitities Commission- Project: Structures, and  Regional Water '
20 2002 Proposition E CUWSFRO0100 Improvements  System Projects -
21 Bond Fund '
22
23
24
25
Mayor Newsom " Page 4 of 11
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" Index Code / |

- Fund Subobject Pescription Amount
. Project Code '
" 5W CPF 02E — Public WTRSIPCPFO2E 06700 Buildings,  Environmental $168,269
' Utilities Commission- Project: Sﬂu&?ures, and Impact Project
2002 Proposition E . CUW3880100 - Improvements (PEIR) .
Beond Fund

%P%ﬁﬂﬁk%@%ﬁﬁmmeﬁW

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

. Utilities Commission-

2002 Proposition E

Bohd Fund

5W CPF 02E — Public
Utilities Commission-
2002 Propbsiﬁbn E

Bond Fund

5W CPF 02E ~ Public
Utiities Commission-
2002 Propositibn E

Bond Fund

Mayor Newsom
Office of the Mayor

Project:

CUW3880100 "

WTRSIPCPFO2E
Project:

CUWS3820100

WTRSIPCPFO2E
Project:

CUW3940100

Struétures, and’ .

Improvements

06700 Buildings,

Structures, and

lmprovementé

06700 Buiidings,

Structures, and

Improvements
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Environmental
improvement

Program

$55,804,772"

$13,184,886

PageSof1l




1 Fund - Index Code/ Subobject Description Amount
2 Project Code o
3 | 5w CP.F’OZE — Public WTRSIPCPFO2E 06706 Buildings, = San Francisco $26,572,340
4 Utilities Cc;mmission- Project:. ' Sh‘ucturés, and  Local Reservoirs
5 2002 Proposition E CUWSLR0100 Improvements
6 Bond Fund
7 ) . .
8| BWCPFOZE=PUbIc  WIRSIPCPFUZE 06700 BUNNgs, — LakeMerced ~ $2ZA07EA |
9 Utilities Commission- Project: Struétures, and - - Waler Level o
10 2002 Proposition E CUW3010100 !mprovéments Restoration
11 Bond Fund -
12 |
13 || 5WCPFOE~Public WTéS!PCPFO‘ZE. 06700 Buildings, . Sen Francisco  * $31,126,553
14 Utilities Commission- o ' Project: Structures,and  Ground Water
16 2002 Proposition E CUW3010200 Improvements Supply
16 - Bond Fund |
17
1 8‘ 5W CPF G2E — Public WTRS?PCPFOZE 06700.Bulldings, Rgcycled Water $1 10;14:6,222
19 || Utiities Commission- Project: Struciures, and  Project San
20 2002 Pr'oposiﬁo.n E C‘UW3020100 . Improvements Francisco .
. 21 Bond Fund |
22
23
24
25
Mayor Newsom Page 6 of 11
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—

- Index Code /

Subobject

. Fund Description Amount

2 Project Code

3 | 5W CPF 02E — Public WTRSIPCPFO2E 06700 Buildings, - San Francisco $18,289,688

4 Utilities Cormmission- Project: " Structures, and Eastside"

5 2002 Proposition E CUW3020500 Improvements . Recycled Water

6 Bon& Fund '

7

8| 5WCPFUZE=Pubic -~ WIRSIPCPFO2E 06700 éuitdings, FIRGRGTG CosE $196,203,562

9 Utiliies Commission- Project: Structures, and
10 2002 Proposition E - © CUW3006100 Improvemants

‘ 'ﬁ _ Bond Fund

12
13 | 5w cPFozE —Public  WTRSIPCPFO2E 081C4 Internal  City Services $2,896,299
14 Utilities Gommission- Project: Audits AAuditor
15 2002 Proposition E CUW3000100
16 ~ Bond Fund .A | .
17 || Total USES Appropriation . $1,688,398,9§4
18 |
19 | |
20 | Section 4. The total appropriation of $1,647,249,198 is placed on Controller's Appropriation
210 Resérve by project. Release of appropriation reserves by the Controller is-subject to the prior
22 | occurrence of: 1) the SFPUC's and the Board of Supervisors“ discretionary adoption of CEQA
23 | Findings for projects, following review and consideration of completed project-related
24 environmental analysis, where required, pursuant fo CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines, and
25

Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, and 2) the Controller's certification of

Mayor Newsom

Page 7 of 11
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funds availability, including proceeds of indebtedness. The appropriation for funding the.
construction costs of any project with costs in excess of $100,000,000 is placed on Budget |-

and Finance Committee reserve pending review and reserve release by the Budget and | -

Fi_nance Committee. The appropriation of funding for prOj'eqt construction for Upper Alameda

Creek Fiifer Gallery ($15,314,352), Peninsula Pipelines_Seismic ‘Uggrade ($10,242,545),

Regional Groundwafer _Sforage and Recovery ($33,490.259), Lake Merced Water Level

Restoration ($22,919437) and Program Management ($34,897, 331) starting after June 30; |

2012 amoonting fo g {ofal of $116;863.924, i5 placed on Budget and Finance Committee.| - .

0ol ~N © o A W N -

[\ %) N [\)JM - e oy ....xf...a. ..A‘._\'...\ — -y
m-h5§—socooo,-qo>cn-bvwm-mo

reserve pending review of updated expenditure plans'subsecruent fo January 1, 2012 but prior.

fo June 30, 2012,

Section 5. Findings.

(@ The Board of Supervisors previously appmpriated‘m 923,629,194 for the WSIP, by

Ordinance No 311-08 (finally passed on December 16, 2008), and made the 'fqllowing findings
in compliance with CEQA, Cal'rfomi’a Public Résources Code Section 21000 et seq., the

CEQA Guidelines, 14 Cal. Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq. (CEQA Guidelines)'

Aand San Franc:sco Admzmstrative Code Chapter 31 (Chapter 31) and hereby adopts the

‘same f"nd;ngs with respect to this appropriation ordinance: (i) On October 30, 2008, the
Planning Commission reviewed and considered the Water System Improvement Rrogram
Final Environméntal Impact Report (WSIP Fina{ EIR) by Moﬁop No. 17734, and found that the
con/tents of said report and the procedures through which the Final EIR was prepared,
publicized, and reviewed, complied wi_th CEQA and Chapter 31; a copy 6f the motion is on.ﬁ!e
with' the Clerk of the Board in File No. 081453 and is incorporated into this Ordinance by this
yeference; (i) On October 30, 2008, the SFPUC adobted Resolution Nos. 08-0200 and 08- |.
0202 in which the SFPUC: (A) approved the Phased Water System Improvement Program'

Mayor Newsom ‘ ' . | - Page8of1l1
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(Phased WSIP) and (B) authorized the SFPUC General Manager to request that thé Mayor | - -
recommehd approval of a Supplemental Appropriation to the Board of Subervisors in the
amount of $1,923,629,194. (i) SFPUC Resolﬁtion No. 08-0200 contained envifonmental
findings and adopted a mitigation ﬁionitg}ring and rep'érting plan (MMRP), the MMRP and.

environmental findings, including exhibits, are collectively referred fo herein as:"SFPUC

' CEQ'A‘Findings" for the-implementation of the Phased WSIP, as required by CEQA. SFPUC |
~CEQA - Findings - includéd extensive findings .regarding  the Phased WSIP -potential

fenvironmental impacts, , the. sulficiency of .mitigation measures, -'re,sponsmllrty for

©jg ~N oA AW N

10
11
12

13

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

24
25

‘implementation of mitigation measures including a mitigation and monitoring report, and-a |

statement of overriding considerations regarding potentially significant and unavoidable
impacts. The SFPUC CEQA Findings reflected the SFPUC's independent review' and
consideration of the réie\.fant environmental information contained in the WSIP Final EIR ag'ci
the administrative record. The SFPUC CEQA Fiﬁdings are on file with the Clerk of the Board

of Supervisars in File No. 081453 and are incorporated herein By reference. (iv) The Board

. of Supervisors has had the opportunity fo review and consider the Final EIR and the

administrative record, which are located at the Planning Department at 1650 Mission Street,
Suite 400, in file no. 2005.0159E. The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the
Final EIR and the SFPUC CEQA Findings With respect to this Ordinance, including the MMRP
and Statement of Overriding Considerations adopted by the SFPUC on October 30, 2008, and
determined that .said Findings remain valid for the actions contemplated in this Ordinegnce;
there are no changed circumstances or other factors present that would require additional |
environmental review for this Ordinance. (v) The Board Eereby adopts as Ité own and
incorporates the SFPUC CEQA Findings contained in SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200 by
reference as though such findings were fully set forth in this Ordinance. (vi) The Board of

Supervisors endorses the implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the SFPUC

Mayor Newsom - : ' ' Page 9 of 11
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CEQA Findings and recommends for adoption any mitigation measures that are enforceable

by agencies otherthan City agencies, all as set forth in the SFPUC CEQA Findings, including

the MMRP contained in the referenced SFPUC CEQA Findings. (vi) The Board of

Supervisors finds on the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record that: (A) the
WSIP Supplemental Appropriation reflected in this. Ordinance befoi'e the Board of Supervisors }°
will not require revisions to the Final EIR due o the involvement of new significant-

environmental effects “or substantially. increase in the severity '61‘ previously identified .|.

significanteffects; (B) no - substantial thanges have - occuired With | réspect. 1o’ the

Wl ~ & < » W N -
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circumstances under which th Phased WSIP will bé undertaken which would require major-

revisions fo the Final EIR due to the invblvemen_t of new significant environmental effects, ora

- substantial increase in thé severity of effects identified in the Final EIR; and (C) no' new

information of substantial importance to the Phased WSIP has become available which would |

indicate (1) the Program will have signiﬁcant effects not discussed in the Final EIR; (2) ,

significant environmental effects will be substantially. more severe; (3) mitigation measures or
alternatives found not feasible which would reduce one or more significant effects have
become feasible; or (4) mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different
from those in the Final EIR would substantially reduce one or more. significant effects on the

environment.

1| Mayor Newsom ' ' ~ Pagel0ofll
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- APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attornay

FUNDS AVAILABLE
BEN ROSENFIELD
Controller
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- Deputy-City Attormey

: Mayor Newsom
Office of the Mayor

Date: 316/2010 -
Amended Date: 4/8/2010
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City and County of San Franeisco City Ball
. 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
. Tails , ) San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Ordinance

File Number: 100337 Date Passed- April 20, 2010

Ordinance appropr:aﬁng $1,647,249,108 of proceeds from debi for the San Francisco Pubrc Utilities
Commission (SFPUC) Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for FY2010-2011 through
FY2015-2018, and placing the entire approprigtion of $1,647,249,198 by project on Controller’s reserve
subject o SFPUC's and Board of Supervisors' discretionary approval foliowing completion of-
project-related analysis pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), wherg required,
and receipt of proceeds of indebtedness, placing on Budget and Firiance Committee reserve the funds
for construction costs of any project with costs in excess of $100,000,000 and $116,863,924 related to
funding for project construction starting after June 30, 2012, and adopting environmental findings.

Ayes 11 - Alioto-Pler, Avalos, Campos Chiu, Chu Daly. Dufty Elsbernd, Mar,
Maxwell and Mirkarimi

. April 20, 2010 Board of Supervisors - FINALLY PASSED

Ayes: 10 - Alioto-Pier, Avalos, Campos, Chiu, Chy, Daly, Dufly, Elshemd, Mar and
Mirkarimi

Excused: 1 ~ Maxwell

File No. 100337 I hereby certify that the foregoing
Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on
42012010 by the Board of Supervisors of the
City and County of San Francisco.

w&

~ Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

4 G-

Date App;oved

City atd County of Sen Francisco - Pagel? Printed at 9:23 cm.on 4721/10
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FILENO. 081453 Amendment of the Whole_ 3" og
In Board 12/9/08__ ORDINANCE NO.
‘ | RO#05016

[Appropriating $1,923,629,194 of Water Revenue Bond proceeds for the Water System

Improvement Program in the Public Utilities Commission for Fiscal Year 2008-2009.]

_ {|Ordinance 'appropriaﬁng $1,923,629,194 of San. Francisco Water Revenue Bond

authorized in 2002 to fund construction and financing costs for the San Francisco

Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) Wafer System ln}pfcvement Program (WSIP) for
Fiscal Year 2008-2009, placing the entire' appropriation by. project on Controlier's
reserve subject to SFPUC and Board of Supervisors’ discretionary' épprovals following
completion of project-related analysis pursuant o Cé!ifomia Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), where required, and receipt of proceeds of indebtedness, adoptmg
envnronmenal find;ngs, placing on Budget and Finance Committee reserve any project
in excess of $100,000,0600 and authortzmg the increase of the Water Commercial Paper

Program from $250,000,000 to $500,000,000 to facilifate ‘grojectqu'WSlP financing

needs.
Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. The sources of funding outlined below are herein appropriated to reflect the
funding available for Fiscal Year 2008-2000. .

SOURCES Appropriation

Mayor Gavin Newsom ' ' » Page 1 of 10
Office of the Mayor )
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Fund Index Code Subobject Description Amount =
W CPF:' 0z2A - "WTRYSWCPFO2A 80399. Proceeds of Debt $1,120,185,000
- 2002 Prop ABond 2002 Prop ABond ’
) 5W CPF O2E ANTRYSWCPFO2E 80399 Froceeds of Debt 803,444,194
2002 Prop E Bond — 2002 Prop E Bond
T,oﬁl SOURCES Appropriation $1,923,629,194

Section 2. The uses of funding outlined below are herein appropriated in the Subbject 06700

Buildings Structures and Improvements, and reflect the projected uses of funding to support |

the Water System Improvement Program for the SFPUC for Fiscal Year 2008-09.

2448

USES Appropriation

Fund ' Index Code/ Subobject Description Amount

Project Code - 4

EW GPF 02A ~ | WTRSIPCPFO2A / 06700- 'Bundings San Joaéguin'Water $94,061,645
2002 Prop A CUWSJI 0100 Structures and System Improvement | |
Bond Fund lmp;ovemehts. . Project
5W CPF 02A ~ 'WTRSIPCPFO2A / 06700- Bgndﬁﬁ‘gs’ Sunol Valley Water $%29,431,053
2002 Prop A - CUWSVi 0100 Stucturesand  System Improvement |
Bond Fund . Improvements Project
Mayor Gaﬁn Newsom Pagéz of 10
Office of the Mayeor
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Fund Index Code / Subobject Description. Amount’
Project Code

5W CPF 02A ~ WTRSIPCPF02 06700- Buildings Bay Division Water - $49,677,393 |
2002 Prop A Structures and . System Improvement
Bond Fund Improvements | Project
5W CPF 02A — WTRSIPCPFO2A / 06700-Buildings  Peninsula Water System $88,071,023
2002 Prop A ' . CuwPWI 01 00 Structures and . Improvement Project”
Bond Fund Improvements
SW CPF 02A - WTRSIPCPFOZA / 08700- Buiidings - San Francisco Regional - $30,084,663
2002 Prop A 'CUWSFR 0100 — Structresand ~ Water System Projects
Bond Fund” improvements
5W CPF 02A ~ 737300BUD/ 08700- Buildings San Joaquin Pipeline ' $47,100,000
2002 Prop A CUW373 0100 — Structures and System
Bond Fund ' improvements
5W CPF 02A — 737100BUD / 06700- Buildings ' Crystal Springs/San $2,581,341
2002 Prop A CUW371 0100 — Structuresand |  Andreas Transmission
Bond Fund . improvements Upgrade
BW CPF 02A — . 735900BUD / 06700~ Buildings frvington Tunnel / $318,816,588
2002 Prop A CUW359 0100 —~ Stfuctures and Alameda Siphons
Bond Fund improvernents
Mayor Gavin Newsom Page 3 of 10
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23
24
25

2451

Fund Index Code / Subobject : Description Amount
Project Code

~ 5W CFF 02A - 7374008BUD / 06700- Buildings Cafaveras Dam. $240,863,657
2002 Prop A CUW374 0100 — Structures and Replacement
Bond Fund Improvements ‘
5W CPF 02A - 736800BUD / 06700- Buildings ~ Bay Division Pipefine - $481,929,032
2002 Prop A CuUwa3es 0100 - Structures and Hydraulic Capacity
Bond Fund Improvements Upgrade
5W CPF 02A — 730100BUD / .06700- Buildings " Groundwater Project $8,212,273
2002 Prop A CUW301 0100 — Structures and '
Bond Fund Improvements
5W CPF 02A— 730200BUD / 06700- Buildings Recycled Water Project $21,598,538
2002 Prop A Cuw302 0100 — Structures and
Bond Fund improvements
5W CPF 02A -~ 738800BUD / " 08700~ Bulldings Environmental Impact $2,634,739
2002 Prop A CUW388 0100 — Structures and ~ Project (PEIR)
Bond Fund lmpfovements
5W CPF 02A — 739400BUD / 06700- Buildings ~ Watershed Environmental . $6,192,199
2002 Prop A .CUW394 0100 — Structures and Improvement Prograrﬁ
Bond Fund - Improvements |

.Mayor Gavin Newsom Page 4 of 10
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2452

Subobject Description Amount
Project Code

5W CPF 02A — 730201BUD / - 0BT00- Buildings Program Management 18,815,274
2002 Prop A CUW392 0100 - Structures and

Bond Fund Improvements

‘5W CPF 02A — 739201BUD / 081C4- CON Cily Seyvices Auditor $384,726
2002 Prop A CUW392 0100 - Internal Audits ~ 0.2% allocation for

Bond Fund auditing

5W CPF 02A — WTRSIPCPFO2A / © 06700- Buildings San Francisco Local $34,182,323
2002 Prop A CUWSLR 0100 — Steuctures and Reservoirs

Bond Fund Improvements

5W CPF 02A — WTRSIECPFOEA/ 06700- Buildings San Francisco Local $81,361,426
2002Prop A CUWSLP 0100 - Structures and Pipaline/MalvesPumpstati

Bond Fund Improvements onfTanks

5W CPF 02A - WTRSIPCPFO2A/ QSTQO- Buildings - San Francisco Local $3,49(5,279
2002 Prop A CUWSLV 0100 - Structures and Pipeline/Valves

Bond Fund improvemenis
| BW CPF 02A - WTRSIPCPFO2A/ 06700- Buildings _ San Frahcispo lLocal $494,884
2002 Prop A CUWSLM 0100 ~ Structures and . Miscellaneous

Bond Fund Improvements

Mayor Gavin Newsom Page 5 of 10
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Fund index Code / _ Subobject " Description Amount
Project Code |
5w CPf;"D'ZA - 730000BUD /- | 06700- Buildings Financing Costs: $252,646,138
2002 Prop A CUW3OQ 0100~ | Structures and
Bond Fund ‘ !mprovemen’cé
Total USES Apprépriation o | $1,923,629,194

Section 3: The total appropriation of $1,923,629,194 is placed on Controller's Appropriation
Reserve by project. Release of appfopﬁaﬁon reserves by the Controller is subject fo the prior
occurrence of:1) the SFPUC's and the Board of Sb’pervisors’ di,screfionary adoption of CEQA

Findings for projects, following review and consideration of completed project-refated

1 environmental analysis, pursuant to CEQA, the State CEQA Guideﬁnes, and Chapter 31 of

the San.Francisco Administraﬁve Céde, where required, and 2) the Controller's cerfification of
funds availability, including proceeds of indebtedness. Any project in exce's's of $100,000,000
is placed on Budget and Finance Commlttee reserve pendsng review and reserve release by

the Budget and Finance Committee.

Section 4: Findings.

(a) The Board of Supervrsors makes the following findings in compliance with CEQA,

_ California Pubhc Resources Code Sectton 21000 et seq., the CEQA Guidelines, 14 Cal Code
|| of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq. (CEQA Guidelines),»and San Francisco Administrative

Code Chapter 31 (Chapter 31). (i) .On October 30, 2008, the Planning Commission reviewed
and considered the Water System lmprovement Program Final Env:ronmental Impact Report
(WSIP FmaE EIR) by Mo’c:on No. 17734, and found that the contents of said report and the

procedures through which the Final EIR was prepared, pubhcxzed, and revrewed, complied

Mayor Gavin Newsom ‘ ' c S Page 6 of 10
Office of the Mayor :
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with CEQA and Chapter 31; a copy of the motion is on file with ‘the Clerk of the Board in File

No. &/#¥53 andis incorporated info this Ordinance by this reference;

(i) On October 30, 2008, the SFPUC adopted Resolution Nos. 08-0200 and 08-0202 in which
the SFPUC: (A) approved the Phased Water System |mbrovement Progfam (Phased WSIP)
and (B) authorized the SFPUC General Manager to request that the Mayor recommend
approval. of a Supplemental Appropriati_ori fo the Board of Supervisors in the amoqnt of
$1923,620,194. | | |

iy SFPUC Resolution Nc;. 08-0200 'contaEned environmental ﬁnc%ings' and adopted a

-mitigation, monitoring and reporfing - plan (MMRP),'the MMRP and environmental findings,

including exhibits, are collectively referred to herein as "SFPUC CEQA Findings" for the

implementation of the Phased WSIP, as reqi:ired by CEQA. SFPUC CEQA Findings included

extensive findings regarding the Phased WSIP potential environmental inipacts; the

' sufﬁciéncy of mitigation measures, responsibility for implementation of mitigation measures

including a mitigation énd monitorihg report; and 'a statement of oveniding considerations
régérding‘potentiaﬂy significant and unavoidable impacts. The SFPUC CEQA Findings
reflected the SFPUC's independent review and consideration of the relevant environmental
information contamed in the WS!P Final EIR and the administrative record. The SFPUC
CEQA Findings are on file with the Clerk of the Board of Superwsors in File No, 2%, SYS3
and are incorporated herein by reference. ' '

(iv) The Board of Superwsors has had the opportunity to review and consider the Final EIR
and the admmls’cratlve record which are located at the Planning Department at 1650 Mission
Street, Suite 400, in file no. 2005.0158E. The Board of Superwsors has reviewed and
considered the Final EIR and the. SFPUC CEQA Findings with rgspect to this Ordinance,
including the MMRP and Statement of Overriding Con_siderations adopted by the SFPUC on
October 30, 2008, ‘and determined that said Findings rémain valid for the acﬁqns ,

Mayor Gavin Newsom . ' Page 7 of 10
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contemplated in this Ordinance; there are no changed circumstances or other fac{ors presént

that would require additional environmental review for this Ordinance. |

(v) The Board hereby adopts as fts own and incorporates the SFPUC CEQA Findings
contained in SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200 by reference as thbugh such findings wen;e fully

set forth in this Ordinance.

“(vi) The Board of Supervisors endorses the implementation of the {nitigaﬁon‘ measures

identified in the SFPUC CEQA Findings and recommends for adoption any mitigation
measurés that are enforceab,le:by agencies other th.an City agencies, all as set forth in the
SFPUC CEQA Findings, inc}uding the MMRP cbntaine’d in the referenced SFPUC CEQA
Findings. ' | '

(vii) The Board 61; Supervisors finds on the basis of substantial ,evi_dence in light of the whole

record that: (A) the WSIP Supplemental Appropriation reflected in this Ordinance be;ore the

‘Board of Supervisors Will not require revisions fo the Final EIR due fo the involvement of new

significant environmental effects or substantially increase in the séverity of previously
identified significant effeéts;' (B) no substantial changes have occurred .with respect io the
circumstances under wl*;ich the Phased WSIP will be undertakén which woﬁld re'qpire majqr’
revisions to the Final EIR due fo the involvement of new significant environmental effects, ora
substantial increasg in 'the severity of effects identified in the Final EIR; land (C) no new

information of substantial importance to the Phased WSIP has become available which would _

|| indicate (1) the Program will have sighiﬁcant effects not discussed in. the Final EIR; (2)

significant environmental effects will be substantially more severe; (3) mitigation measures or

alternatives found not feasible which would reduce one or more significant effects have
becorme feasible; or (4) mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably 'diﬂ’erént
from those in the Final EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the

environment.

Mayor Gavin Newsom o : Page8of 10
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Section 5. For purposes of budgetary conirol, five previouéiy designated Stand-Alone

Projects will be monitored and spending controlled by the Controllef as follows:

Lsten{ —

Crystal Springs/San Andreas Trans Upgrade | Peninstla Region

Irvington Tunnel/Alameda Siphons | sunol Region
Calaveras Dam Replacement Sunocl Region

Bay Division Pipeline Reliability Upgrade - | Bay Division Region
Gfoundwater Projegts Stand Alone
Recycled Water Project . Stand Alone _

Programmatic Envifonmental Impact Project | -Stand Alone

Bay Area Desalination . Stand Alone
WEIP - Watershed Management Stand Alone
Program Management Services WSIP Stand Alone

Section 6: The SFPUC is authorized to increase the Water Commercial Paper Program from

$250,000,000 to $500,000,000 to facilitate WSIP financing needs.

Section 7. '.The approvais_, containéd hérein shall exteﬁd to any agreements, or any
amendments to existing agreements, or certificates necessary or desirable for the purpose of
imp!emenﬁngj the issuénce, sale .and delivery of the Commercial Paper Notes and the Bank
Notes, and shall be subiect to compliance with Article V of ‘Chapter 43 of the San Francisco

Administrative Code, in consulation with the City Attorney.

Mayor Gavin Newsom : ‘ Page 9 of 10
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Sécti_on 8. The Director of the Mayor's Office of Public Finance (the “Director”), the City
Attorney, and all other apprbpriate officers, .emp!oyees, representatives and agents of the City'
are hereby authorized and directed to do everything necessary or desirable to provide forthe -

issuance of the Commercial Paper Notes and the Bank Notes. |

FUNDS AVAILABLE
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ' _ BENROSENFIELD
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney Contioller
By: h j/( % By:. M
Deputy City Aitorney . Date: Amended 12/03/2008
Mayor Gavin Newsom ~ Page100f10
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City and County of San Francisco 1 Dr,Caron 3, Goolet Plce
- Tails

San Francisco, CA. 94102-468%
Ordinance

File Number: 081453 ' Date Passed:

Ordinance appropriating $1,823,629,194 of San Francisco Water Revenue Bond autherized in 2002 to
fund construction and financing costs for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission {(SFPUC)
Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for Fiscal Year 2008-2008, placing the entire
appropriation by project on Contraller's reserve subject to SFPUC and Board of Supervisors'
discretionary approvals following completion of pro;ect—related analysis pursuant to California
Environmehtal Quality Act (CEQA), where required, and receipt of proceeds of indebtedness,

. adopting environmental findings, placing on Budget and Finance Committee reserve any project i in
excess of $100,000,000 and authorizing the increase of the Water Commercial Paper Program from
$250,000,000 to $500,000,000 to faczhtate pro;ected WSIP financing needs.

December 9, 2008 Board of Supervisors — AMENDED, AN AMENDMENT OF THE WHOLE
BEARING SAME TITLE

Ayes: 11 - Alioto-Pier, Campos, Chu, Daly, Dufty, Elsbernd, Maxwell,
McGoldrick, Mirkarimi, Peskin, Sandoval

" Degember 9, 2008 Board of Supervisors — PASSED ON FIRST READING AS AMENDED

Ayes: 11 - Alioto-Pier, Camnpos, Chu, Daly, Dufty, Elsbemnd, Maxwell,
McGoldrick, Mirkarimi, Peskin, Sandoval

December 16,2008 Board of Supervisors — FINALLY PASSED

Ayes: 11 - Alioto-Pier, Campos, Chu, Daly, Duity, Elsbernd, Maxwell,
McGoldrick, Mirkarimi, Peskin, Sandoval

City and County of San Francisce 1 Printed ot 12:53 PM on 12/17/08
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File No. 081453

2/1a (2008

X hereby certify that the foregoing Ordinance
was FINALLY PASSED on December 16,
2008 by the Board of Supervisors of the City

> and County of San Francisco.

f.f’f Angela Calvillo
' | Clerk of the Bokr

Date Approved
{
File No. 081453
City and Connty of San Frantisco 2 Printed af 12:53 PM on 12/17/08
Tails Report ’
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FILE NO. 130483 _ ‘ ' orRDINANCE No. 113 -13%

[Appropriation - Water Revenue Bonds for the Public Utilities Commission Calaveras.Dam :
Project - $55,064,799; and Re-Appropriation - Water System improvement Projects -
$77,271,24 - FY2012-2013].

Ordinance appropriating $55,064,799 of proceeds from San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission (SFPUC) Water Revenue Bonds to fund the Water System Improvement
Program (WSIP) Calaveras Dam Project and re-approprlatlng $77,211, 241 of WSIP
Project approprlatlons to various WSIP Projects conS|stent with the revised April 2013

WSIP program budget adopted by the SFPUC.

Note: Additions are single-underline italics Times New Roman;
deletions are strikethrough-itatics Times-New-Romen.
Board amendment additions are double underlined.

Board amendment deletions are strikethrough-nommal

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. The sources qf funding outline below are herein approprieted to reflect the funding

available for the WSIP Calaveras Dam Project. .

.’ Sources Appropriation |
: Fuﬁd 'lﬁdex' Code/ | Subo.l.)ject ’ bescriptien S Amount
Project Code ' .
5W CPF 02E . *WTRSWCPFOZE ! 80111 Proceeds from Sale $55!064,799
2002 Prop E Bond Fund CUW3000100 »cf‘ Revenue Bonds

WSIP Bond Expense

Total SOURCES Appropriation $55,064,799

Mayor Edwin M. Lee
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Section 2. The uses of funding opﬂined below are herein apprbpfiated in Subobject 06700
(Buildings, Structures, and Improvement Project-Budget), 081C4 Internal Audits and 06B00
Revenue Bond Oversight Committee and reflects the projected use of funding to support the

WSIP Calaveras Dam Projeét. -

Uses Appropriation

Fund . Index Code / Subobject Description Amount
Project Code |
BWCPFO2E . *WTRSWCPFO2E 06C00 Capital ~ Calaveras Dam - $54,927,412
2002 Prop E Bond f - CUW3740100 Projects Budget . Project
Fund '
5W CPF 02E “WTR5WCPFO2E / 081C4 City Service $109,855
2002 Prop E Bond CUW3000100 " Internal Audits ° Auditor
Fund
5W CPF 02E “WTRSWGPFO2E / 06B00 Revenue Bond $27,532
2002 Prop EBond - CUW3000100 : Programmatié Oversight
Fund = Projects Committee
Total USES Appropriation $55,064,799

Section 3. Of the above appropriaied amount, $109,855, representing 0.2%. of the

expénditure budget net of audit costs is to be allocated and available to support the

Mayor Edwin M. Lee . : Page2of 7
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : : 5/17/2013

2461




—

© o N o o AW N

. —-L—L—-L—-L—L—L-—L—-L—L'—L
Qgclgﬁggcom\lmmpmmao

_ Controller's Audit Fund, pursuant to Charter Appendix F1.113; and $27,532 representing

0.05% of gross bdnd proceeds is fo be allocated and available to support the Public Utilities
Commission Revenue Bond Oversight Committee, pursuant to Administrative Code Sectioh'

5A.31. These appropriations may be increased or decreased by the Controller based on

-changes fo expenditure appropriations or actual gross bond procéeds to conform to the

applicable Charter and Administrative Code formulas.

Section 4. The funding below was previously appropriated and no additional funding is

requested in this supplemental abpropriation ordinance as .indica'ted by Attachment A. The

uses of fuhding outlined below are herein de-appropriated.

Uses De-Appropriation

. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Fund Index/Project Code - Subobject Description Amount

5W CPF 02A Varous.  06CO0Capital  Sutro Reservolr . (85,099,144)

2002 Prop E Bond Fund CUw337 Pr’ojects Seismic Upgrade ‘
Budget

5W CPF 02A Vaous ~ 0BCO0Capital  SanFrancisco ($1,465,985)

2002 Prop E Bond Fund . CUWSLVo1 . Projects Local
| Budget Pipeline/Valves

BW CPF 02E . *WTRSWCPFO2E 06C00 Capital Sutro Reservoir ($15,000,000)

2002 Prop E Bond Fund CUW3370100 - Projects Seisrr;ic Upgrade
» ‘ Budget |

Mayor Edwin M. Lee Page 3 of 7
517/2013
2462
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Fund Index/Project Code Subobject Description - Amount
‘5W CPF 02E *WTRSWCPFO2E 06C00 Capital San Joaquin ($3,195,244)
2002 Prop E Bond Fund CUW3730100 Projects Pipeline Systeém
Budget
5W CPF 02E Various 06C00 Capital Bay Division Watet ($40,754,257)
2002 Prop E Bond Fund CUWBDI0100 - Projects System
Budget Improvements
5W CPF 02E _ “WTRSWCPFO2E  06C00 Capital  Program Reserve’ ($1,982)
2002 Prop A Bond Fund ' CUW3950100 Projects
Budget
5W CPF 02E : “WTRSWCPFO2E OGCOG Capital . Program ($11,754,629)
2002 Prop A Bond Fund CUW3920100 Projects Management
. Budget Services
Total USES De-Appropriation :  ($77.271,241)

Sectipn 4, The uses of funding outlined below are herein re;appropriated in Subobject 06700
(Buildings, Structures, and Improvement Project-Budgét), and reflects the projected uses of
funding to support the updated Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) project budgets
consistent with the reVISed April 2013 WSIP program budget adopted by the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commtssnon for Fiscal Year 20132014,

Mayor Edwin.M. Lee - 4 o ' . Page4dof7
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USES Re-Appropriation
Fund Index/Project Code Subobject Description Amount
5W CPF 02A *WTRSWCPF02A 06700 Buildings, Crystal $6,565,129
2002 Prop A Bond - CUW3710100 * Structures, and Springs/San
Fund Improvement Andreas
Upgrade
5W CPF 02E *WTRSWCPFO2E 06700 Buildings,” Calaveras Dam  $18,426,275
2002 Prop E Bond CUW3740100 Structures, and Project
Fund Improvement
5W CPF Q2E “WTRSWCPFO2E 06700 Buildings, Lake Merced $167,115
2002 Prop E Bond CUW3090100 Structures, and  * Pump Station
Fund Improvement Upgrade
5W CPF 02E *WTRSWCPFO2E. 06700 Buildings, Regional  $14,093,800
2002 Prop E Bond CUW3010300 Structures, and Groundwater
Fund Improvement P Storage
5W CPF 02E *WTRSWCPFO2E 06700 Buildings', Crystal $28,119,274
2002 Prop E Bond CUW3710100 Structures, and Springs/San
Fund Improvement Andreas
Upgrade
Mayor Edwin M. Lee . Page 5 of 7
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . 5/17/2013
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Fund Index/Project Code . Subobject Description Amount
5WCPFO2E *WTRSWCPFO2E - 06700 Buildings,  HabitatReserve 6,711,792
2002 Prop E Bond Cuw3880200 Structures, and Program
Fund ' "~ Improvement
5W CPF 02E " *WTRSWCPFO2E 06700 Buildings, System Security 2,187,856
2002 Prop EBond CUW3630200 Structures, and Upgrade
Fund Improvement
Total USES Re-Appropriation : $77,271,241

Release of appropriation reserves by the Controller for construction related expenditures for |
these projects, as applicable, is subject to the brior occurrence of 1) the SFPUC's and the
Board of Supetvisors' discretionary adoption of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Findings for projects, following review and consideraﬁon of completed project related
environmental analysis, where required, and 2) the Controller's certification of funds

availability, including proceeds of indebtedness.

Section" 5. The Finance Commitiee hereby releases the reserve on project CUW352 -
Alameda Creek Fishery Enhancemerits, $15,314,352, and project CUW395 - Program
Reserve; $1,982 as part of the project budget re-appropriation. |

Section 6. The Controller is authorized to record transfers beiween fends and adjust the

accounti'ng treatment of sources and uses appropriated in this Ordinance as necessary to

Mayor Edwin M. Lee ' : : Page 6 of 7
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ’ ' © B7/2013 -
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conform with Generally Accepted Accountihg Principles. Budgetary control will remain at the

_Regional Projects Level and Program Reserves may be released and allocated to Regional

projects with the Controller's consent once approved by the SFPUC Commission.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: - FUNDS AVAILABLE

DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney . Ben Rogijlz Sntroller
Deputy Ciyy{ttorney | te: 013

Mayor Edwin M. Lee , ' o Page 7 of 7
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 5[17/2013
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City and County of San Francisco ‘ City Hall :
. T 1 Dr. Carlton B, Goodlett Place
Tails San Francisco, CA. 941024689

Ordinance

File Number: 130483 Date Passed: June 18,2013

Ordinance appropriating $55,064,799 of proceeds from San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
{SFPUC) Water Reverué Bonds fo fund the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) Calaveras
Dam Project and re-appropriating $77,271,241 of WSIP Project appropriations to various WSIP
Projects consistent with the revised Aprif 2013 WSIP Program Budget adopted by the SFPUC.

June 05, 2013 Budget and Finance Committee - RECOMMENDED

June 11, 2013 Board of SupeNisors PASSED, ON FIRST READING

Ayes: 11 - Avalos Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wener
and Yee

June 18, 2013 Board of Supervisors - FINALLY PASSED

Ayes: 11- Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener
and Yee .

File No. 130483 | . I hereby certify that the foregoing
Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on
6/18/2013 by the Board of Supervisors of the
City and County of San Francisco.

[ Angela calvilio
Clerk of the Board

%m L

May r Date Approved

City and County of Sem Francisco ) Page 13 Printed at 2:41 pmon 6/19/13
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Alameda Creek Alliance 1o

: Received via email
P.O. Box 2626 = Niles, CA « 94536

Phone: (510) 499-9185 8/2/2017
E-mail: alamedacreek@hotmail.com
Web: www.alaméedacreek.org

August 2, 2017

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton, B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:  Planning Commission Decision Regarding Alameda Creek Recapture Project

Dear San Francisco Supervisors:

The Alameda Creek Alliance has concerns about the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission’s (SFPUC) Alameda Creek Recapture Project and impacts that its operations could
have on recovering threatened steelhead trout within the Alameda Creek watershed. We share
the concerns about the inadequacies of the recently certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
that have been raised by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), California Department
of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), and Alameda County Water District (ACWD). We support the
ACWD petition to reverse the certification of the EIR for the project.

The Alameda Creek Alliance has more than 2,000 members and supporters. Since 1997 we
have advocated for restoration of steelhead trout in the Alameda Creek watershed. We have
worked with the SFPUC since 1999 to improve habitat conditions to support the recovery of
steelhead. While we generally support the recapturé project and the concept of off-stream rather
than in-stream water recapture, state and federal fisheries agencies have determined that the
final EIR does not contain sufficient information to support the conclusion that the project will not
result in'a less than significant impact on streamflows and fish migration in Alameda Creek.

The Alameda Creek Alliance submitted scoping comments on the Alameda Creek Recapture
Project in 2015 and commented on the draft EIR for the project in January 2017. We have
reviewed the SF Planning Commission’s June 22, 2017 decision to certify the final EIR and the
June 7, 2017 responses to comments on the EIR. We have also reviewed the ACWD’s July 24,
2017 letter of appeal and concerns about the hydrology analysis used for the EIR; the July 24,
2017 comment letter from CDFW, and the July 27, 2017 comment letter from NMFS.

NMFS commented that the final EIR does not contain sufficient information to conclude that the
project will not result in substantial effects on streamflows intended to support migration of
steelhead trout, and in fact found that project operations will diminish migration opportunities for
steelhead, especially outmigrating smolts, in some years. CDFW commented that the modeling
analysis used for the EIR may be inadequate for the determination that the project will have
“less than a significant impact” on fisheries resources of Alameda Creek.

An ACWD analysis of daily modeling data provided by the SFPUC after the close of the EIR
comment period shows that project operations could result in increased numbers of days where
streamflows in lower Alameda Creek fall below the threshold for fish passage, as determined by
NMFS. ACWD commented that the hydrologic model relied on in the EIR's impact analyses is
insufficient to analyze the surface water groundwater interaction necessary to fully evaluate
project impacts. CDFW shared this concern that the modeling used in-the EIR did not
adequately address ground and surface water interaction in the stream reach of the proposed
project, and that the EIR analyses do not adequately quantify the stream reach percolation
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losseé of SFPUC releases.

We are also concerned about the potential reduction in the number of days that steelhead could
have access to spawning and rearing habitat upstream of the project. Data presented in the EIR
shows that the current proposal for project operations will reduce the number of days where
adequate streamflow is available for steelhead migration. The EIR uses monthly average
changes in surface water flow to conclude that steelhead will not be harmed, whereas analysis
of daily flows is needed to assess the effects of suitable streamflows for steelhead. We disagree
with the EIR’s conclusion that operation of the project will not significantly impact steelhead
trout. There is simply not adequate information in the EIR to make a determination about
streamflows and impacts to steelhead. '

We request that the Board of Supervisors direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission
to work with all watershed stakeholders (including the ACA, ACWD, CDFW and NMFS) to
undertake additional analysis of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the
Sunol Valley, to determine whether the project has impacts on daily streamflows in Alameda
Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead migration. If the SFPUC is

unwilling to do this, the Board of Supervisors should uphold the ACWD appeal and reject the .
certification of the EIR for the prOJect

San Franclsco has invested significant time and money in the Alameda Creek watershed to
monitor and improve habitat conditions for steelhead trout. The future operations of the
completed Calaveras Dam and Alameda Creek Diversion Dam will enhance steelhead
spawning and rearing in stream reaches managed by the SFPUC. Both the SFPUC and ACWD

are required to operate their facilities in Alameda Creek to meeét specified flow requirements for
" steelhead. The Alameda Creek Recapture Project should support rather than undermine these
efforts. We understand that this is the last Water System Improvement Project facility to be
constructed, but it is important to get it right — the EIR must fully evaluate the potential impacts
of the project, and San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will meet the
interests of all watershed stakeholders and adequately protect steelhead trout.

Sincerely,

%/zi

Jeff Miller

Director

Alameda Creek Alliance
(610) 499-9184
jeff@alamedacreek.org
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« FOm: ‘ Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Sent: ' Tuesday, August 08, 2017 9:29 AM
‘To: BOS-Supervisors; Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Lew, Lisa (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: FW: Alameda Creek ‘

From: Anne Veraldi [mailto:anneveraldi@hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, August 07, 2017 6:40 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Alameda Creek

Dear Supervisors and SF planning Commissioners:

Please protect Alameda Creek. Please work with the watershed stakeholders on additional analysis between
the ground and surface water in Sunoi Valley to determine the projects impacts on streams flows in the
Alameda Creek. Only approve a recapture project that will adequatély protect steelhead trout.

Thank you.

acerely,
.«nne Veraldi

1
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 9:36 AM
To: : , BOS-Supervisors; Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Lew; Lisa (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: FW: Please Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

----—-Qriginal Message--—-

From: Ron Goldman [mailto:rgoldman@cs.stanford.edu]

Sent: Monday, August 07, 2017 7:32 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

Please direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to work with alt watershed stakehold‘ers on additional analysis
of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the Sunol Valley, to determine whether the project has

impacts on stream flows in Alameda Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead migration.

San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will adequately protect steelhead trout.

thank you,

--Ron -
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: " Tuesday, August 08, 2017 9:38 AM

To: , BOS-Supervisors; Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Lew, Lisa (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)

Subject: FW: Please do not do any Reduction in the needed water flow in the Alameda
Creek for Steelhead.

From: panadbs@juno.com [mailto:panadbs@juno.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 8:06 AM

- To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject: Please do not do any Reduction in the needed water flow in the Alameda Creek for Steelhead.

Hello Board of Supervisors, Please do not do any Reduction in the needed water flow.in the Alameda Creek for
Steelhead. The filling of Sunol Gravel pits should not be done due to the Steelhead needing the water. Dave

How To Fix Saggy Skln (Doctors Shocked!)
Health Report

http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL31 32/5989d38b26868538b2e703t03vuc

1 -
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From: ’ Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Sent: » Tuesday, August 08, 2017 9:43 AM
To: BOS-Supervisors; Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Lew, Lisa (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)

Subject: FW: Please Help Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

From: kristinwomack {mailto:ktbakkimack@comcast.net]

Sent: Monday, August 07, 2017 6:31 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org> .

Subject: Please Help Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

Dear SF Board of Supervisors:

| am writing to you to ask you to direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to
work with all watershed stakeholders on additional analysis of the relationship between
ground water and surface water in the Sunol Valley in order to determine whether the
project has impacts on stream flows in Alameda Creek downstream of the project which
could impede steelhead migration. Federal and state fisheries agencies agree that project operations

could diminish steelhead migration ‘oppor’tunities in some years, and recommended more study. San
Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will
adequately protect steelhead trout. Our threatened native species

are clinging by a thread and they need extreme measures to
prevent their extinction!

Sincerely, Kristin Womack
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L.om: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 2:51 PM

To: BOS-Supervisors; Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Lew, Lisa (BOS); Ma;or Erica (BOS)
Subject: ' FW: Alameda Creek Recapture Project

From: Scott Taylor [mailto:staylor@laclinica.org]

Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 1:21 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Alameda Creek Recapture Project

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing you regarding the Alameda Creek Recapture Project. There are some concerns regarding the project during
drought years. There is concern that during drought years, the recapture project may endanger the passage of steelhead
during those time. While | am not against the project per se, | would strongly recommend further study of the project

and the issue of water flow during drought years. Hopefully, it will turn out that there will not be any detrimental effects
to the fish during the drought years and all will be weli with the project.
Thank you for your time and concern regarding this project.

Sincerely,
tt Taylor
. sameda Creek Alliance Board Member

1
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 11:11 AM

To: . BOS-Supervisors; Lew, Lisa (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS), Major, Erica (BOS) -
Subject: FW: Safeguard minimum flows for Alameda Creek

From: Judy Schriebman [mailto:judy@leapfrogproductions.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 10:57 AM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Safeguard minimum flows for Alameda Creek

Dear'SF Board of Supervisors:

As a creek advocate, I know how important it is to have adequate flows all year long to maintain a healthy
riparian system, including the trees and wildlife but most importantly the fish in the stream.

I have also seen in every watershed basin—and it is recognized by hydrologists—that pumping water from the
ground can lower the water table and reduce flows, both surface and subsurface, to the creeks in that watershed.

It is imperative that groundwater cannot be taken in excess of the needs of the whole watershed and creeks that
rely upen it. It is therefore imperative to fully analyze ALL the water connections—creeks, wells, lakes,
reservoirs, springs, etc—in order to accurately determine where the water is coming from, where it’s going, and
how much is ok to take for human uses while retaining good environmental functioning.

Please direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission o work with ALL watershed stakeholders on additional
analysis of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the Sunol Valley, to determine whether the project
has impacts on stream flows in Alameda Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead migration. Tell
the Supervisors that San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will adequately protect steelhead trout.

The Alameda County Water District, which intends to build two fish ladders in lower Alameda Creek, filed an appeal of the
project approval due to concerns about the unknown effects on stream flows intended to support steelhead mlgratlon

Federal and state fisheries agencies agree thét project operations could diminish steelhead mlgratlon opportunities in
some years, and recommended more study.

Water flows are tricky, but making false assumptions and building big projects based on them is unsound smentl‘r” cally and
environmentally.

Judy Schriebman
" San Rafael, CA 94903
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. fOIM: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 12:54 PM

To: BOS-Supervisors; Lew, Lisa (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: ' FW: Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

From: leslie jackson [mailto:les@well.com]

Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 12:24 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

Please direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to work with all watershed stakeholders on
additional analysis of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the Sunol Valley, to

determine whether the project has impacts on stream flows in Alameda Creek downstream of the project which
could impede steelhead migration. :

San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will adequately protect steelhead trout.
ncerely,

Leslie Jackson
Oakland, CA 94602

Leslie Jackson | les@well.com

www.mudfest.net
www, rocketstoves.com

1
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From: . . Board of Supervisoré, (BOSY
Sent: ' . Tuesday, August 08, 2017 3:52 PM
To: ‘ BOS-Supervisors; Lew, Lisa (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)

Subject: FW: Help Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

From: Norma Hatrison [mailto:normaha@pacbell.net]

Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 3:45 PM .

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Help Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

Help Safeguard Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

Help-us ensure that minimum flows in Alameda Creek intended to assist steelhead trout mtgratlon make it through lower
Alameda Creek in dry years.

The SFPUC recently approved a water recapture project in the Sunol Valley. As part of steelhead trout restoration and
mitigations for the Calaveras Dam project, the SFPUC will begin réleasing cold water from Calaveras Reservoir once the
dam is rebuilt, to provide cool summer and fall water for trout in upper Alameda Creek. The SFPUC will recapture an
equivalent amount of water off-stream, by pumping groundwater out of old quarry pits in the Sunol Valley.

" The problem is that the connection between groundwater in the Sunol Basin with surface flow in Alameda Creek is

unclear, and there are concerns that pumping during dry years could reduce low flows and opportunities for fish passage
through Alameda Creek.

The SFPUC and SF Planning Commission recently rushed to certify the project. But the Alameda County Water District,
which intends to build two fish ladders in lower Alameda Creek, filed an appeal of the project approval due to concerns
about the unknown effects on stream flows intended to support steelhead migration. Federal and state fisheries agencies

agree that project operatxons could diminish steelhead migration opportunltles in some years, and recommended more
study

SF Board of Supervisors, direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to work with all watershed stakeholders on

additional analysis of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the Sunol Valley, to determine whether -

the project has impacts on stream flows in Alameda Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead
migration. Supervisor, San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will adequately protect steelhead trout.

Yours truly,
Norma J F Harrison 1312 Cornell Ave. . Berkeley, ca. 94702 510526-3968
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crom: ' : " Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 9:36 AM-
To: ' - BOS-Supervisors; Lew, Lisa (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: ' FW: Steel head trout in Alameda Creek

-----Original Message--—-

From: Joan P Weber [mailto:joanandfred@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 9:57 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Steel head trout in Alameda Creek

Hello,

} am writing to ask you and the SF PUC and the Planning Commission to please wark with all stake holders to insure
that steel head trout return and migration are protected in all of Alameda Creek. There is concern the the proposed
project to intermittently release cold water from Calaveras Dam and replace it with ground water in the Sunol area
could have an adverse impact on steel head trout further down in Alameda Creek.

Let’s not have different agencies working at cross purposes.

Thank you. -

Joan Weber

1
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: ' Wednesday, August 09, 2017 9:35 AM _
To: . BOS-Supervisors; Lew, Lisa (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: . FW: Alameda Creek

From: VLC2461@aol.com [mailto:VLC2461@aol.com] .

"Sent: Tuesday, August 08,2017 9:38 PM _

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Alameda Creek

Please make sure that any decisions you make with regard to Alameda Creek be beneficial to the Steelhead Trout -
- population. Too many agencies and so many hours of cooperation have brought us to the level of protection the
Steelhead Trout have as of today. Don't jeopardize the progress that has been made.

Sincerely,
Virginia Cummins

2461 Balmoral Street
Union City, CA 94587

2479



Rt

om: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Sent: ‘ Wednesday, August 09, 2017 5:03 PM
. To: - BOS-Supervisors; Lew, Lisa (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: - FW: Steelhead Trout Migration in Alameda Creek

From: Mary [mailto:hannonma@comcast.net]

Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 4:36 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Steelhead Trout Migration in Alameda Creek

Dear Board of Supervisors:

Please direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to work with all the watershed
stakeholders on additional analysis of the relationship between groundwater and surface water in the
Sunol Valley to determine if the streamflow project for Alameda Creek could impede steelhead

migration downstream of the project. Please approve a recapture project that will adequately protect
the steelhead trout migration. : ‘

Mary Ann Hannon
309 Pearl Dr.
Livermore, CA 94550

Member Alameda Creek Alliance
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2017 2:40 PM
To: BOS-Supervisors; Lew, Lisa (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: FW: Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

From: M S [mailto:ms98stellarfp @yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2017 2:23 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead

_ To the Board,
Please direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to work with all watershed stakeholders on additional analysis
of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the Sunol Valley, to determine whether the project has

impacts on stream flows in Alameda Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead migration.

| believe San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will adequately protect steelhead trout.

Thank you for your time.
Respecitfully,
M. Starr

" (a resident and constituent of the Alameda Creek Alliance)
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_com: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: o Monday, August 14, 2017 8:20 AM

To: ‘ BOS-Supervisors; Lew, Lisa (BOS); Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: FW: Endangered species

From: Jim Prola [mailté:jimprola@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, August 13, 2017 6:10 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Endangered species ’

Dear SF Supervisors,

Please direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to work with alf watershed stakeholders on additional analysis
of the relationship between groundwater and surface water in the Sunol Valley, to determine whether the project has
impacts on stream flows in Alameda Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead migration. San

Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will adequately protect steelhead trout. Steethead trout are an
endangered species. Thank you in-advance for your environmental understanding.

“4r/Mrs }im and Hon Diana Prola

1
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From: ’ Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: - Monday, August 14, 2017 1:.56 PM’

To: BOS-Supervisors; Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Lew, Lisa (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: FW: Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead Trout

From: Larry Thompson [mailto:thompson14ster@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, August 14, 2017 1:08 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, {BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Minimum Flows for Alameda Creek Steelhead Trout

Dear SF Board of Supervisors:

The problem is that the connection between groundwater in the Sunol Basin with surface flow in Alameda Creek is unclear, and there
are concerns that pumping during dry years could reduce low flows and opportunities for fish passage through Alameda Creek. [ am
asking you to direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to work with all watershed stakeholders on further analysis of the
relationship between ground water and surface water in the Sunol Valley, thereby to determine whether the project has impacts on
stream flows in Alameda Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead migration. San Francisco should enly
approve a recapture project that will adequately protect steelbead trout.

Thank you,

Lawrence Thompson
1069 Felicia Ct

~ Livermore, CA 94550
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Som: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: : Thursday, August 17, 2017 10:49 AM '
To: BOS-Supervisors; Jalipa, Brent (BOS); Lew, Lisa (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)
Subject: Fw: Alameda Creek recapture project

From: Sarah Kupferberg [mailto:skupferberg@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 10:36 AM

To: Board of Supervisors, {BOS) <board.of.supeivisors@sfgov. org>
Subject: Alameda Creek recapture project

Dear members of the SF Board of Supervisors,

| am writing to you as a scientist who has studied the amphibians of Alamieda Creek since the late
1990's. | am very concerned about the impacts of the Alameda Creek recapture project in the Sunol
Valley that were not adequately addressed in the EIR which was hurriedly approved. | ask you to
.direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission to work with all watershed stakeholders on
additional analysis of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the Sunol Valley.

This information is critical to determine whether the project has impacts on stream flows in Alameda
eek downstream of the project. Research conducted in the Alameda Creek watershed (Adams et
- 2017) indicates that low flows accentuate the problems caused by the deadly chytrid fungus. This
disease is responsible for amphibian declines both globally and locally and its prevalerice in Alameda
Creek is directly related to stream flow levels. The Foothill Yellow Legged, which was elevated to
candidacy as a threatened species under California Endangered Species Act just last month, will be -
losing suitable habitat once the new release schedule of water from Calaveras Dam takes effect
because the water will be too cold to be suitable for the frogs. The water will warm to suitable levels
once it reaches the area where the recapture project is located. The environmental review for this

project has piece-mealed the analysis of impacts of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project and has
not-accounted for the new protected status of the frogs in the Creek.

The Supervisors of San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will adequately
protect native amphibians and steelhead trout which have received the bulk of conservation plannmg
“attention in Alameda Creek.

Thank you conmdermg my comments.

Regards,

Sarah Kupferberg, Ph.D.

818 Mendocino Ave
Rerkeley, CA 94707

1
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Adams, A.J., Kupferberg, S.J., Wilber, M.Q., Pessier, A.P., Grefsrud, M., Bobzien, S., Vredenburg, V.T. and Briggs, C.J.,
2017. Extreme drought, host densuty, sex, and bullfrogs lnﬂuence fungal pathogen lnfectlon in a declining lotic
. amphibian. Ecosphere, 8(3). .
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) City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
" Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

TO: . . Ben Résenfield, City Controller, Office of the Controller
FROM: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk, Land Use and Transportation Committee
DATE: ~ July 14, 2017 -,

© SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUGED

The Board of Supervisors’ Land Use and Transportation Committeelhas received the
following proposed legislation, introduced by the Public Utilities Commission on July 11,
2017: : _ -

File No. 170802

Resolution adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality .
Act related to modifications to the San Francisco Public - Utilities
Commission Water System Improvement Program, Alameda Creek
Recapture Project, located in Sunol Valley in Alameda County, including
the adoption of a mitigation monitoring and reporting program and a
statement of overriding considerations; and directing the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action.

If you have comments or reports to be included with the file, please forward thém tome
at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San
Francisco, CA 94102 or by email at: erica.major@sfgov.org.

‘¢ - Todd Rydstrom, Office of the Controller
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OR FULL REPORT PLEASE FOLLOW LINI\ HERE (170802 supporl)
7IGEGUID=01324A

October 30, 2008

, CFral |
Program Envxronmeﬂtai lmpac’c Repoﬁ’c
- Volume] chS .

San Francrsco Planmng DePar’cment Flle No. 2007 O]y"'ﬁ
State Llearmglﬂousc No. 7007002020

Draﬁ: PEIR Publication Date: June 29,2007

Draft PEIR Public Hearmg Dates:

' SeP’ccmber , 2007 in Sonora
bePtembcr 6,2007in Modesto
Septembev 18,2007 in Fremont

_ September 19, 2007 in Palo Alto

SePtcmber 20, 2007 in San Francisco

Octol::el 11, 2007 in San Francisco

Dra{jt PEIR PUIDIIC Comment PerxocJ June 29, 2007throucrl~| October 15, 2007
' Comments and Res onses Publication Date: Septcmber 30,2008
Fmal PEIR Cerl:xﬁcatlon Date: October 50, O‘OB :

Clty and Lount? of ban Francisco -

San I:ranosco Planning DePartment




: 'A . - ) ' 525 Golden Gate Avenue, 13th Floor
San Franci.co - . ~ San Frandisco, CA 94102

. : T 415.554.3155
Water Fovier S@Wééﬁ ) _ ' F 415.554.3161
Services of the San Francisco Pubhc Utlht;es Commission : TTY 415.554.3488
TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

FROM: John Scarpulla, Policy and Government Affairs

DATE: June 30, 2017 .

'SUBJECT: CEQA Findings for SFPUC Alameda Creek Recapture
_ Project

Attached please find an onglnal and one copy of a proposed resolution
adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act related to
modifications to the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Water System
Improvement Program, Alameda Creek Recapture Project, located in the Sunol
Valley in Alameda County, including the adoption of & mitigation- monitoring and
‘reporting program and a statement of overriding considerations; and directing
the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action. -

Fis
-

The following is a list of accompanying documents (2 sefs):
1. BOS Resolution
2. Draft EIR: (volumes 1-3)
3. Final EIR , (3
- 4. Planning Motion No. M-19952 : o )
5. Planning Motion No. 17734 . Co &
6. SFPUC Resolution No. 08-0200
7. SFPUC Resolution No. 17-0146
8. Board of Supervisor Ordinance No. 92-10 . =
9. Board of Supervisor Ordinance No. 311-08 ' "
10. Board of Superwsor Ordinance No. 113-13 '

12:6 W 0E R LI

Please contact John Scarpulla at (415) 934-5782 if you need additional
information on these items.

Edwin M. Lee
Mayor

Anson Moran
President

Ik Kwon
Vice President

Ann Moller Caex,
" Commissioner

Francesca Vietor
Commissioner

Vince Courtney
Commissioner

Harlan L Kelly, Jr.
General Manager
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