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FLENO. MA\ N 8 RESOLUTION NO.

[CEQA Findings for SFPUC Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Project in Alameda County ]

Resolufion adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA™),
including the adoption of a mitigation monitoring and reporting program and a statement
of overriding considerations related to the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant and
Treated Water Reservoir Project, Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP")-funded
Project No. CUW38101; and directing the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to notify the

Controller of this action.

WHEREAS, The San Franéisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) has developed a
project description for the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant and Treated Water Reservoir
Project, Water System Improvement Program ("WSIP")-funded Project No. CUW38101, a
water infrastructure project included as part of the WSIP, located in the Sunol Valley in
Alameda County (the "Project"); and

WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to comply with the California Department
of Public Health (CDPH) Compliance Order (Order 02-04-96C-001) to provide treated water
storage to serve as a buffer for potential treatment failures at the plant; add redundant
faciliies to improve treatment reliability by increasing the plant's sustainable capacity fo
160 million gallons per day (mgd), provide ability to reliably augment water supply with as
much as 160 mgd of water from the Alameda Creek watershed during unplanned outages of

the Hetch Hetchy supply; and, provide ability to sustainably treat as much as 160 mgd of

. Hetch Hetchy water at the plant during an unplanned Hetch Hétchy water quality event; and

WHEREAS, An environmental impact report (“EIR”) as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") was prepared for the Project; and
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WHEREAS, The Final EIR ("FEIR") was certified by the San Francisco Planning
Commission on December 3, 2009, by its Motion No. 17992, after the Planning Commission
reviewed and considered the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) in Planning
Department File No. 2006.0137E; and

WHEREAS, The FEIR prepared for the Project is tiered from the Water System
Improvement Program Environmental Impact Report ("PEIR"} adopted by the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission in Resolﬁtion No. 08-200 dated October 30, 2008, as authorized
by and in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, On December 8, 2009, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
(SFPUC), by Resolution No. 09-0203, a copy of' which is included in Board of Supervisors File
No. 6% \& 15 and which is incorporated herein by this reference: (1) approved the Project;
(2) adopted findings (CEQA Findings) and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP) required by the CEQA: and

WHEREAS, The Project files, including the FEIR, PEIR and SFPUC Resolution No. 09-
0203 have been made available for review by the Board and the public, and those files are
considered part of the record before this Board; and |

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the information
and findings contained in the FEIR, PEIR and SFPUC Resolution No. _09m0203, and all written
and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public, r_elevant. public
agencies, SFPUC and other experts and the administrative files for the Project; and

WHEREAS, This Board- of Supervisors adopted Ordinance No. 311-08 that placed
Water System Improvement Program appropriated funds on Controller's Appropriation
Reserve, by project, making release of abpropriation reserves by the Controller subject to the
prior occurrence of: (1) the SFPUC's and the Board's discretionary adoption of CEQA

Findings for each project, following review and consideration of completed project-related
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environmental analysis, pursuant to CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of
the San Francisco Administrative Code, where required, and (2) the Controller's certification
of funds availability, including proceeds of indebtedness. The ordinance also placed any
project with costs in excess of $100 million on Budgé’c and Finance Committee reserve
pending review and reserve release by that Committee. Therefore, the SFPUC has sent a
letter to the Budget and Finance Committee requesting review ahd release of the portion of
those funds necessary for the Project; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the FEIR
and record as a whole, finds that the FEIR is adequate for its use as the decision—-making
body for the action taken herein, and incorporates the CEQA Findings and MMRP contained
in Resolution No. 09-0203 including the Statement of Overriding Considerations by this
reference thereto as though set forth in this Resolution; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board finds that the Project mitigation measures
adopted by the SFPUC will be implemented as reflected in and in accordance with the MMRP;
and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board finds that since the FEIR was finalized, there have
been .no substantial project changes and no substantial changes in Project circumstances that
would requiré major revisions to the FEIR due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or an increase in the severity of previbusty identified significant impacts,
and there is no new information of substantial importance that would change the conclusions
set forth in the FEIR; and be it

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

Resolution o the Controller.
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING JANUARY 20, 2010

Iltems #1 and 2 Department(s):
Files 09-1490 and 09-1478 -+ Public Utilities Commission (PUC)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Legislative Objectives

e Tile 09-1490: Request to release $105,924,871 of funds previously placed on reserve by the
Board of Supervisors for the construction of the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant
Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project, one of 85 projects included in the PUC’s
Water System Improvement Program (WSIP).

o File 09-1478: Resolution adopting findings under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), CEQA Guidelines and San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 31, including
the adoption of a mitigation monitoring and reporting program, related to the funding of the
Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project, and
directing the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to notify the Controller of this action.

Fiscal Impacts

e The proposed release of $105,924,871 on reserve from proceeds from the sale of Water
Revenue Bonds, previously appropriated by the Board of Supervisors for PUC WSIP projects
totaling $1,923,629,197.

. Key Points : S

o The Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expzinsion and Treated Water Reservoir Project,
located in Alameda County, will increase the sustainable water capacity of the existing Sunol
Valley Water Treatment Plant (SVWTP) by 33 percent, and construct a new 17.5 million

gallon reservoir at the plant to store treated water, providing increased sustamnable water
treatment capacity to meet the demands of the PUC’s water system.

» Since the funds were originally appropriated and placed on reserve by the Board of
Supervisors approximately one year ago, the total estimated cost of the Sunol Valley Water
Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project has decreased by
$4,997,136, or 3.3 percent, from $149,869,511 to $144,872,375, and the Project is scheduled
to be completed by Januvary of 2013, or approximately six months ahead of the previous
estimated completion date of July of 2013.

Recommendations
s Approve the requested release of reserved funds (File 09-1490).

o Approve the propésed resolution adopting the findings under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) (File 09-1478).
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING ’ JANUARY 20, 2010

According to Mr. Carlos Jacobo, Budget Director at the PUC, the Sunol Valley Water

Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project is one of 85 projects included
" in the PUC’s Water System Improvement Program (WSIP)". The Sunol Valley Water Treatment
Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project will (a) increase the sustainable capacity
of the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant (SVWTP) by 40 million gallons of water per day,
from 120 to 160 million gallons of water per day, an increase of 33 percent, to meet the average
daily customer demand during an outage of the Hetch Hetchy water supply and (b) create a 17.5
million gallon reservoir to store treated potable water in order to comply with an order from the
California Department of Public Health. Mr. Jacobo advised that in 1996, the California
Department of Public Health ordered the PUC to increase treated water storage capacity to serve
as a backup source for treated potable water in case of potential treatment operating failures at
the SVWTP.

The current total estimated cost of the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and
Treated Water Reservoir Project is $144,872,375. Construction of the Project is anticipated to
begin in April of 2010 and be completed by approximately January of 2013. Table 1 below
summarizes the Project’s funding plan, based on data provided by Mr. Jacobo. :

Table 1: Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir
Project Funding Plan Financed From Water Revenue Bonds

All Appropriations Approved by the Board of Supervisors Prior to

December 16, 2008 $14,762.380

Appropriated and Reserved on December 16, 2008 by the Board of 111.831.674

Supervisors (File 08-1453) e

Anticipated March, 2010 Appropriation Request, Subject to Future Board of 18.278.321

Supervisors Approval T
Total Current Estimated Project Cost $144,872,375

As shown in Table 1 above, on December 16, 2008, the Board of Supervisors appropriated and
placed on reserve $111,831,674 (File 08-1453) for the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant
Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project.

On January 28, 2009, the Budget and Finance Committee released $5,906,803 of the previously
appropriated and reserved $111,831,674, (File 08-1222), to fund initial costs including (a) design
consultants, (b) environmental compliance consultants, (¢) construction management consultants,
and (d) in-house PUC staff costs, such that $105,924,871 (the subject of this request) remains on
reserve ($111,831,674 less $5,906,803) for this Project.

! propositions A and E, which were approved by the San Francisco voters on November 4, 2002, authorized the
issuance of Water Revenue Bonds to finance the PUC’s $4,585,556,000 WSIP, consisting of 85 separate projects
designed to provide increased water delivery and seismic reliability throughout the Hetch Hetchy water system.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING JANUARY 20, 2010

As also shown in Table 1 above, Mr. Jacobo anticipates that in March of 2010 the PUC will
request an appropriation for the remaining $18,278,321 needed to complete the construction
funding for the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir
Project.

: DETAILS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

The PUC is requesting that the Budget and Finance Committee release the remaining
$105,924,871 currently held on reserve (File 09-1490) to partially fund the construction of the
Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project. Table 2
below shows the PUC’s anticipated expenditure plan for the $105,924,871 being requested for
release from reserve and the $18,278,321 in anticipated future Water Revenue Bond
appropriations needed to complete the construction funding.

Table 2: Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water
Reservoir Project Expenditure Plan

Cost Category Subject Requested Future Needed

Release of Reserve Appropriations
Construction Management $9.,875,399
Construction 105,924,871 7,731,656
Construction Close-Out 104,764
Construction Support City Staff 566,502
Total $105,924,871 $18,278,321*

*See Table I above.

The PUC (a) issued a competitive request for construction bids on December 18, 2009, with bids
due by February 11, 2009, and (b) anticipates awarding a construction contract, in the estimated
amount of $113,656,527 ($105,924,871 from the subject requested release of reserved funds plus
$7,731,656 from a future appropriation, as shown in Table 2 above), by April of 2010. The
Budget Analyst notes that this construction contract would not be subject to Board of
Supervisors approval because the PUC is authorized to award construction confracts, using the
City’s competitive bidding procedures, without subsequent Board of Supervisors approval,
pursuant to Section 9.118(b) of the San Francisco Charter.

The PUC is also requesting the Board of Supervisors approval of the proposed resolution to
adopt the findings included in the CEQA-required environmental report for the Sunol Valley
Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reserveir Project (File 09-1478).
According to Mr. Jacobo, the San Francisco Planning Commission approved the CEQA required
environmental report on December 3, 2009, which identifies project mod;ﬁcatlons necessary to
mitigate the environmental impact of the subject Project.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING January 20, 2010

Mr. Jacobo advises that environmental mitigation work and project modifications required by the
environmental permits are not anticipated to alter the total current estimated total project cost of
$144,872,375 (see Table 1 above) or the estimated project completion date of January of 2013.
The proposed CEQA resolution would also require the Clerk of the Board to notify the
Controller that the Board of Supervisors approved the proposed resolution because the WSIP
project funds previously appropriated for the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and
Treated Water Reservoir Project were placed on Controller’s reserve, pending the Board of
Supervisors’ adoption of the relevant CEQA. report.

The proposed request would release $105,924,871 of reserved funds in proceeds from the sale
of Water Revenue Bonds, previously appropriated for the PUC on December 11, 2008 by the
Board of Supervisors in the total amount of $1,923,629,197. Of that amount, $111,831,674 was
allocated to the Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir
Project and placed on reserve. The Budget Analyst notes that funding for all WSIP projects with
appropriations greater than $100,000,000 were placed on reserve by the Board of Supervisors on
December 16, 2008 (File 08-1453). On January 28, 2009, the Board of Supervisors released
$5,906,803 from that reserve, such that the $105,924,871, which is the subject of this request for
release, currently remains on resezve.

The Budget and Finance Committee did not specify criteria for the release of the
subject funds when they were placed on reserve.

The Budget Analyst notes that when the subject funds were placed on reserve approximately one
year ago, (a) the required CEQA reports were not completed, (b) the Sunol Valley Water
Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project was estimated to cost.a total of
$149,869,511, and (c) the Project was anticipated to be completed by July 0f2013. As discussed
above, (a) approval of the proposed resolution (File 09-1478) would adopt environmental
findings required by CEQA, (b) the Project is curently estimated to cost $144,872,375, a
decrease of $4,997,136, or 3.3 percent, from the originally estimated cost of $149,869,511, and
(c) the Project is scheduled to be completed by January of 2013, or approximately six months
ahead of the previously estimated construction completion date of July of 2013.

1. Approve the requested release of reserved funds (File 09-1490).
2. Approve the proposed resolution adopting the findings under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) (File 09-1478).

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISCRS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTION NO. 09-0203

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff have developed a
project deseription under the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for the improvements
to the regional water supply system, otherwise known as Project No. CUW38101, Sunol Valley
Water Treatment Plant Expanston and Treated Water Reservolr Project; and

WHEREAS, The objectives of the Project are to:

¢ Comply with the California Department of Public Health (CDPH) Compliance Order
(Order 02-04-56C-001) to provide treated water storage to serve as a buffer for potential
treatment fatlures at the SVWTP;

e Add redundant facilities at the SVWTP to improve treatment reliability by increasing the
plant’s “sustainable capacity” to 160 mgd, defined as the ability to treat 160 mgd for at
least 60 days with the largest piece of equipment or process component (e.g., flocculation
and sedimentation basin) out of service for maintenance (overall hydraulic peak capacity
at the plant would remain 160 mgd);

¢ Provide ability to reliably augment water supply with as much as 160 mgd of water from
the Alameda Creek watershed during unplanned outages of the Hetch Hetchy supply; and

e Provide ability to sustainably treat as much as 160 mgd of Hetch Hetchy water at the
SYWTP during an unplanned Hetch Hetchy water quality event.

WHEREAS, On December 3, 2009, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered -
the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) in Planning Department File No, 2006.0137E,
consisting of the Draft EIR, 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 compliance
with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines in its Motion No. ___and

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

WHEREAS, The Project and FEIR files have been made available for review by the
SEPUC and the public in File No. 2006,0137E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San
Francisco, California; and those files are part of the record before this Commission; and

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as required by CEQA, (CEQA
Findings) in Attachment A to this Resolution and a proposed Mitigation, Monitoring and




Reporting Program (MMRP) in Attachment B 1o this Resolution, which material was made
available to the public and the Commission for the Commission’s review, consideration and
action; and '

WHEREAS, The Project is a capital improvement project approved by this Commission
as part of the Water Sysiem Improvement Program (WSIP); and

WHEREAS, A Final Program 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. 08-200; and _

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

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

WHEREAS, The Project includes work located in Alameda County, and SFPUC staff
may seek to enter into a Memoranda of Agreement ("MOA") with this local jurisdiction, .
addressing such matters as (a) SFPUC's commitments to restore or replace, pursuant to agreed
specifications, certain improvements owned by the local jurisdiction, (b) cooperative procedures
and fees relating to local permits, inspections, and communications to the public concerning
Project construction, (c) the form of necessary encroachment permits or other property
agreements for Project construction, and (d) the parties' respective indemnification and insurance
obligations; and

WHEREAS, The SFPUC has issued leases, permits, or licenses to certain parties fo use
for various purposes portions of City-owned property along the SFPUC right of way. where the
Project work will occur, and in some instances, there is apparent use of City-owned property by
other parties for which there is no evidence of SFPUC authorization, or other parties hold
property rights ot interests on lands along, over, adjacent to or in the vicinity of the right of way,
and it may be necessary for the Project for the General Manager, or his designee, to () exercise
rights under any such deed, lease, permit, or license or (b) negotiate and execute new or amended
leases, permits, licenses, or encroachment removal or other project related agreements (each, a
"Use Instrument") with owners or occupiers of property interests or utility facilities or
improvements on, along, over , adjacent to or in the vicinity of, City property with respect to
uses and structures, fences, and other above-ground or subterranean improvements or interests,
orchards, trees, or other végetation, or to implement Project mitigation measures or
accommodate Project construction activities and schedule; and

WHEREAS, Implementation of the Project will involve consultation with, or required
approvals by, state and federal regulatory agencies, including but not limited to the following:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of
Transportation, State Historic Preservation Officer, California Departinent of Fish and Game,




San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Boeud and Bay Area Air Quality
Management Districl; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, This Commission has reviewed and considered the Final EIR (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 Overfiding Considerations,
aitached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein as part of this Resolution by this reference
thereto, and adopts the MMRP attached to this Resolution as Exhibit 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; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby approves Project No.
CUW38101. Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir
Project and authorizes staff to proceed with actions necessary to implement the Project consistent
with this Resolution, including advertising for construction bids, provided, however, that staff
will return to seek Cormmission approval for award of the construction confract; and be it,

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

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission hereby authorizes the General Manager
to negotiate and execute a Memoranda of Agreement to facilitate and coordinate the Project
work, if necessary, with Alameda County (the “Project MOA™) in a form that the General
Manager determines is in the public interest and ig acceptable, necessary, and advisable to
effectuate the purposes and intent of this Resolution, and in compliance with the Charter and all
applicable laws, and approved as to form by the City Attorney. The Project MOA may address
such matters as (a) SFPUC's commitments to restore or replace, pursuant to agreed
specifications, certain improvements owned by the local jurisdiction, (b) cooperative pmcedures
and fees relating to local permits, inspections, and communications to the public concerning
Project construction, (¢) the form of necessary encroachment permits or other property licenses
required to permit Project construction, and (d) the parties' respective indemnification and
insurance obligations, subject to the San Francisco Risk Manager's approval; and, be it




FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to exercise any right as necessary under any deed or Use Instrument and negotiate and
execute new or amended Use Instruments, if necessary for the Project, with owners or occupiers
of property interests or utility facilities or improvements on, along, over, adjacent to, or in the
vicipity of the SFPUC right of way, in a form that the General Manager determines is in the
public interest and is acceptable, necessary, and advisable to accommodate Project construction
activities and schedule, carry out Project related mitigation measures, and to otherwise effectuate
the purposes and intent of this Resolution, in compliance with the Charter and all applicable
laws, and in sach form approved by the City Attorney; and be it ‘

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to consult with, or apply for, and, if necessary, seek Board of Supervisors' approval,
and if approved, to accept and execute permits or required approvals by state and federal
regulatory agencies, including but not limited to: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, California Department of Transportation, State Historic Preservation Officer,
Caltfornia Department of Fish and Game, and San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality
Control Board, including terms and conditions that are within the lawfiil authority of the agency
to impose, in the public interest, and, in the judgment of the General Manager, in consultation
with the City Attorney, are reasonable and appropriate for the scope and duration of the
requested permit or approval, as necessary for the Project; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Comimission authorizes the General Manager to work
with the Director of Real Estate to seek Board of Supervisors approval if necessary, and provided
any necessary Board approval is obtained, to accept and execute the real property agreements
authorized herein; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to enter into any subsequent additions, amendments or other modifications to the
permits, licenses, encroachment removal agreements, leases, easements and other Use
Instruments or real property agreements, or amendments thereto, as described herein, that the -
General Manager, in consultation with the Commercial Land Manager and the City Atiorpey,
determines are in the best interests of the SFPUC and the City, do not materially decrease the
benefits to the SFPUC or the City, and do not materially increase the obligations or liabilities of
the SFPUC or the City, such determination to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and
delivery of any such additions, amendments, or other modifications.

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Public Utilities
Commission at its meeting of December 8, 2009

)

Secretary, Pubfic Utilities Commission




1650 Mission St.

Planning Commission Motion No. 17992 Son Fancisco,
HEARING DATE: December 3, 2009 Ch 94103-2479
. Reception:
Hearing Date:  December 3, 2009 415.558.6378
Case No.: 2006.0137E _ Fax:
Project: Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated 415.558.6409
Water Reservoir Project ,
. . Planning
Zoning: Various informatlon:
Block/Lot: Various 415.558.6377

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

Staff Contact: Brett Becker — (415) 575-9045

brett.becker@sfgov.org

ADOPTION OF FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED SUNOL VALLEY WATER TREATMENT PLANT EXPANSION AND TREATED
WATER RESERVOIR PROJECT. ‘

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) hereby
CERTIFIES the Final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2006.0137E, Sunol
Valley Water Treatment Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project, located in Alameda
County {(hereinafter “Project”), based upon the following findings:

1. The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department
(hereinafter “Department”) fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., hereinafter “CEQA"™),
the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 et seq., (hereinafter
“CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code {(hereinafter
“Chapter 317).

A. The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “EIR")
was required and in accordance with 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Department
prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR and conducted a scoping meeting (see
Draft EIR, Appendix A). The NOP was circulated to local, state, and federal agencies
and to other interested parties on August 3, 2007, initiating a public cornment period that
extended through September 4, 2007. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15083, the
Department held one public scoping meeting in Sunol on August 22, 2007. The purpose

~ of the meeling was to present the proposed Project to the public and receive public input
regarding the proposed scope of the EIR analysis. Comments received during the NOP
comment perlod are included in Appendix A of the Draft EIR.

www siplantir 1.org



Motion No. 17992 Case No. 2006.0137E
Hearing Date: December 3, 2009 Sunol Yalley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated
Water Reservoir Project

B. On June 3, 2009, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(hereinafter “DEIR") and provided public notice in newspapers of general circulation of
the availability of the DEIR for public review and comment, and of the date and time of
the public hearings on the DEIR. This notice was mailed to the Department's list of
persons requesting such notice and other interested parties.

C. Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing were
posted at various locations along or near the project site by Department staff on June 3,
2009. The Notice of Availability was made available at public libraries in San Francisco,
and in the Cities of Fremont and Pleasanton in Alameda County.

D. On June 3, 2009, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of
persons requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list of the DEIR, to adjacent
property owners, and to government agencies, the latter both directly and through the
State Clearinghouse. The DEIR was posted on the Department's website.

E. The Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State
Clearinghouse on June 3, 2009. '

2. The DEIR was circulated to local, state, and federal agencies and to interested organizations
and individuals for review and comment on June 3, 2009 for a 45-day public review period.
The public review period closed on July 17, 2009. Two duly-advertised public hearings on
the DEIR to accept written or oral comments were held; one hearing was held in Sunol on
June 30, 2009 and a second hearing was held in San Francisco on July 9, 2009. The
Commission acknowledges and endorses the supplemental public hearing that the
Environmental Review Officer's delegate conducted in Sunol in order to allow potentially
affected members of the public to present oral comments at a convenient location. The
public hearings transcripts 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 DEIR, prepared
revisions to the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on additional
information that became available during the public review period, and corrected errors in
the DEIR. This material was presented in a Draft Comments and Responses document
(hereinafter “C&R document”), published on November 18, 2009. The C&R was
distributed to the Commission and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made
available to others upon request at Department offices and on the Department's website.

4. A Final Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “FEIR”) has been prepared by the
Department, consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the
review pfocess, any additional information that became available, and the C&R document,
all as required by law.

5. This FEIR tiers from the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) Program
Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) and incorporates by reference the relevant analysis of

SAN FRANCISCO 2
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Motion No. 17992 Case No. 2006.0137E
Hearing Date: December 3, 2008 Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated
Water Reservoir Project

the PEIR with respect to the WSIP's impacts and mitigation measures as applicable to this
Project. This Commission certified the PEIR on October 30, 2008 and the SFPUC approved
the WSIP on the same day. The State Clearinghouse Number for the PEIR is 2005092026.

6. Project files on the FEIR have been made available for review by the Commission and the
public. These files, as well as the files for the PEIR, 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 DEIR and associated
reference materials as well as the C&R and Supplement to the C&R, and the W5IP PEIR are
also available for review at public libraries in San Francisco and Alameda Counties.

7. The Commission, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, hereby does find that the Sunol
Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project described in
the FEIR, will result in significant environmental effects that could not be mitigated to a less-
than significant level with implementation of mitigation measures. Because the project is
part of the WSIP, the project would contribute to the following significant and unavoidable
effects on the environment identified in the W5IP:

Significant and Unavoidable WSIP Water Supply 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 significant and
unavoidable environmental impacts caused by growth in the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission service area, as identified in the planning
documents and associated environmental documents for the affected
jurisdictions.

8. The Commission reviewed and considered the FEIR and hereby does find that the contents
of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was prepared, publicized and
reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31 of
the San Francisco Administrative Code,

9. The Commission hereby does find that the FEIR concerning File No. 2006.0137E, Sunol
Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project, reflects the
independent judgment and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate,
accurate and objective, and hereby does CERTIFY THE COMPLETION of said Final
Environmental Impact Report in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.

SAN FRANCISCO . 3
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Motion No. 17992 Case No. 2006.0137E
Hearing Date: December 3, 2000 Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated
: Water Reservoir Project

- 1 hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its
regular meeting of December 3, 2009.

Linda Avery
Commission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Miguel, Antonini, Borden, Lee, Moore, and Sugaya
NOES:

ABSENT: Commissioner Olague

RECUSED:

ACTION: Certification of a Final Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Sunol Valley
Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project.

SAN FRANGISCO ' 4
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Contract: WD-2582, Sunal Vailey Water Treatment Plant Expansian ard Treéated Water Resarvoir Project

Sommission Meoling Date:

Decernbar 8, 2009

Diistrict and California Department of Trausportati on.

Tmplementation actions will inclnde advertising for construction bids;
however, staff will seck Commission approval to award the

congtruction contract at a future date.

Backgroumnd:

The Pm)ect is louated adjawm to the existing SYWibin

umnuomorated Alameda County in the Sunol Valley. The SVWTP
primarily treats water from the Calaveras atrd San Antonio Reservoirs
and, when nieeded, Hetch Hetchy water can bé diverted to the SVW’IP
for treatment.

The SFPUC is obligated by the California Department of Public
Health (CDPH) (Order 02-04-96C-001) to provide additiofal treated

| water storage at the SVWTP to setve as a balanicinig resepvoir. The

Project theiefote proposes:to mstall a fiew 17.5<millign-gatlon treated -
watcr reservoir %Qlacent 1o the 8% iliti&s, Additionally; the
Botisty S HBW ml 1 ,es ta mueasa the

regulatmy reqmrements.
Key.project components include:

o 78-iich pipeline from the new treated water resetvolr to the
existing SYWTP discharge pipeline to totnest to the regional
iransmission system;

» 17.5-millio
. 3 S~1m1110n~gallan chlofife ¢o

r-palion treateci water reservoir;,

¢ Water treatment chemical storage: and feed systems,

& Tlobeulation afxd sed.xm@niatm; basing

o ‘Wash water recovery: basin and piping; and
¢  Miscellaneous piping, valves, mgchinical and electrical work,

Cmsrruntmnwauidbe completed inabont thice yeats.

esuiEof Tnactions

[ The SFPUC will ot be abls o pro

Wwith pisms 0 me,lement the
SVWTP Expansion and Tredted Watsr Resérvoir Project. This will
prevent the SFPUC to comply with'the CDPH requlre:ment for
additional treated water storage and build the facility iprovements
neaded to increase the plant’s sustainable capatity and efibance
reliable treatment of local water 1o meet custoner demands.

Deseription of

T. T rder fo move Forward with the Prajeet, the Commission must_




Conteact WD-2582, Sunci Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Froject
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Prajoct Action:

review and consider the certified Final Envivonmenial fmpact Report
{EIR), and adopt the ijeot CEQA l*mdmgs and the MMRP,
including the Statermint of (Jvmudmg Considerations. The Final BIR
was provided to each member of the Commission. The CEQA
document was developed by the 8an Fransisco Planning Department,

l"f'ze Fm&! EIR ana!ymd Pm;eabspecmc mgm{' Cd,nl 1mpaoss aﬂd iouncl

eultural rcscmmes transpa atmn dnd mrcuiamm 1101&6 air qualzty,
recreation, uiilities and service systemis, biological resources,
Elydt 2y an::i water quaht ' 'hazar{;is and hazmdmus mateuaia

4 ditrmg tha dmwn, camtrtwtion; and: po;»twonstmotl of phaaes,
sxcppt t{;’ﬁ‘ tht}sa Mgmﬁaant an:i unaymdahie unpacts caused by the,

et ldenuﬁed m the I‘mat EIR
.‘,!e u.’np iots mclude ﬁsherywsuuwes

and B to tlie Cemtmssmn Resolutmn fol th}é agenda ttam

2 Upon app t‘c;}val 0f the Pfq]ect SFPUC staff wﬁl protseed to

obtaining. necassary acrwements and penmts, S‘zaﬁ:" will sesk
Commission apgreval to award the constitietioh contiact at a futiive
date.

3. I‘ha ?mject W1li mvoive wmk in Aia,meda County The Resolution

: c@mphance thh the
e laws, by the City Attoerney.
The MGA miay @ ,"dre;ss matt@m, including but nof limited to: (a)
SFRUC's commitments to restore orreplace, pursuant to agreed
-speczﬁcati@ns, oertdin improvererts owned by the locat jurisdiction,
coperative proeedutes and fies telafing to local petmits,
inspections; and comitunications to the public concerning Project
congtegetion, (c) the ferm of necessary encroachment permits or other
real propetty licenses for Project construction, and (d) the parties’

| réspéctive mdemmﬁcatian arid insurance obligations, subject to the




Contract WD-2582, Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservelr Project
Commissien Masting Dater December 8, 2009

San Francisco Risk Manager's approval.
4, For portions of the City-owned SFPUC right of way where the
Project work will occur, the SFPUC has issued leases, pummta, Gr
licenses to certain parties to use the right of way for various purposes,
and in some instances there is appaterit use of City-owned property by
other parties for which there is no svidenee of SFPUC authorization,
or othér parhes hold property tights or fitterests on lands along, over,
adjagent te or in the vieinity of the right ofway that may be affected
| by the ot. The Resolution authorizes the Genetal Manager, of his
designee, 1o (i) exercise any City ot SI‘PUC right under ary desd,
lease, petimit, or Ticetise as necessary-or advigable in connegtion with
the. ijﬁﬁt, and (ii) negotiate and exeoute with ownets or oecupiers of
property interests or utility facilities or improvements, of, along, over,
adjacent to or in -the vmnity of, the SFPUC's #ight of way, new or
; S ney:odchment-wmaval ot othe;

of water sarvwe Vegatdt,; 1 an ] ha tats, and satﬂement momtmmng
will be ina tom thai the

it the, pul 8
& the purposes amd mteni of thls

mefsi including‘
gmeers, U 5.

thf@nﬂa-ﬁ)epartmant of th and
‘ | y ‘f‘-rnﬁtrot Board and i?-ay

and mndiimns of the tequired: appmval % "1
indetnnify other parties, those indemuiity
aview and approval by the San. ; :
Cieneral W ager:-fsw;authérized to-agred 1o shch s aﬁc_i c‘onditions
fie lavefiil authority of the:ageney to-linpose, in the
publie thterest, and, in the Judgment of'the General Manager, in
cansul tation with the City Aﬁomey, are reasonable and appropriate for
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the: seope and duration of the sequired approval, as nécegsary for the
Projeet,

Envirenmental
Bevieyw:

The San Franciseo Planiing Commission certified a Final
Environmental Ipact Report (EIR) for Pno;ect No. CUW38101, on
Dievarnlier 3, 2009,

Recommendation:

SFPUC salf recommends o Rl o
resoluition.

Attachments:

. SFPUC Resoluiion
2. Attachment A: CEQA Findings

p—

.| 3. Attachment B: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff have developed 2
project desoription under the Water Syitem Improvement Program (WSIP) for the improvements
to the regional water supply system, otherwisé known as Project No. CUW38101, Sunol Valley
Water Treatment Plant Bxpansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project; and

WHEREAS, The objestives of the Project are fo:
o Comply with the California Department of Public Health (CDPH) Compliance Ordei

(Order 02-04-96C-001) to provide ireated water storage to serve asa biiffer for potential
treatment failures at the SVWTP;

o Add redundant facilities at the SVWTP to improve trsatimiént rehabzltty by ‘increasing the
plant’s “sustainable capacity” to 160 mgd, defined as the ability to teat 160 mgd for at
east 60 days with the largest piece of gquiptient ot process cotiponent (e.g., flocculation
and sedimentation basm) out of service for maintenance (overall hydratdzc peak capacity
at the plant would remain 160 mgd);

» Provide ability to reliably sugment water supply with as much as 160 mgd of water from
the Alarieda Creek watershed during unplanned outages of the Hetch Hatchy supply: and

o Provide ability to sustainably treat as much as 160 tgd of Hetch Hetchy water at the
SYWTP dyring an unplanned Hetch Hetchy watet quality eveiit,

WHEREAS, On December 3, 2009, the Plannmg Commiigsion reviewed and considered
the Final Envirohmental Iimpact Report (FEIR) in Planning Department File No. 2006: 0137E,
consisting of the Draft EIR, the Cotments-and Responses document, and found that the contents
of said report and the:pr ocedures through which the FEIR was prepared, publicized and revigwed
complied with the provisions of the Califorsia Eavironmental Quality Agt (CEQA), the CEQA
Cuidelines and Chapter 31 of the San Frandisco Administrative Code and found further that the
FEIR reflects. the independent Jjudgrent and analysis of the City and County of 8an Franc13co, is
adequate, decurate and objective, and that the Comments and Responses document contains 1o
significant revisions to the Draft EIR, and cettified the completion of said FEIR in compliance
with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines inits MotionNo. _____;and

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and ccnmdered the information coiitained in
the FEIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning Depattuzent, the publie,
televant public agencies, SFPUC and othier experts and the -administrative files for the Project
and the FEIR; and

WHEREAS, The Project and FEIR files have been made available for review by the
SFPUC and the public in File No, 2006.0137E, at 1650 Mission Street, Fourth Floor, San
Francisco, California; and those files are patt of the record before this Comiission; and

WHEREAS, SFPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as required by CEQA, (CEQA
Pindings) in Attachment A 1o this Resolution and a proposed Mitigation, Mouitoring and




Reporting Program (MMRP) in Atiachment B io this Resolution, which material was made
available 1o the public and the Comniission for the Cominission’s review, conisideraion and

action; and

WHERBAS, The Project is 2 Lapltai improvematit project approved by this Commission
ag part of the Water Systeni Improvemsnt Program (WSIP); and

WHERBAS, A Final Program BIR (PEIR) was prepared for the WSIP and eertitied by
the Plantiing Commission on October 30, 2008 by Motion No. 17734; and

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

WHEREAS, The FEIR prepared for the Project is tisred from the PEIR, 4 atthorized by
and in aecoidance with CEQA; dnd

WHEREAS, The PEIR has bien made available for review by the SFPUC uind the public,
and is part of the record bifore this u)ma.mssxfmg,,anei

' SFPUC staff

WI—I]ZRIZAS The szect mcludes wor iocated in Aiamcda County ar‘n'

addrussmg uah maltets a8 (a) SEPL o
.-certain improvements ownari by ihe 1%&1 junsdnctmn, '(b}_ mbperanve ‘pwct:duras
t@ Iooai permxts 5 mspecticms, and cammunmau:_ ns fo'the public concerning..

‘ Aits or othe property

R Jse [nstmmﬁnt“) w1th owuers 01: upié 3 acilities oF
improvements on, &long, over , artijacem to or m the vnmmty of‘ City prsparty thh respect to
uses and structures, fences, and other above-ground or subterranean intprovements or interests,
orchaids, trees, of athet vegetation, or ta nnplemfmt Project rmtzgatmn measures or
aceommodate Project constiiction astivities and suhedule; and

WHEREAR, Implementation of the "ije@t will invelve consultation with, or required
approvals by, state: and federal regulatory-agencies, ineluding but not limited to the following:
t.8. Army Corpyof Engineers, U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of
Transpoitation, State F[lstorm Picservation Officer, California Depaitment of Fish.aind Game,




San Praneisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, and Bay Area Air Quality
Management Distiict; now, thetefore, be it

RESOLVED, This Commission has reviewed and considered the Final EIR (FEIR), finds
that the FEIR is adequate for its use as the decigion-making body for the sactions taken herein,
and hereby adopts the CEQA Findings, including thi¢ Statemetit of Ovemdmg Consideratiotis,
attachied heteto as Exhibit A and incorporated hetein a¢ part of this Resoligion by- this reference
thereto, and adopts the MMRP gttached to this Résolution as Exhibit B and incorporated herein
as part of this Resolution by this refererice thereto, and authorizes a request to the Boatd of
Supeérvisors to adopt the same CEQA Findings, Statement of Overiding Congiderations and
MMRP; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission heréby dpproves Project No.
CUW38101 Sunol Valley Water Tréatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Resetvoir
Project and authorizes staff to proceed with actions necessary to implement the Project consistent
with this Resolution, including advertising for construction bids, provided, however, that staff
will return 4o sesk Commission approval for award of the construetion contract; and be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED, The General Manager will confer with the Conunission during
the negotiation process on redl estate ‘agreements as tiecessary; and report-to the Commiission on
all agreements subiiiitred to the Board of Supervisors for-approval; and be:it

FURTHER RESOLVE) That th;s Cotmtiission hergeby authonzes the Geﬁera! Manager

Managcr detemunes is in the publxc mterest and is acceptable, mc&sam‘y, and adv abie 1o
cffectuat@ lhe purposes and mtent of thxs Resglutmn, tad m camplaance Wlth. the (_L‘hmer and all

specxﬁcatwns,
and fees fel
Project oo
1equxred ter : , ' . ! ]

insurdnice. 0hhgatmns sub}act 0 thig § ah Franmsco Risk Manager 5 appmval and it




FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, 16 exércise any right ag necessary under any deed or Use Tnsfrumeiit aind negotiate and
execute new of ambrided Use Instruments, if necessaty for the Project, with owners or occupiers
of property interests or utility facilities or improvements on, along, over, adjacent to, or in the
vicinily -of the SFPUC right of way, in a form that the General Manager determines is in the
publzc interest and is acceptable, necessary, and advisable {o accommodate Project construction
activitiés and schedule, carry out Project rélated mitigation measurés, and to otherwise effecruate
the purposes and interit of this Resolution, iin compliance with the Charter and all applicable
laws, and in such form approved by the City Attortiey; 4nd be it

FURTHER RESOLVED; That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to consult with, or apply for, and, if necessary, seek Board of Supervisors' approval,
and if appmveci 16 accept and execute pesmifs of required approvals by state and federal
eegulatory agencies, including but not limited to: ULS, Army Corps of Enginicers, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, California Departinent of Transportation, State Historic Preservation Officer,
Califorria Departivient of Fish and Game; and San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quahiy
Control Board, includig terms and conditions thiat 4re within the lawful authorify of the agency
to impose, in the public interest, and, in the judgment of the General Manager, in ¢onstltation
with the City Altorvey, are reasonables and appropriate For the scope and duration of the
requested permit or approval, as neeessary for the Project; and be it

FUR’E‘HER RESOLVED, Thit this Comithission authorizés the General Manager to work
with the Director of Real Estate to seek Board of Supervisors appioval if neeessary, and provided
any necessary Board approval is obtained, to aceept and execute the real property agiegmeénts
authorized hersin; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, of his
designee, to enter into any subsequent additions, amendments ot other modifieations to the
permits, licenses, encrogchment removel agreements; leages, casernents and other Use
Instruthetits of feal property agreements, or amendments thereto, as described herein, that the
General Mmmgea, in consultation with the Commercial Land Manages and the City Aftotney,
determines are in the best interests of the SFPUC and the City, do not midferially decréage the
begefits to the SEPUC or the City, and do not materially increase the obligationis ot liabilities of
the SFPUC or the City, such determination to be conglusively evidenced by the execution and
delivery of any such additions, atnendments, or other modifications,

I hereby certify that the foregamg resolution was adopted by the Public Utilities
Comiimifssion at its meeting of ______Deceniber 8, 2008 . .

Secretary, Public Utilities Commission
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ATTACHMENT &

SUNOL VALLEY WATER TREATMENT PLANT EXPANSIGN AND TREATED
WATER RESERVGIR
_CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT F

FINDIR FACT, EVALU F MITIGA

MEASURES AND
ES, AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

: ]

In determining to approve the Sunal Valley Water Treatinent Plant Expansion and Treated Water
Reservoir Prpject (“Project”) described in Section I, Projeét Description below, the Sun
Fraiicisco Public Utilities Commission (“SFPUC™ makes and adopis the following findings of
faet and decisivns regarding mitigation messures and alternatives, and adopts the staterent of
overriding consideratioi 5, based on substantial svidenge in the whole record ofihis proceeding.
et the California Envitonthen Act (“CEQA™), California Public Resoutces

Bections 21000 et seq. partictladly Sections 21081 and 21081.5, the Guidellnes for
Implementation. of CEQA. (“CEQA. Guidelines?), 14. California Code of Regulations Seetions
3000 e, seq., particilarly Sections 15091 throtigh 15093, and Chapter 31 of the San Prancisco

This decument isorganized as follows:

Section X provides a desoription:of the Project proposed for adoption, the. snvironmental roview

2

provess for the Project; the approval actions to be taken and the locaiion of técords:

Section IT idstiifies the fmpasis Tound not o be significant that do not-require mitigation;

eetiont 111 identifies pofentislly signifioant impaots that cai be avoided or reduced to jess-than.
signifieant levels through mitigatibn and deseribes the disposition of the mitigation meagires;

Section IV idenfifics’ significant impacts that cannot be avoided or reduced 10 lessthan-
signitficant levels and deseribes any applicable mitigation measures ax well as the disposition of
the mitigation measures; "

V evaluates the differeiit Projeet alternatives and the eoonomiic, legal, social,
ital, and other considerafions that support approval of the Project and the rejection of
the alternatives; of eléments thereof, apdlyzed; and

Section

suppert of the Comimissiof's actions and it rejéction of the alternatives not incorporated into the
Project, |

Section VI presents a statement of overriding considerations seititig forth speific reasotis in

The Mitigation Monitoririg and Reporting Prografi (“MIMIRP™) for the i

. & Prograi (“MMI the wiitigation measures that
have been proposed for ad yption is attackied with these ﬁ’ndmgs as Attachi

‘ achi _ ; chiment B to:Resolution
Ne, e+ The MMRP is required by CEQA ‘Sectioni 21081.6 and CEQA
Guidelines Section 15091, Attachment B provides a table setting forth each mitigation measure
listed in the Final Buvironmerital Impact Report for the Praject (“Fiiial BIR™) that is retjuired to

l




reduce or avoid a significant adverse impact. Attaghment B also specifies the agency responsible
for implementation of ecach measurc and establishes monitoring actions and a monitoring
schedule, The full text of the mitigation measures is set forth in Attachment B.

These findings are based upon substantial evidenoe il the entire regotd before the Comumission.
The references set:forth in these ﬁndmgs to cettain pages or sections of the Draft Enivitonmental
Impact Report (“Iﬁraft EIR” or “DEIR™) 6t the Comments and Responses documment (“C&R”),
which together comprise the Final EIR, are for ease of reference and are not intended to pravide
an exhaustivé list of the evidence relied upon for these findings.

1. APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT
A. Project Description

By this action, the SFPUC adopts and 1mpiements the Project identified in the Final BIR to
constiuct and Operate a new treated watér reservoir. dand water treatment Facilities adjacent to the
exlsung Suniol Valley Water Treatment Plant (*SVWTP”) inan umncorpurafed Alarnéda Couiity
in the Sunol Valley, The. Project is lacated adjacent to the existing SVWTR i uniricorp d
Alameda Courity in the Sunol Valley: The SVWTP primarily treatswater from the Calavesasand
San Antenio Reservoirs and, when needed, Hetch Hetchy water can be diverted o the- SVWTP
for treafmefit.

The SFPUC is has been ordered by the Califoriia Department of Public Health (“CDPH”)
(Order 02n04»~96C-901) fo provide additiofial tteated water storage at the: SVW’I‘P to serve aé &
balancing reservoir. (See. Appendix B of the Draft EIR). The Project therefor pfopoSes to ingtall
anew 17. 5=-nnlimu—-galldn treatad water reservoir adjacent to the ex stmg fac‘ onaily,
the Project wolild eonstruct various rew facilities fo incréasé the stistainabl
at the SYWTP from 120 mﬂhon galtons per day (" mgd”) to 160 med (the yd_rauim ca,pamty af
the 8VWTP) for 60 days. The Prq;ect would hot ingrease the total volume of water that could be
treated and served to the piiblics it would aniy incteasé redundancy and theteby operatici
flexibility to ensure that, when scenarios require treating 160 mgd, that water will meet
regulatoty requzrements. :

Key featutes of fhe proposed Project include:

Waqh water recqvery basm and pigémg,
2,000-kilowatt diesel generator and.a new 8,000-gallon diesel fuel storage tank;

M reoys piping; vaIVes, aiid meckanical and elestrical work; and
Spoils disposal and coriversion of an existing sursery to-grasstand habitat,
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. Project Objectives
The Préject objectives are to;

»  Comply with the CDPH Conipliance Order fo provide tieated water storage (o sérve asa
buffer for potential tréatment failures at the SVWTP;

@ Add rédundant facilitics at the SVWTP 1o improve fregtment reliability by i increasing the
} 'sustmnabic cap: czity*’ to 160 med, defined as the ability to freat 160 mgd for at least
' £ pia : of equipment or process corponent (e.g.; Aocoulation and

1 bas out of Servide for maintenance (ovetall hydraulic peak- capacxty at the
pkant.fwou!d remain 160 mgd);

&  Provide ability to reliably alignient water supply with a§ riich a8 160 mgd of water from the
Alamieda Creek watershed during wiplanned outages of the Hetch Hetchy supply; and

s Provide abz:hty to sustainably freat as much as 160 mgd of Heteh Hetchy water at the
VTP during an anplanned Hetoh Hetehy Water quality event,’ :

In addztmn_ the pmposed P vject is part of the SFPUC’s Water System Imprcvement ngratn.
“WSIP Cormission on Qotober 08 ‘Resolution No., 08«

‘nsists of. aver 7() loeal and regional fapilit Improveiment pm}eets that would ine

ility of the SFRPUC’s water supply system to tand _ WO,

] | 'to iniect estimated water-puirchase requests in the: servie

2018, The. regional water system consists. of watsh ofnveyance; treatm fit, st - dismbutwn
taclhtles and deiwers water to retali anci whoiesaie custnmers The Prcject aJso serves tea meet

: clivery relia ty under 4 variety-of opera g-
warail opemt....ns" of the system thmugh additional rcdundanwy, and Gy HApTOVe wat qualxty
iehabxhty under a varigty of operation conditions through previding additional fissted waier
storage and aperatmnai flexibility.

. Enviretinental Revisw

L Water Systein Improvement Prograim. Emlmumanidl Impact Report

O October 30, 2008..the SFPUC adopted the regional \ - Bystem Impmvement Program (the
"WSIP“} (originally’ ideniified as the "Phased WEIP 3 arlant™). The WSIP will fitiprovs the
regional systéim ith respect to water fuality, smsmw response, wa”ter delivery and water suppiy
fo meet witer d ¢ needs in this service area through the year 2018 and establish fevel of
service goals and system performance: critera, THa Togran- mclm;i a water Supply Strate; By
and modifications to systemn operations, and. constmctmn of & serles of facility improvernent

I Wnter from tha SVW‘I'P systent I coliveyed t theHelsh }{etshy Systatn théonph 4 78xinch mpa}me chiat: parallu:!s ChtavBrag
Road, Periodically, hawever, the Hateh Hetehy fapilifles are ot ofservive for inintenance. Durmg these periods the SYWTE
must treat.local walkr 1 shinpinsate for the loss of Herch Hercl "'Iy Thereare-dfso; rslatwdy ‘shiott perlods when the Hetch
Helchy supply i is avallable bt nof comply with drinking W rds for: turbidity, usia Iy dus fo.tute changesor 5H
taitures a the Raok River Lime Station or disiiifection failtirgs ai ihe Tesla Portal, bur alsp; ly dugto unusually high levels
ol sétlimant, chrried by stormwaler raraty f‘uilnwlng afite oh wafershed Jatds, Aocdidg, or other-sich sxtraoriinary-evénts.
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projects spanning seven counties, including Tuolumne, Sianislavs, San Joaquin, Alameda, Santa
Clara, San Mateo and S4n Francisce, The Project, one of the facility improvement projests
adapted as part of the Phased WSIP Variant, is within the Sunol Val lley Region of the WSIP and
is located in Alameda County.

To address the potential environmental effects of the WBIP, the San Prancisco Planning
Departimént prepared a Program EIR ("PEIR") which. was cerfified by the San Francisco
Planning Commission on October 30,2008 (Motion No. 17734), Ata project-fevel of detall, the
PEIR gvaluated the environmental - :mpacts of tha WSIP's water supply strategy and, at a program
level of detail, it evaluated the environmental impacts of the WSIP's faeility improvement
projects, The PEIR contemplated that additional project-level environméntal review woild be
conducted for the facility improvement projects, including the Project.
2. Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Buvironmental Impact Report
Purstiant to and i ateordancs with the fequiterients of Seetion 21094 of the Public Resources
Code and Section 15152 of the CEQA ( 55, the Final EIR prepared for the Project
desoribed below, tiers from fhe PEIR and mc;erparates by véfeterice the relevant analyses of the
PEIR with régpect to the WSIP's impacts and ﬁfi‘tzgatmn measurés. The Final EIR sumtharizes
and incoipotates by reference the- PEIR's analysis of the impacis associated with the WSIP's
water supply: strategy including the- PEIR -analysis and gonelusions regarding impacts ol the
SFPUE's watersheds aid grawth itidugement impacts. The Projeet was filly analyzed and
considered in sufficicnt detail in the PEIR's analysis of watet suppiy arid growih inducemsit
impacts.

In accotdame Wlﬂ’l Sections 15063 and 15082 of the CEQA Gmdeimes, the San Franciseo
Planning D@partmen,,,_ as lead agency, released a Notice of | ' ) ,
2007 and held blic scoping mesting o August 22, 2007, m Suno l, California. (See Appendtic«

A of the Draft BIR.).

The NOP was distributed to the State Clearinghouse and mailed to: governmerital agencies with
potential intefest, expertise, and/or authority over the project; iterested mernbieis of the public;
and oceupdrits and owners of real property surrounding the project -area,_, ”Tha scopmg mee ing
was held at the Sunol Glen Blamentasy Schﬁ@i af 11601 Main Street ifornid, and six
peopla attended, The purpose of the.scopi eeting was to present the eject Aescription and

receive oral. comments tegarding the scope of the Draft. EIR for the propiosed project:

MEA rectived corfiments. batween August 3 and Scptember 18, 2097 on the NOP. In addition
to comments rcae ed during the scopi ng;. the j "anmscc Blapning Department
received ents i1 ¢ m of ‘ Hs: s NL HVentoty: 18 el
in Appan X A of the Draft EIR C‘ommants recelved addresse:d env:mnmentai issues such as
aesthetics, bielogical resources, hazardous materials, hydroiagy atid ‘water quality, and recreation
impacts. Comments:also. addressed project desctiption and- CEOA alternatives,

The S:m Franmsc& Plarmmg Bepartmant then ptepared lhe Dra& BIR which descrlbas the




The Draft EIR: analyzes the impiécts assoeiated with cach of the key compotients of the Project,
P, and identifies mitigation measures applicable to reduce impacts found to be significant or
C potentially significant for each of these key components. Tt also includes an atalysis of four
alternatives to the Project, In assessing construction and operational impacis of the Project; the
EIR corisiders the impact of the Project and the cumulative | imipadts associsted with the proposed
Pioject in combination with other past, present, and future dctions with potential for i impacts on

the same resouces.

Each envirenmental issué presented § in the Draft EIR is analyzed wﬁh tespect o significance
criferia that-gre based o the $4n Francisco Planmng Dépuariraesit Major Environmen, | Analyms
Division (“MIZ‘A”) guidance regarding the snvironmental effects to be cotisidered sngmﬁuant

MEA guidance is, in turn, baged on CEQA, Guidelines Appendix G, with some madjﬁcat'mns

The Draft EIR was diraulated to lacal, state, and federal ageneies and, to mterested 01 ' tja:ﬂg
and individuals for review and conment on June 3, 2009 for 4 45 ¢ iy
which closed on Juiy 17, 2009, Piblic hearmgs of the ﬁraft EIR. t
comments were hmtd m Sunol on .Iun'“ 30, in San Pr

}IRCE San P ‘clscor publm
of thie publm hearmgs, transmbed the pral
ipts,

0 Planning Departinent then prepared the Cotam nts and Responses (“CER”
es written onse o each comment recels ved on the Dig

C&.R was- pub hed, on Navamber 18, 2009 and ineluded Ql:."p;i‘iés of all of the conmments 1 xvad

ual respansas to tho*sc wmments ‘The: C&R: ;prawded addi oﬁal

ftio a8 8 :

g dnfo, _mauﬁn The Fma,_, i prov:ded augmented d update:d mﬁ)
isstes presented in the Draf EIR, mciuéing (but not limited
deseription, acsthetics, traffic, hyd legy and ‘water quahty, biolo
messures. In. cemfymg the Fitial the Planning Coammssmn { :
does not add significant new information to the Draft BIR ihiat would reqmrc recxrculatian
EIR _under CEQA because the Final EIR contains no inifo brmation
ignificant environmental. inpact that would result from it
nieasure proposed to be mipiemented @ antial i
identified environmental impact, (3) any feasible p
cons:darabiy dxfferent trom athe:rs previously ar
atal i _ .

.'nademjat dﬁ‘._; h

,,,,,,

4o f ally aind b
meanangful public review and Goinment were ‘precludad, Tlus-.:Comnﬁs
determination,

The Final EIR fully amalyzed the Prmact pmpmsed for approval herein. No dew irapacis have
been identified that have not-been analyzed in the Final BIR. :




"D.  Approval Actions

1. Planning Commission Actions

On December 3, 2009, the Planning Commission ¢ertified the Final EIR.

2, Public Utilities Commission Actions

The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission is taking the following actions and approvals to
imiplement the Project:

e Adopt these CEQA findings and the atfached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Prograrn,
s Approvethe Project, as described herein,
kA San Franciscr Board of Supervisors Actions
¢ The Planning Commission's certification of-the Final BIR may b appédléd to thie Boaid
of Supervisors. If appealed, the Board of Supervisors will detesinine whether to uphold

the certification. or 16 remand the Fibal EIR to the Planving Department for further
réview.

s The San Francisco Board of Supervisors approves an allocation of bofid monies to pay ‘
_emematmn of the iject _ {m%

4, GfﬁerMFeﬁeral State, and Loea! Agencies

Implementation ‘of the Project mitigatiof measures will mvoive onsultation with or required
approvals by other local, staté and federal regulatory agencies, including, but not limited to, the
Foliumng .

*« ® 5 & & & 8 ¥

Vart@us mummpai publm works 'departmants

To the extent that, the Identified iltigation foedsures require consultation or approval by these
other agencies, ¢ 1ig Comniiggion urpes these age“‘ ey to assist in implementing, coordinating or
approving the mlt{gatmn measures, as approptiatetothe particular measure,

E. Findings About Significant Environmental Inipacts And Mitigation Measures

The following Sections 11, III and IV set forth the BFPUCs findings abous the Final EIR’s
determinations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures {
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. Final EIR, thess findings will not repeat. the analysis snd co

propased to address them, Thiese findings provide the wiitten analysis and condlusions of the
SFPUC regarding the environinehta) impacts of the Project and the mitigation measures included
as part of the Final EIR and adopted by the SFPUC a5 pati. of the Project. To avoid duplication
adopts, the conclusiong in the
lusions in the Findl EIR, Bt
instead incorporate: them by referetice herein and rely upon theth as substantial eviderice
supporting these findings, |

and redundaney, and because the SEPUC agrees with, and he

In making these findings, the SFPUC has congidered the opinions of SFPUC staff and experts,
other agencies and members of the public. The SFPUC finds that the determination of
significance thresholds is a jidgiment decision within the discretion of the. City and County of
San Francfsco; the significance thresholds used in the EIR are supported by substantial evidence
in the record, including the expett opision of the BIR prepaters and City' staff and the
significance thissholds used in the BIR provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing
the-significance of the adverse enyironmental effects of the Project.. Thus, although, as 4 lsgel
matler, the SFPUC is net bound by ihe sighiffcaice determinations in the BIR (sec Pub.
Resources Code, § 21082.2, subd (e)), the SFPUC finids them persuasive and héreby adopts thein
a8 ifs own. :

These findings do not dttempt to describe the full u lysis of sach envitotmental Aimpact
contained in the Final EIR: Instead, 4. Aill explanation of these environmental fndings and
conclusions can be found in the Final BIR and these findings hereby incorporate by reforence the

discugsion and analysis in the Final EIR supportitig the detertiination régdrdin the Project
impacts and mifigation measutes designed fo address those impacts: Tn waking

thé SFPUC ratifies, adopts and incorporates i these findings the detevrinafions and. nelusiong
of the Final BIR relating to environimental impacts and mitig Bxe

inal BIR 7 ‘ itigation medsures, o the exient
agy such detetminations and conclusions aré speeifically and expressly modified by these
findings, r

As set forth below
the Final EIR and fhe attached RP to sut
and significant fiupacts of the Project. Th PL
me#sizes proposed in the Final EIR. Accordin
recoriithendéd i the Final EIR has inadvertently be
such mitigation measure i5 here ‘
In addition; in the event the lar
of the MMRP fajls to accirately
error, the: langudge 'of th ies and impl
shall control. The. impact numbers and mitip
reflect the information contained in the Final EIR.

inal BIR
findings

In the Sections IL, 111 and IV below, the sairie findings are mide for a categbiy of environmental
tmpacts and. mitigation meéasiites. Rathier ihan tepest the identical And g dozens of times fo
address each and every sighificant effect-and mitigation measure, the inifial finding obvidtes the
need for such repetition becanse in no instance iz the | : rejecting the conclusions of the
Final BIR of the iniifigation measures fecothitnended in the Final EIR for the Project,




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

Under C [ZQA 1o mxtzgation measiires are required for impacts that are less than significant.
(Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 151264, subd. (a)(3), 15091.) Based on
the evidence in the whole record of this preceedmg, the SFPUC finds that impleifientation of the
Project will not result in any significant impacts in the following arcas and that these impact
areas therefore do not require mitigation: :

Plans atid Policies
o Cpnflict with San Francisce plans and polieies or other applicable land use plans and
policies
Land Use
» Adverse impact on the existing land use character of the vicinity

Aesthéties

& Adverse effect on scenic vistas
» Degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and iis surroundings
e Resultin a substantial new sonifce of substantial light of glare

Population and Huusmg
+ Inducé substantial population growth due to au incfease in employttient gpportunities

Transportation and Circulation

» Exoceed, eithier individually or cumulatively, a lével of service standard established by the
county congestion managenient agency for demgnated roads ot highways

o Resultin madequate emergency ageess

o Tnereasein traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing fraffic load and. capaclty of
the street:systeni during operation

Noise and ‘-Vibrat"ibn
>
-]

in the: pro;act wcamty above ,levels‘emmng wrtlmut ‘tha-project durmg operatxon '

Air Quality
¢ C'onﬂrct w:th or obstmct Implementatrcn af the applmable air quahty pian

° Craate' objectionahle odors .
=  Contlict with the state goal of reducing greenhouse.gas (“(JH(}”) smmsmm in California
to 1990 levels by 2020




¢  Operation emissions that would violate or contribute o an existing violation of air quality
standards for emissions of ROG, NGOy, and Py

Utiliiles and Service Systems

o Generate solid waste that would exceed perinitted landfill capneity

Pablic: Services

o Inciéase demand for public services

Bi@!ﬁig‘imk Resourees
- Result in disturbance, injury or mortality of and substantial loss of foraging habitat for
San Joaquin kit fox
s Adverse fapacts on American bad gy
Impact the fnovement of native pesidént or migratory fish or wildlife speciss or on

established native reaident or migtatary wildlife corriders, or on the uie of native wildiife
nHrsEry sites

s Irnpaot California 'Rﬁd»Legge& Frog, Foothill 'Y "luw-Legged Frog and Westetn Pond
Turtle due to operationil dig arges fo Alameda Cregk.
@ Impact tesideiit trout/native fish dise to operationa] discharges to Alameda Creek

Geology and Soily

®  ExpoSe construgtion: personnei to nsk mf Ioss, m; 155, of deat
o E’x > the proposed fac
) h,. e ot

'se;the prmpo%d faml!tzes to adverse eiff otg s to s«si-;e;mwaﬂy itdriced ground
liquefa mn, landshdes, and settlemant . _

é Hx;:ioéé the i%mhtzes to expansm O ¢ortosive §oils
o Resiilt ina substantial change inthe setural topography of the site

Hydrology antl Watér Qi’:‘aﬁty

e Degradation of water quaht;y due fo. operational discharges of treated witer to Surface

: waters ‘
» Espose people or stmctures  d significant floodifig hazard dug to operation of the
treated water reservmr

Plage sp{)ils wolild impede or teditest flood fows




Earards and Hazardous Materials

Risk of loss, injury, or death as a result of fire during construction activities
»  Result in substaniial gassy conditions during tunnel excavation activities
s Release of hazardous mitetials during operation

Mineral'and Energy Resourees

«  Result in the use of fuel, water, of energy in a wasteful manner
s Result in the substantial loss of availability of known mineral resources of importance o
the region and the state

Cumauilative Impacts

s Considerable contribution to a cumulative impact régarding consistency with plans and
polieies

s Considerable contribution to a cumulative: ifpact ot existing character of land uses in
Sunol Valley

o Considerable contribution to a cumulativeimpact on views from Calaveras Road due to
spoils placenient :

o Considerable coniribution to a cumulative impact on aesthetic chatacter dug to new
aboveground. facilifies

,contmbutmn to:a cumulatw:: 1mpact ont populatmn md housmg

ntoa cumulative impact te degradatxon of Calaveras Road

-- : to a cumulative 1mpact to traffic on Interstate 680
Consxdarabie ccm_ ibution to a cumulative impact on noisé: levels from tonstriiction
tatfle oni Calaverss Road during the day
Congsiderable contribution to a-cumulative impact. uf DEM emissions
-C‘anslderabge ccmtmbuﬁmn to.a cumulgtive impact of greenhouse gas emissions
Corisiderable confribution to a cumalative need for increased public services and
agsociated effects

Considetable contribution to 4. cimulative nnpact of incrdased geologisal hazardy
Considerable: contribution to 2 cumulative impact on regional groundwater levels within
the-watershed
Considerable contribution to a camulative impact of increased flooding

Considerable contribution to aeumulative impact of increased wildland fire hazard
Considerable contribiition to a elitanlative impact of lass of minetal resources
Considetable contribition to.acumulative impact of wastefol vsé of ericrgy

FIN lgNGS OF POTI%NTI{ALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT ,i(l'&N BE

o » & ° B

s & ®

& &

2 B £ a

CEQA requires agencies to adopt mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially Jessen.a
project’s identified significant impacts -or potential significant impaets if such measies are
feasible (unless mitigation to such levels is achieved thioigh adoption of & project alternative).
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The findings in this Section I and in Section IV concern mlilgdimﬂ measures sef forth in the
EIR. Thess findings discuss mitigation messures.as proposed in the BIR and recommended for
adopiion by the SFPUC, which can be implemented by the SFPUC, The mitigation mengures
proposed for adoption. in this section are the same as the: Tiitigation measyres identified in the
Final EIR for the Project, The Full teit 6F the mxtxgatlon mgasures iy contained in the Final EIR
and i Attachment B, the Mitigatmn Momtarmg and Reporting Program. The Ccmmls'émn finds
that the impacts 1dent1fied in this seition Would be reduced to a lgsethan-g
thiough the m.;txgatmn miedsures contaified o the Final EIR and et forth i Attach

This Commission recognizes that ‘some of the mitigation e
jurisdiction. of other encies, ingliding the (1.5, Fish and Wildiifs Serwce thc»z C;‘
Departmient of Fish and Game, the Regional Water Quality Conteol Boatd, atid the Army
Corps of Engineers. The Coniraission urges thisse agencles to assist in 1mplementmg these
mitigation measures, and finds that these agencies ¢an and shauld pammpate in implementing
these mitigation measures,

w

Imipraet AKS-2: ijecé constiuction could damage scenie resouroes that contributeto a
seenic public setting

The frées & "ng Ca!averas Road and oi the Hill
that conl ) "‘“ubhc setiin g. Alam L iated ,
seenic fesaitice that is intermitteritly visible from Calaveris. Road. dug to inter aifig vepetation
and topography and from elevated distant vanfage pemts ot the tails.

West af Calaveras Raad die seenic resources

Constiuction would requite refnoval of trées on pertions of the hillside where tiew Water
treatment facilities would be installed, Removai of these trees would largely be sereened by
ilifervéning, topogra hy dnd: the trees along Ca laveras Road. and Alaieds Créek; which would
nst b retioved. N eless, this would be a significant impact,

a,s',;;re BIO-Id: Prepure anil Implerient o Vegetition Restorgfion and
v lan '

Fnpact AES:6; Project operations could perniancatly damage scenie résources

The proposed new facilities, including the treated water res chilorine cotitact tank, and
rétaining wall wonld require: re:moval of trees west Road that cotitribitte-t6 a scenic

public setting, The araa around the existifig treatmant plant i heavily wooded and existing
: nieda. Creek would Iargely sofeen views, Neveitlisless,
npagt..

& szgmf‘ieant i

o Mitigavian Measure BIO-1d: Prepiré and Tmplempnt & Vegetation Restorarion oiid
Compénsaiion Plan

'm; nstructmn goild r&sult i fmpacts fo paleonto!agwal Fesolirces

A substantial portion of the project : ediately
Plsistocene age, which ate considered hi ‘fxl sensitive for pale :
excavation in. these: arens could resilt in dist or loss of paleon; Ogite resources
Additionially, i earthwork in areas of Holocene substiate is deep enongh fo tnvoive tunderlying
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Pleistocene strata, activities in such area could also result in distirbance or loss of o
paleontological resources. This would bé 4 sigaificant impact. h

¢ Mitigation Measure CRI-a: Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Significant
Paleontological Resources in Areas of Undetertnined and High Pajeontological
.‘?amnvizy

o Mitigdation Measure CRI-b: Paleoniological Resources Worker dwareness Training

o Mitigation Measure CRI-c: Perforin Preconstruction Surface Salvage of Any Sigrificant
Paleoniological Resoirces Discovered

o Mitigation Measure CRI-d: Conduct Paleontological Resources Monitoring during
Coustruction in Areds of Unidetermined and High Paleonto!ogzml Sensitivity, as
Required

e Mitigation Medsure CRI ¢ Stop Work if Knovim or Stispected Palgontological Resources
Are Eveountered

Impact CR-2: Project construction could result in impicts on unknown or known pre-
historic and historie-éra archaeological resonrces

No known piehistoric or archacological resourcss were identified through the investipation
conducted to support the EIR. However, the soil types and geeworpholegical cenfiguration of
the Project area indicate that undiscovered prehistoric archaeological resouress cuiild be buried
beneath the ground surface. Stick r8buiices could be discovered through subguifice sonstiuction
activities. This would be a- sighificant ithpaot,

s Mitigation Measure CR-2: Procedures to be Followed in the Event of an Accidental
Discovery

Ipact CR-3; Project constriction conld potentially disturl buried huian renaing

Human remaing have hot been identified within the Project area through the records search,
archagological fieldwork; or consultation with the Native Americair Heritage Coritiiission
{(“NAHC™). However, subsurface constiiiotion activities could inadvertently unsarth and {mpact
uaknown (e, not yet recorded) human remains associated wuh unmmrded archagological
deposits. This would be a significant impact.

o Mitigation Medsure CR-3: Pmtécfmn of Hiwicin Remmm' if Eﬁcaumered duiing
Excavation Activities

Tmpact TRANS-1: Project construction could resilt in an lncveasein traffic thatls
substantial in relation to the existing traffic load aud capacity of the street system

Project construction would generate vehicle and truck trips on.a temporary basis, which would
vestlt in tcmporary increase in tra ¢ on the existing: czrculatwn system Project coristietior

delwery neaessary for. carrymg ol the propasad Wm‘k vehmia trtps asSatlated thh workérs
empleyed aft the s;te, and E 115 I i tip t traffic would affec.,t f;xistmg 1evei of

J A b
WOuEd contini 10 operate af D or abcve and wouid net exceed the ogeratmnai lhreshald at
LOS E established by the Alameda County Congestion Management: Agency. However, if spoils i,
®

2




were hauled on Calaveras Road fo the spoils site north of the SVWTP duriig psak hours, o
sighificant impaet on traffic conld ocBur,

v Mitigation Measure TRANS-I: Preparation and dmplementution of Traffic Control Plan

Impact TRANS-3: Projéet vonstruetion conld substantially increase hazards dise to.a
design fosture or iresmpatible uges

Projest delwery and haulmg trueks would be latge, travel atslow speeds, and have wider tifiing
radn than.‘;a mnabl,les, and, W 'niluuung in and out.of the SYWTP ascess road, would pmsent a
] chicle fia he: proposed Projest would dlso present ths polent]
conﬂmt-' b"'twr:en heaVy tmcks anc! bicyolists on Calaveras. Road: ] ‘
when compiired to latge consituctions elated frucks, bicyclis
drivers. Project constiuction. thay oeeuf d
0} recreatmnal Bleyvelists would be heightened during the w
impact.

&

. Fmpact Nﬁ{éﬁl *'eszt constiuetion could tempursmly Expose persons to o .
fevels in £Xeess. of standards. established in the-Alameda Gounity Noigs

anstm:::uun (muviues wolild result in temporary nmsa fncre se8 m tIi‘é
two ser  Feceptors that "ould be fecte‘

ijr:: ' »area-.;-_ There are

o Mitigation Measure NOEL: Implementotion of Noige Controls

Empact NOI-3: Project constriétivn vould. generate o substantial temporaiy ar periodic
thcrease in ambicnt noise Tevels i (:,!m Preject yicinity abiove levels existing withoufthe
projeet

Far thzs EI “sibstanifal Tucrease fh am ient n ,"""‘""‘“"="""1I’rn;ect nozse Iweis éxcsed

[ . . e ee:'j | ithg}
Without pﬂe clnvmg, Wcm!d exeeed
asignificatit iffipact,

speezch :
the slesp sty

hreshmld T HED Wou!ci be

o Mitigation Measure NOI-1: oplementativn of Niitse Conirols
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Impact AIR-Z: Construction emissions of PMug, PM, s, RDG, and NG, could violate air
guality standards

Construction of the SVWTP expansion, ‘treated waier reservoir, discharge pigelme and spoils
hauling and placement would generate fugitive dust® (including PMyy and PM;s) and other
criteria pollutants as a result of construetion activities, including excavation, gxadlng, vehicle
travel on paved and unpaved surfaces, and vehzcle exhaust. Combustion emissions from
construction equipment and vehicles (1.¢.,, heavy f:qmpmem‘ and dehvery/ﬁaul trucks, and woiker
commute vehicles) would result in emissions of ROG and NOy. Consiniétion-related emissions
could substantially increase localized concedirations of PM o and affect PM;O csmphame with
ambient mir quabty standards on a regional bagis, Criteria pollutant emissions of ROG and NO,
from these émission sources would ingrementally: add to regxonai atmoSpherw lcradmg of ozone
precursors’ ditiing project construction. Particulate etnissions from constrtetion setivities could
also lead to adverse health effects dnd nuisance concerns (e:8, reduoed visibility and soiling of

exposed sutfates). This would be.a significant impact,

o Mitigation Measure AIR-2a; Implementation of Dust Control Plan
o Mitigation Medasure AIR=2b: Implerentation of BAAGMD Dusi Contrel Measures
e Mitipation Measz;re AIR-2¢: Impleinentation of BAAOMD Fxhaust Corngrol Measures

Impact REC-1: ij ;'t»eﬁnstmctitnn could tempuorarily impast ¥ecreation use of Calaveras
Road during project construction

During the appmxlmateiy 3<year construction period, the temporary Increass in traffic ofl
" Calaveras Road éould aff Gt -access, to the Sunel Regional® Wilderness and. -Ghiqne Re i
'ted by the Eaat_lay Regmnal Parke District, In addition, C

680 and Milpitas a8 asi -on-road rotite tawmmended E‘or
btcycie fravel, This would be a szgmfc'anr impact :

J Mxtfg@tiam Measure TRANS-1: Preparation qid Imﬁlameﬁrmian of Traffte Conirol Plun

Censtruotmn actmtzes cauld madvertentiy ctmﬂwt w:th reglonai and loeal utilities, mcludmg the
SFPUCs existing underground water service pipelines and culverts extendir
Road into Nurs@ry_&teﬁ I and 2 and. the North Spoils site. The, Project o
1equ1red to comply >« ia Qoeupational Safety and Heg
) i and trenchmg, d with the utnlxty ot
quiretnes el ; iformi; - Bection 4216 Id
r'ed'uae tﬂ P al for temparary service dtsruptmns‘. IF servics were disrupted, this woald e d
significant impaet.

¢  Miigation Meéasure UTL-2: Aveid Conﬂwz‘s with Existing Utilities ond Coordinate
Ef}‘bre‘s with Affected Utilities

F ugnth griissions aeneraily refer to thos:e entissions that aré released (o the atmosphers
by some means other than through a stack or tailpipe,

14

g

s gi




1
Vi,

Impact BIG-1: Temporary and Permarent Loss of Suitable Habitat for and Potential
Iujury or Meriality of California Tiger Salamander

The Project conld result {n temporary adverse effests to California tiger salamander, including
mortality and/or injury; disruption of migration or movement paiterns; snfrapment in e¥cavated
trenches if left open ovérnight; disturbance or disorientation due to. noise, vibration, presence of
hutnan activity, and tiine lighting; inadvertent rélease of hazardous materials that could
degrade habitat and canise injury o mortality; and temiporaty loss of habitat. The Project would
also tesull in permanent loss of upland ligbitat. This would be a sighificant impact,

«  Mitigarion Medsure BIO-la; Conducy Mapidotory Biolpgical Resources dwarendss
Traintag for All Project Personne,

. Medasure BIO-1b: Install Wildlife Exclusion Fencing along the Perimoter of

uction Work Aveg and Implement General Measures to Avoid fmpacts ko
status Species dn '

Sensitive Notwral Commanities

nstruction Surveys and Monjtor
y : 2t alamander, California Red-1, B
tertt Pond Turtle, and Alameda Whitsniile '

ih Measure BIO-1d* Prepure ur limplement a Vegeration Restoration and

14 Construciion Wﬂtéﬁ[guql{ty desi Managerment Practices
Impact BYO-2: Temporary and Pe manent Loss of Suitable Habitat for aid Potentia]
Injury or Mortality.of Californis Reil-Eépged Frog

The Project could result ih temporaty adverse effocts to Califorria red-legged frop
mortality and/or injury; disruption of migration or movement pitesing; entrapren
ime ki

A -iiwﬁ;_f’ling
excavated
Yesetios of

fuct Moridatory Biolsgical Resouress dwareiess

g .along the Pévimeter of
o Avord Impacts fo

urvays and Monitor
det. Californla Red-Legged Frog,

Permament Loss of Upland Habi 1o
_ -Lageed Frog, and dlameda Wi ipsnake
VD-dd: Construction Waier ) Best Management Practices
o Mitigation Measure HYD-1b: Manggement of Dewatering Efflient Discharges
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Impact BIO-3; Potential Degradation of Suitable Hubitat and Potential Injury or Mortality 15y,
of Fouthill Y@lioW»Legged Frog and Western Pond Turtle {

The Project could result in temporary adverse effects to foothill yellovw!egged frog and western
pond turtle, including, movtality and/or injury; dlsmptmn of migration or movement patteris;
entrapment in exeavated. trenches if left @pen ovem:ght distibange or diorientation due to
noise, vibration, préseticé of himan activity, snd mghtt'me lightitig; inadvertent relesse :of
hazardous materials: that could degrade habitat and cagse y or ioftality; arnd tempotary loss
of habitat. Frosion and sedimentation of Alameda Cree to adiacent construction activities
could adversely affect aquatic habitat inthe creek. The Project would also result in permanent
loss of upland habitat. This would be a significant impact. |

B

o Mt;;gatzon Measzw B}'G—I a: Conguot Maﬂdafary Biological Resources Awgreness

‘encing along t‘ke Perimeter of
res to-Avoid Impactsto

_mtrzwtmn ‘u rveys and Monitor
gy Salamander, Californin Red-Legged Frog,
! ps‘r.mfce

ensate for Permane*m Loss of Upland Habitat jar
m._” | A_.egg._. F md.dlameda Xl

open. gven dlis iCe 0t ue 1o, ; presame @f human
activity, and mghttxme ‘hghimg"" inadverteﬁt teleass of hazafdoué migterials that could degiade
habitat and canse injury of mortality; snd temporary logs of habitar, The Project would also result
it pettmanent loss of upland habitat, This would be a significant impact.

J Mzrzg?tmn Meamre BIO«-I & Comfuct Mandatory- Biological Resources Awareness
Tmfn n '

; Exclusion Fencmg alony the Périmeter-of
; plement General Measures fo Avoid Tupdcts to

s and, enslﬂve Natural Communifies
« Mztigarzon Mea.mre BIOs1¢: G onduct Pre<Consteiction Sirveys and Mowitor
Construgtion Activites for Califorsig Tiger Salamander, California Red-Legged Frog,
Western Pond Thirdle, and Alarreda Whipsnake

s Mitigation Measure BIO-id: Frepam and Implement a Vegetation Restoration and

Compensation Plan
o Mitigation Measure BIO-le: Compensate for. Permanent Loss of Upland Habitat Jor
California Tiger Salamander California Red:-Legged Frog, and Alameda Whipsnake : ( **%
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Emipiact BYO-S: Temporary and Permanent Loss of Suitable Habitat for and Potential
Injury or Mortality of Western Burrowing Owl

The Project could result ini temporiry adveise effects fo western burrowing: o, including
mottality and/or injury; distiirbance or disorientation due 1o noise, vibration, presénce of hunan
activity and nighttime lighting; inadvertent release of hazardous materials that could degrade
habitat and cause injury or mortality; and temporary loss of habitat, The Project would also fesult
in permarieit loss of upland habitat, Thig wotild be a significant i, '

“  Mitigation Measure BIO=Ia; Congiet Mandatory Biological Resources Awiveness

i ' Al Project Persapnel

¢ Mitigat feasuve BIO-1d: Prepare and Implermert o Vegetation Restoretion it

- Compensation Plan

o Mitigation Measure BIO-S s Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Active Burrowing Owl
Burrows and Implement CDF ¥ 570] '

7 Guldelines for Buprowing Owl Mitigation, if Nece Wy

Impact BIO=6: Lossiof Suitable Nest "ﬁl?;‘r&e’s,,and,:Pq\t.eaﬁi_a}-ﬁfisturbanz-z:e;;injwy oF Mortality
of Nesting Special-Biatus and other Migratory Bivds '
The -.Pft)j@’gitf_ﬁimld.,havq an adverse affe:e_t_ﬁqn' spédial-status or -;).t,he_’:g:fgii ; o
of suitable nest tree: During construction the Projest could resuli in injury, adult or juvenils
motiality, loss of eggs, disruption of daily activities, nest destruction or abandonment, or loss o

gratory birds dug to the loss

: : andonment, or loss of
- Noise, dust, vibration, presence: of hutian as 4 :

1 may disturb or disorient. birds,
I'bera significant impact, -

uct Mandatory. Bé‘blog;aaz Resourees Awdreness

aty 14) for Birds'or Coriduct Nesting Bird Surveys, and Establish
uffers; as Appropriate

¢ Trees and Sheubs during ihe N
{4
No

[m-?ﬁ‘?‘li'm@ﬁ?’?ﬁééiﬁi‘iﬂ'i?iéiﬂrﬁandé;mim‘? or Mortality of and Lioss of Potential
Roosting Habitat for Pallid Bat ,_
The Projeet could have an adverse efféct on

trees in or a

ot on. pallid dué 1o loss or distitbance of O
adjacent 1o the projeot site. thicugh tree removal. App \

228 that goiild

habitat fof pallid bats woild be rernoved. This would

ation Measure BIO-14: Conduct Mandatory Biological Resourdes Awareriess
' "'faiflAll Project Personnel o |
Measure BIO-7; Conduct Precowstruciion Surveys for Se#sitive: Buts cmd

ient Avoidance and Minimization Medgswres if Found

[mipact BIO-10: Poteritial Disturbarice, Injury, or Mortality of San Franciseo Dusliy-
Raoted Woodrat .

suitable habitat for San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat is located  swithin lhe siparian
forest/setub dlong Alameda Croek, If' woodrats arid/or nests ars: present in this area; they could be

disturbed, injured, ot killed by consthiefion activities: This would be a significant irnpaot,
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o Mitigation Measure BIO-la: Conduct Mandatory Biological Resources Awareness
Training for Afl Project Personnel

o Mitigation Measure BIO-10: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys for Dusky-footed
Woodrar and Inplenient Avoidance and Mintmization Measures if Found

larpact BIO-11: Dewateripg during preject construction could result in impacts on resident
trout/other native fish ‘

The Project would not invelve any work within the Alameda Creek channel. However,
dewatering discharges of groundwater to Alameda Creek diring Installation of the proposed 78-
inch pipeline under the éreek and other adjacent activities could atfect resident trout/other native
fish if the water temperature sibstantially excveeds ambient feriperatures. This wottld be a
significant impaot.

o Miligation Measure BIG =la: Conduet Mavdatory Biological Resources dwareness
Tratning for All Project Personnel

Mitigation Measure HYD-1ai Construction Water Quality Best Manugement Practices
Mitigation Measuré HYD-1b: Management of Dewatering Efftuent Discharges

Impact: BIO-12; 'I‘ mpordry oF parmanent tmpacis on sensitive riparian and oak wondlanﬁ
fiataral comuinifies

The iject wouid dversely fzfi@ct two sensitive. habitatst willow tiparian forest/scrab and mixed
oak ! ‘ water runoff and wateting for dust control could carry sediment and
paiiutan._ ‘ r&m are disturbed dﬁrmg ptoject constiyction to the willow riparian habitat, which
could have detrimental effects, including disease or mortality. The Project would result. in the
temiporaty logs of 0.1 avres of willow riparian forest/serub and up to 4.1 #cies of "_ak
woodlands, No permanent impacts are anticipated in willow ripaian forest/serub.
would permanes dispiaca approximately 0.6 4cie of mixed vak woodland. Thts weuid e 8
significant impact.

£ *mtall Wildlife Exclusiorn: Fencmg algng\ ihe P i
nt General Medsures to Avold Impacts to
tral Commumtzes

Jol:
w Mxtzgaﬁan Memure HYD-1a: Com‘fructwn Water Quality Best Mandgement Practives

Tmpagt BIO-13: Temporary and perisianent inipacts on wetlands or Waters of the U.S. or of
the state

The new treated water reservolr site would result in the pe.'__, manent loss of a 0.04-acré: parenmal
spring wetland. The project would avoid ditect work within Alameda Creek as the new 78-inch
pipeline would be installed 40 feet under the creek using micro-tunneling congtruction method
and the associated. launching and receiving pits and 48 a would be set back at least 100
feet from the banks of the.créek. Stofmwater runoff and wateting for dust control could carry
sediment and pollutants from temporarily disturbed areas during ¢onsiruction to Alameda Creek.
Groundwater encountered during excavation could be discharged to Alameda Creek and could
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| To mfaiy and efficiently com
d

result in discharge of sediment and other pollutants to the creek. This would be a significant
impact.

e Mitigation Medsure BIO-Ta; Conduct Mcmdalof‘y Bivlogical Resources Awareness
Tralning foi All Project Personrrel

o Mitigation Measure BIO-1b; Install ?ﬁfdz’zﬁ? Exelusion Fencing along the Perimeier of

the Construction Work dreg cmc{ Tmplemeni Gener ral Measures to dvoid Impacts v

tedus Species and Sensitive Natural Commimniiies

ﬂ.Mem’ure BIQ-Id: Prgpare and In inplement o Vegefaﬁzon Restoration and

Tmpact HYD-1; Projeet sonstruction conld degrade waier. quality of Alameda Creelc and
wethinda g8 o result of erosion and sedimeitation ar a ha G materml& Felgase

The progosed P“r{:’gem; would mciude earthmoving, construction dawamrmg, and handling of
5 Hiate) o5 could result in tha-reieasea ” sedinenit ; ants

m‘ Dtsckarges
sk Management Plan

i) Diust sztrai Mecmwe

D-2: Project constedction could deplete groumiw'ater resources and Alamicida

plete wwk Standmg groun dwa,t' "
Pumped out -—ﬂf;tija ex \ | :

lame Cléek 1f' fiawwg dur bis that ééw
it the creek water lavel, which could strand fishi in'pools and cause stress
hese fndividials, This would be a significant impact,

i ;Measure HYD-2: Maintenavice of Alawedii Creek Flows during Constructinn

Inmipact Y D-3: Praject construction aaﬁﬁtiesmuld temporarily alter site diainage:
patteris. ) -

nporary stockpiling of spoils could temporarily aiffeét the existing dratnige
et site] et that could result in-substaritial erosion or siltafion on- of
_ stcckp,h g of spm!s could redirect stormwater drai age in o manfier that
iricreases seout and. eitaion, Shoring used dufing excavation ds well ag staging of materials and

Excavation and ¢
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cquipment could also alter site drainage patterns in a manner that would increase scour and
erosion. This would be a significant impact.

e Mitigation Measure HYD-1a: Canstruction Water Quality Best Management Prociices

Tnapact HYD-7¢ Project operation could result in inereased stormwater ronefl due to new
impervious surfaces :

The proposed project. would ereate approximately 4.6 dcres of new Impewmus surfaces where
new facilities would be installed. Iinpervious surfaces prevent hatiral absorption and pollatant
filtration of storm runoff compared to natural vegstated pervious grouind gover, which could
result in greater volupie and velocity of runoff and potentially increased sediment and pollutant
load discharged to cteeks and greater velooity where water eitfers the cresk, which could result in
increased scour and erosion of creek banks. To reduce new. impervious stirfaces, the Project
would use petvious asphalt for the new 0.2 acre parking area at the. floeculation and
sedimentation basin and, as part of placétent of .spoiis at Nursery Site 1, removing
appraximately 0.6 actes of existing pavement, remove existing impetvig deco)
soils and festore it to natural grassland, Restoration. of this 19 ace site would esult in
signiticantly miora pervious ground cover; which would reduce exwtmg storfwater: i
being tiansported raugh fhis ared to Alameda Créek, The increase in impervious surfice would
be a significant impact. Consisteiit with the Aiamada C@unty Clean Watar ngram, impaets of
addltmnal stormwaier mnoff ofi credk hyd HOT:

1 Measure HEDT: lrmorpamte Aloneda County Clean Water Program Design
10 Accommo ate Additional Rurioff from New fmpervious Surfaces

: Zi1 Construmon of the proposed pmject could ¢reate potential hazards
throligh transpurtatmn, use, and disposal of hazardous materials.

io 66 & ‘
constructwn werkers or the pubhc to these hazafdaus Matenals Thls"Wauid .be: a mgmf‘ catit
impact. ‘ ‘

»  Mitigation Measure Hy

. Mzttgatlon Measure HEZ-! b_: Hrepamﬁan a'f a Consmucnazz‘ Rz:sk Maﬁagemem Plan

Impaet HAZ-2: ng_:st_, detion of the proposed pmjeet could create the ‘potential for upset
and aceident conditions involving the re!ease of hazardous materials in the environment

nent. diing preject
materidls used in
ioris could resulf in
to workers, the public and the

Hazardous matertal& wauld be

mudenta! rele“ ‘ez__-:‘ ot spllls patentiaﬂy pasmg health rtsks
erivironment. This would be a sigificant impact,
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*  Mitigation Measure HAZ-1a; Soil Investigation Priop fo Constiction ,
Mitigation Measire HAZ-1b- Preparation of a Construction Risk Maonagement Plan

»

Impact HAZ-3: Construction of the proposed projeet conld credte th potential to
encounter hazardons materials in soil and groundwater

Ly

t. site may contain hazardous matevials related to pist

Soils and groundwater within the pr
agricultual land uses and hazardons materials sio
conicluded that several areas on the project site.
additional soil and groundwater sampling 1o deterinine the presen £ hazardous mateiials. The
presence of contaminated s

and used af the SYWTR, The Phage] report
may be contaminated, and recommended

, _  OF groundwater at these sites, if encountered; could pose 4 sigk to
consiruotion wotkers o the envirsiment. ‘This would be a significast ifpract.

°  Mitigation Measure HAZ-1a: Soil Investigation Prior to Construction
¢ Mitigation Measure HAZ:1b: Pri paration of @ Conslruction Risk Management Plaj

buppdict A '»:1.:;-@;&%@9;1 pi'the proposed projeet coiild resubt in conversion of farmiands te
non-agrienlfural uses
The proposed project would result in the permarient conversion of approximately 21 acres of
Utiige. Farmland for the placement of spoils 4t Nursery Site | and Nursery Site 3, Tids would
be a significant impact.

& Mitigatlon Measure AG-1: Compensation for loss of Unique Farmiine

Cumulative Impact on Assthetics

The Project would contribute considerably to.a cumulative impact.to the scenip character 6f the
Sunol Valley due to removal of Vegetation,

o Miligation Measre BIO-1d: Prepare anid Implement o Végeraiton Restoration.ang
Compensafion Plen

Cumidative Fapact on Cultieal Resources
The Pioj 4 contribute 10 4 cumulative ithpaict to previously undiscovered archeolopical
and paleontological resources; as well as Fuman remaisis.

® gﬁtigézﬁﬂa Moasure CR-2: Procedires to be Followed in the Bvert of an Aceidesital
Diseovery o N
©  Mijgation Measuyre CR=3! Protection of Humin. Remains if Enéounitered duping

Condugt Pregostiuition Surv v for Sighificant
i dreas of Undeteimined and High Paleontological

[ 4 IﬂkrmPﬁeca

LeoRtvIog vesources Discovered ‘ _ .

¢ Mitigation-Measure CRI-d: Conduct FPaleomological Resoupes Monitoring during
Constriction in Areas of Undelérmined and High Paleontological Sensitivity, as
Regigired i




8 Mzzzgaflon Measure CR1-e: Stop Work if Known or Suspected Paleontalogical Resources
Are Encountered

Cuomulative Empact on Transportation and Circulation
Due to the potential for overlapping projects in the Sunol valley region as el as for construction

associated within Calavetias Road 48 ati ateess route to all project sites, the project would
contributé considerably to a significant traffic Tmpact, .

s  Mitigation Measure CUM-1; Combined Sunol Valley Traffic Conirel Plan
o Miligation Measure TRANS-1: Preparation and Implementation of Tréffic-Control Plan

Cumulative Impact to Noise and Vibration

The Project could contribiite canszdcrabfy to & cumulative impact to noise resultmg from night-
time traffic oi Calaverad Roud if more than 14 trucks per hour usé Calaveras Road at night,
Additionally, avérlapping cotstruction schedules of the Project and the Alameda Siphon No. 4
Project, New Irvmgton Tunmel, and lf¢ San Anionio Backup Pipeline Project could result in
cumulative nefse and vibiation impacts at night, fo which the Project would contribute
considerably.

o Mitigation Méasure NOI-I; lmpleﬁéef‘;mﬂan of Noise Controls
Canudative nipacts to' Air Quality and Climate

The Project would coextribute. c.cn_sidera.bly to potentially significant cumulative constrtiction dir
quality emission impacts,- inetuding impacts related to PM,q, PMs5-and ozoné precursors.

unpact on access to reareatzonal facihhes and bwychsts due to mcrease in tratﬁc on Calaveras
Road,

»  Mitigation Measure TRANS-1: Preparation :md.rmpfmmaﬁm of Traffic Control Plan

Cumalative Impact to Utilities and Service Systems
The Project would contribute considerably to potentially significant impact o utilities dnd
serviee systems.

o Mifigation Measure UTL=2} Avoid Conflicts with Extsting Ulilities and Coordinate
Efforts-with Aﬁeozesd Utilities

Cumnilative Tihpaét on Biotogical Resourees
Within the Sunol Valley, the Project could contiibute considerably to significant cumulative
impacts to: grassland (including upland habitat for California tiger salamander, California red-
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legged frog, burrowing, owl, and Alameda whipsnake); riparian vegetation. and the Alameda
Creek channel (including habitat for residenit rainbow frout, foethill vellow-legged frop, wegtern
pond turtle, and California red-legged frog): and individual trees that gould provide nésting for
special-status bird. and bt species, Constrijetion discharges could affeot water gality i
Alameda Creek and ifs habitat for commeon and special-status species, Additiormlly, if bartiers to
steellicad migration were removed, it is possiblé that sleethead could ventually be prasent in the
project worlk area within flie Sunsl Villey; the Project could contribute o 4 cumulative iripsct to

steelhead, If prosent,

o Mitigation Measure BIO-la: Conduer Mandatory Biological Resources Avwarerioss
Training for All Project Personngl T o
© Mitigation Measure BIO-1b; Install Wildlife Exclusion Fencing along the Perimeter of
the Constiuction | vk Areq and linplement Gen Aedsurey fo Avoid ipacts ip
Peciai-Stalus Species-and Sensitive Natural Comnrunities -
' BIO-Te: C re<Consiriction Surveys and Monitor
C AClivities ta Liger Salamander; Callfornia Red-Legged Frog,
Wesieri Porid Turtle, dri .
Mitigarion Measyre BIO-

Cumulative linpiaét to Hyd rology und Water Quality

Thie Projeet would voriteitute: considarably 't %, cui pact to surfacs water.quality due
0, dnongother things; dischatgeso nt, and junnel drainage. The
Project would alse contribiite considerably 16 4 cumulative impact 16 temporary reduction in
water level flow in Alameds Cresk and hydrology due fo alteration of topography and 4n
increase in ittpervious areas af the project.site and fhe vicinity, resulting in downitreamm erosion
impacts in local oreeks.

e Mivigarion Measyre HYD-La: Construction Wealer Quality Best Margigement Practices
o Miligation Measure HYD- 15 Mariagement af Dewatering Efftuent Discharges
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o AMidgation Measure HYD-2i Maintenance of Alameda Creek Flows during Construction
Dewalering

o Mitigation Measure HYD-7: Incorporate dlameda County Clean Water Program Desigh
Measures to Accominodate Additional Runoff from New Impervious Surfaces

Cusnulative Inpact to Hazards and Hazardous Materialy

The Project would sontribute considerably to a cimulative: irhpact related to exgiosurs of workers
to hazardous materials if they work on multiple projects in the Suniol Valley.

s Mitigation Measure HAZ-1a: Soil Investigation Prior lo -Qqngs‘tmcﬁan
e Mitigation Measure HAZ-1b: Preparation of a Consiruction Risk Managemeni Plun

Cumulative Impuaets to Agricoltural Resourees
The Project would contribute cansndgrabiy to & cumulative impact to agricultural reaources
assosiated with the conversion of dress mapped 48 Unique Farmland,

e Mitigation Measure AG-1: Compensation for loss of Unique Farmland.

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

The Project does not have. any. Project-spaczﬁc sxgmtxcant and unavmdabia unpacts Beeause the
Project is 2 component mf the WSIP, it will ep tr veidable im

caused by the a1 i These
Resc:lutmn No 08:.

reduce the impacts o a Iess thau sxgniﬁc..
significant and unaveidable; Thi: amiss
propesed in the Program 'E}IR to re:duce ‘these unpacts when 11‘ ap
Resolution Ne. 08-0208, Thzs Cﬁmrmssmn alse adopred a Mitig:
Program as. part of that approval. The findings regarding
messures ‘set forth it i No. DR-0200
reference, as though fnlly set forth Herein, i
in Resolution No. 08-0200 as follows:

rated into thése fi ﬂdmgs by tht,s
-and unavmdable impacts were listed

Potentially Significaint and Unavoidable WSIP Wétérrsu;ip!y' Impacts
s Fisheries (Upper and Lower Crystal Sprrings Reserveii): Effgg:ts; in the Peninsila
L tal i mgs_,,_,  Mateo Conintys 4hd
in the SFPUC service area.

Significant and Unavoidable WSIP Water Supply Impacts
¢ Streamflow (Alameda Creek below Alameda Creck Diversion Dam}): Effects on

stream flow in Alameda Creek befween the diversion dam and the confluence with
Calaveras Creek,

V. EVALUAT:IQ‘N OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES
24
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This Section. describes the Project a5 wcil as alternatives and the reasons for approving the
Project and for rejecting the alternatives, CEQA mandatey that an BIR evaluate a reasonable
range of altertistives to the Project or the Proged: location tha. generally reducé or aveid

tially szgmf carzt zm paat' ' f‘ the Project, -CEQA requu-e:, that every BIR also evalnate a%Ne
Ve, { imparison 16 the Projeat in fering of their
Fabjectives, This comparative analysis isused
le:options for minimizing environmental consaquiences

S pmwd@ abasis o

sngmf ant mpacts and {heir g
to congider reasonable; potentis y r:*e:szb
of the Project.

& Reasons for Approval of the Praject
The ovérall goals of the WSIP. for theregional water syitam ars to:

o Maintain high-quality water and 5 gravity-diiven system
s Reduce viflnierability to earthqulies

“  Jcreass delivery -fliabmty

¢ Meet custoinier water supply needs through 2018
o g p .

. A

ibités to achievement of these goals. In additmn, the Pioject
Vet time and to esist damage fim earth uakes.
eo‘ are to!

et water supply Wlfhasmuchi oy
ershed duﬂng pla' -

B, Alternatives Rejected and Reasons for Rejéction

Although the Project would have no prﬂ_}bbt~speﬁlill‘: significant aﬁd unavolidable impacts; zt
wm;ld mnt ute o szgmficant and vnavdidabl : . :

réjects the Aitemaﬁves set Torth. in the. £ d below bf;: ,,_,,use ‘the
Comnﬁssxon finds that thére is substantial ew&ence, mcludmg ewde @ of ecoriomie, legal,
social, teohnolngxcal and other considerations described in this Section o addition. to, those
deseribed in Seetion VI below undet CEQA, Guidelings 15091(&)(3), thiat make i infeasible such

Altefhdtives. i making thege determinations, the Cottimission is aware that CEQA defines
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“feasibility” to mean "capable of being dccotmplished in a successtul manner within & reagsonable
petiod of time, taking into acéount sconomic, environmiental, social, legal, and technological
factors.” The Commission is also aware that under CEQA ¢ase law the convept of “feasibility”
gngompasses (i) the question of whethier a particular alterhative proniotes the underlying goals
and objectives of a project. and (if) the question of whether an altertiative is “desirable™ from a
policy standpoint to the exient that desirability is bas;e.d oh 4 reasonable balancing of the relevant
econemic, eiivitonmental, social, legal, and technological factors.

Alteriative 1: No Project

Under the No Project Altemative, the existing SYWTP would continue to operate as under
ctrrent canditions. This alternative would aveid all of the impacts assoeiated with the proposed
Project, However, under this altefnative, the SVWTP would not meet the requirements of the
CDPH to provide treated water storage to serve as a balancing reservoit that the SFPUC is
obligated to fulfill. Hence the SYWTP would confinue to operate out 6f compliance with the
CDPH Compliance Order.

Further, under this dlternative, the existing sustainable capacity would remainat 120 mgd, which
is below the SFPUC’s objective to sustairiably atginent water supply with up to 160 figd of
water from the Alameda Watershed duting unplanned Hetch Hetchy outage or water quality
TP weuld: contlfme to. operate with limited storage capa |

event, The SYWTE wou
redundancy sueh that, following & major sefsmic event or unplaiined.
event requiring a high
constrained in its ability to contain on-site or treat the water to fogulatc
transpott jntd the regional water-system.. I such situations, fatlure o take
futiire environmental impacts to aesthetics, traffis; s d vibration; airquality, hyd
' y, and hazards and hazardous 1 ciated with: the nged to

| potentially. result in greater impacts fo

titne to perforin st

Because of the need to comply with the CDPH requitements, the likelihood of 4 & i
évent i th uture, and th ial atch Hetehy water-quality eveit that
“couild require iner ate isslon 3 this alternative.
The U.8. Geological Survey has ¢ t ofe magnitude 6.7

or greater earthquake between 2003 and 2032; This alternative would leave SFPUC water
clistoriérs virlnerable to the impaots of an interruption of water supply if sufficient water megting
régiilatory requirementscan not be derved. '
Alternative 2t Reguilatory Compliance Alternative
This altermative would ifiefude construction of the essential facilities to-cormiply with the CDPH
Compliance Order, which inclide the:

s New tredted water reservoir;

o Chlorine coritact tank;
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& 78-luch discharge pipe under Alameda Creek:

o
AF

¥ ¢ New-chemical storige aid foed facilities; and
¢ Miscellaneous piping, valves, mechanical amd elegirical work.

The facilities that would not be built wider this alternative are the ﬂuccmlahozﬁscdamentatkon
basin and assoeiated mot ifications 1o the flow distribution nhamher ipeline to the hew
flocenlation basm, an & to the-settled % vater conduit; wash Watep recdvery bagin, upgraded

filters, and new air blower as __aclated with baskwashmg the: filtays,

Herice; to mieet the requirements of the CDPH the same madjor facilities propﬂsed inder the
proposed Project would still b constiucted under this alternative.

The. installation of the componests under this .:Itematwe wold contribute in ‘gefieral to the
Project goals of irproving oparatmnai, flexibilis and reliable del;very of wafer mseting
régulatiry standay 5 b '- : o ity. Namely, in the event 6f a freatinent
K o ontact: tank. and ireafeci Wata): reservmr

thereby preve ing unfreated Water from ent g AN
reservoir would also serve as a balmmmg reservmr tha’z Wi
ther@by Suppor nh;’"b water telroent .

Augm ipply with up 1o 150
iplantied Hetch Hetchy outage oF water

q,!_‘iéili};y'fé‘ﬁﬁen&.

Because: the facilitiey bnntrlbutmg the fiost to sip ""fmaut {mpacts.due fo their sfze. (: &y tremted
water reserveir and .chlormes centact tank} and logation (e, 78inch pipelme under Aiamada

s

l_b" construcied, signific impacts.af thig a!ternaﬁv‘_

- . &Ild Vlbl'a O}}, i quahty.’ Iy fiao
s GG ﬂﬂﬁ@fﬂlg and BNEIEY.

Although this étifematwe wonld miget
f'cqwlements ﬂw Cgmmmsmn rs

‘substalmaliy !essezi
d : UEC’s to sustafriably
i augment wa.ter suppiy Wlth np tc> 160 mgd 0f' Wa,tar from thes Alamwa Watershed during
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unplanned Heich Hetchy outage or water qualily eveni. Further this alternative would not .
substantially decrease costs while it eliminates the significant value of important facility and £
system redundancy to sustainably treat up to 160 mgd with only very minimal additional impacts

as compared to not construeting the facilities.

Alternative 3: Above Ground Treated Water Reservoir Alternative

This alternative would construet the new treated water reserveir approximately | mile north of
the exisfing SVWTP. Additional famhtws to the proposed Project that wouild be constricted
under this alfernative include: a ptpelme to mave water from the existing SYWTP discharge
pipeline to the new treated water réservoir; a new pumping plant to move the water through this
pipeling besause of the exxstmg effluent pipeline would be lower than the new site (.., it could
not flow to the reservoir via gravity); 4 new overhead power line fo supply electricity to the
pumping piant and a new paved permanent acegss road and brldge from Calaveras Road that
would. require -abutments and at least one intermiediate piling in the Alameda Creek: channel.
Pumping the water from the treated water reserviir would rcqmre i pmxxmateiy 6 mﬂhan
‘ yedt. The chlotine contact fank, fad 6n ahd gedi
basin, and other projest compongtits wotld still be constructed at the sxisting SVV
the proposed Project. . ‘

This alt@matwa was analyzed because it would substantially reduce the ariount of excayation
and spmls, dmpc)sal whmh unéer ﬂxe pwpasa l”rcuect cant_ribute to mgmﬁcant envxmumantal

to mctrease; n the area nf dxaturbanae in an otherwzse umievale ed drea and activities. atfe ng
Alameda Creek; hydrology due to siting facilities in the middle of the floodplain betweéen two
creek ohannels* eparatmnal nmaa m close pmximzty ta a prw ta--'re dgncfr and eneigy usageand

VL. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING e.omsmﬁmfﬁéwﬁ |
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Although the Project would lave no praject-specific significant and unavoidable. impacts, it
would contribyte to g nificant and uhavoidable impacts ideritified in the WSIP PEIR. Pursuant
to CEQA seetion ; 81, and CEQA Gui
consideration of the Final EIR and the evidende in the record; thiat each of the specific ovetriding
economiit, legal, social, techiplogical and other benefits of the Project ag set forth below

outweighs it and unavoidable impacts and is an

ere to:gonclide

will stand By its

& supporting he

teaing afed by réference into
0 the Record of Froceedings, as-defiried in Scetion 1.

On the basis of the ahove findings and the Substantial. evidence ifi the whole revpid of this
praceeding, the Commission specially finds that. there are significant benefits of the Pitiject i

spite of the tnavoidable significant inipacts, and theréfore makes fhis Btatement of Overri
Considerations. The Commission further finds that, as bart of the process of sistai
approval, all significant effécts on the environment Fom jinpl :

v lesseiied where foasible,

PH Compliarics Order to provide st’reated-wamr*ﬁwrag@:‘tav\serveﬁgsaa
failures at the SYWTE; -

Vihe latgest picee of equipitient o pro
and:sedimentation basin).ouit of service for maintenatice (ove
atihe plant would remain 160 mgd); 7
' biligy t ‘Bugment water supply with as much s 160 mpd of water fom
he A, shed during unplanned oitages of the Hetch Hetehy supply; and
¢ Provide ability to sustainably treat a5 much as 160 imgd of Hetoh Hetohy water at the
SVWTP during an unplanned Hetch Hetelly water quality svent,

In addition, the Project h,npkem.er_;r@t‘;ﬁé; WSIPs goals and ohjectives, 'a'mi the Statement of
Overriding Considerations from SEPUC Resolution 08-0200 is adopted and incorpotated iy these

findings as though fully sef forth, In particular, this Project helps to implement the following
benefits of the WS

1. linplementation of facility improverent picjects will red.!.‘mtai- vqimmb‘iliﬂty 1o eatthguakes,
Improvements are designed to meet curtent seismic standards, The regional water system
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is a crifical and viilnerable link in the City’s and whelesale customer’s ability to survive
after a major carthquake and to nidintain access to eritically needed water supplies. The
SFPUC will be able to neet the fundamental and most pressing needs of the water system
- to ifiprove the seismic safety and reliability of the water system 28 a meanis of saving
huitain life and property under @ catastrophic éarthqu ke scenario of even a disaster
seeiario not rising to the level of catasirophic. Effecting the nécessary repairs and
improvements to assure thie water system’s contifivied reliabilify, and daveloping it as part
of & larger; inteprated water seeurity sirategys {8 oritical to the Bay Area’s econofiic
security, competitiveniess and quality of life.

The SFPUC will be dble to deliver basic service to the three regions in {lie service aréa
(Bast/South Bay, Peninsula, and San Prancisco) within 24 houss afier 4 major earthquake.

The Water systein will traintain a High quality water system,

quality fequiremnents.

Tmproventetits are designed to mest current and foreseeable future federal and state water

il increase delivery tiliability and improve the abilily to maintain the:water
iding operational flexibility to alloW planned maintenarice shitdown of
ndividual £ ithout intetrupting custorier setvice, -operational flexibility to
ininize the risk of ssryice interruption due o unt lanned facility upseis of outages, aid
ppperational flexibility and system capacity to replenish local reservoirs as needed. 1n
atder to iinplerent 4 feasible asset tnanagement program in the finture that will provic
continuious maintenance and repairs. to facilities, the repional water system e

rediindancy (le., backup) of some critical facilitiés necessary to meeting day-
custorner water supply needs, Without adequate iedundancy of ¢ iliti
SFPUC bas limited operational flexibility inl the sven
Eatlure, as well ag gonstraints on coniducting adequate system inspection and maintenance.

The WSLP will
use of futids;

5 W

Having conisidered these benefits, inchiding the benefits discussed in Section [ above; the

..

Commission finds that the benefits of the Project and the WSIP outweigh the unavoldable
advérse environmental effects, and that the adverse environmental -effects are therefore
accsptable. '
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ATTACHMENT B

PROJECT NAME AND CASE NO. Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion, Case No, 2006.0137E

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRANM

Impact
No.

AES.Z

tmpact Summary

T
e
muwo_mnm construction
could damage scenic
resources that
contribute to a scenic
pubiic sefting

e

SR

Mionitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Mitigation Measure

implement z_aummo: Measure BIG-1d

Responsible
_um_.a..

Reviawing &
Approval

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

AES-6

L RESOUREE:

Project operations
could parmanently
damage scenic

resources

R «{:t«

Project construction
could result in
impacts to
paleardologicat
resources

Implement Mitigation Measure 8i0-1d

Mitigation Measure'CR~1a: nonm:nn munmnonmnwcnmaa Surveys mow w_waw. ami _ummoo:uomamﬂn&
Resources in-Areas of Undetermined and High Paleontological Sensitivity

Before canstruction begins, the SFPUC shall retain a California Registered Professional Geolagist
with appropriate expertise or a qualified profassional palecntclogist, as defined by the Society of
Vertebrate Paleoniology's Conformable impact es Committes (1995} to conduct
a more detalied evaluation of potentiat paleontelogical resources in those areas of the project
ideniified as undetermined or highly sensitive for paleoatofogical resources, namely areas of
Helocene, Pleistocens, which occur where the freated water raserveir, floccutation and
sedimentation basin, wash water recovery basin, and chlorine contact tank facilities would be
constructed. The following shall be adhered to:

» The evaluation shall includs a thorsugh literature-hased and fieid-reconnaissance survey of the
highly sensitive and undetermined areas where surficial excavation activities are planned. The
field survey shall be limited to identifying potentially significant features at the surface.

»  The evaluztion shall be documented in 2 report 10 be submitted for review and approvat by the
SFPUC prior to the start of construction,

o ifthe evaluation and survey result in the discovery of a paleontological resource exposed al the
surface, or confirm the potential forimpacts on significant pateontelogical resources, Miigadion
Measures GR-1c and CR-1d shall also be implemented. Mitigation Measurs CR-1a shall be
implemented 2s a safeguard regardiess of the identified likelihood of pofential impacts.

R
1. CM Team
{FPaleoniologist or
a California
registerad
professional
geologist)

1 mﬂvcn BEM

1. mem_s m:m raview resume.of Bsm«
documentation of consulting patecntologist's
qualificalions, Condust preconstuction
paleondological surveys and document. Include
documentation of quatilicationd of
paleontologist (e.q., resume).

1. Preconstruction

Mitigation Meastire CR-1b: Pateontological Resources Worker Awarenass Training

Before construciion begins, the SFPUC shall ensure that ail construction personnel receive
palecniological resources awarengss fraining that includes isformation on the possibility of
encountering fossils during construction; the types of fossils likely to bs seen, based an finds in the
site vicinity; and proper procedures in the event fossils are encountered, Worker training shalf be
prepared by a gualified paisontologist as defined by the Saciely of Vertebrate Paleontology (Soctety
of Vertebrate Palecntology Conformable Impact Mitigation Guidelines Committes, 1995) or other
appropriate personnel (e.g., California Registered Professional Geologist with appropriate expsrtise)
experienced in teaching non-specialists.

1. CM Team
{Palesntolcgist)

1. SFPUC BEM

1. Ensure that training program is developed
and that all personnel atteng prior to beginning
work and sign training sign-in sheet. Maintain
file of sign-in sheets.

1. Preconstruction

Suno! Valtey Water T
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
N Monitoring and Reporting Program
i fmplementation and Reporting X
_3% M ot Impact Summary Mitigation Measure P—— o i lmplemantation
g Respansible oviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval
Party
Mitigation Measurs CR-1¢: Perform Preconstruction Surface Salvage of Any Significant 1. CM Team 1. SFPUC BEM { 1. Conduct palsentologicat salvage activilies. 1. Pre-construction,
Paleontological Resources Discovered {Palecntologist) Prepare writlen: report of salvage activitias. if necessary
If a significant paleontological resource is discovered at the ground's surface as a result of Include documentation of qualifications of
pre~construction surveys conducted per Mitigation Measure CR-1a and cannot be avoided through paleontologist {e.g., resume).
exclusion of the area from project disturbance (e.g.. %rough the Instaflation of exgiusion fencing), the :
SFPUC shall retain a California-Registered Professianal Geologist with appropriate experdise or a
qualified prefessional paleantologist as defined by the Soclely of Vertebrale Paleoniology's
Conformable impact Mitigation Guidelines Commitiee (1985) to saivage and treat the resource pricr to
construction in the immediate vicinity of the find. Salvage of the resource would include recavering the
#tem and properly documenting, preparing, and curaing e find, Treatment of the resource may
include preparation and recovery of fossil materfals for houstng in an appropriste museum cr
university collaction, and may alse include preparation of a report for publication describing the find,
Mo construction activities at the location of the find sheit be allowed until the salvage operation is
completed and authorization is provided by the SFPUC,
titigation Measurs CR-1d: Conduct Paleontalogical Resources Menitoring during 1. SFPLUIC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that measures applying to 1. Design
Construction in Areas of Undstermined and High Paleontological Sensitivity, as Required palecntological discovery are incorporated in
If determined necessary sfter implemeniation of Mitigation Measure CR-1a, the SFPUC shall retain a contract documents.
qualified paleontologist as defined by the Sodiety of Vertebrate Palsontology’s Conformabls Impact 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 2. Construction
Mitigation Guidelines Committes (1985) to cenduct on-site monitoring for unanticipated discovery of implements measures in contract documents,
potentially significant paleontological resources during initial ground-disturbing activities (e.g., grading report noncompliance, and ensure corrective
and excavation} in the areas with geological units identified as highly sensitive for paleontologicat astien,
resources and as feld-verifed by the qualified paleontologist. After inillal ground disturbance acsivities
in the palsontologisally sensifive areas, menitoring shall cease but a paleontologist shall be retalnad 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. File documentation of paleontologist's 3. Censtruction
on-call by the SFPUC throughout the project in the event of an unanticipated find during subsequent | (Paleentologist) qualifications (e.g., resume), Document
construction activities, The monitor will have authority to divert grading or excavation away from paleontological monitering activities in logs. In
sxposed surfaces temporarily in order to examine disturbed areas more closely, andfor recover fossils. the svent of-a discovery, confirn suspension of
work, oxamine fossi, and report as requited.
Mitigation Measure CR-1¢; Stop Work if Known or Suspected Palaontological Resources Are | 1. CM Team 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. I required, prepare a Recovery Plan to 1. Construction
Encountered mitigate effects of the project, Procead with
if fossil materials are discovered during any project-related activity, all ground-disturbing wark within recemmendations of paleontolegist.
50 feet of the find shall stop immediately until the paleontological monitor can assess the nature ang
importance of the find and recormmend appropriate freatment. Recammendations for treatmert shall
be consistent with SVI? guidelines (Society of Vertebrate Pateontology Conformable Impact
Mitigation Guldelines Committee, 1995) and may include preparation and recovery of fossil
materials so they can be housed in an appropriate museum or university collection.
CR-2 Project consiruetion | Mitigation Measure CR-2: Procedures to be Followed In the Event of an Accidental Discovery | 1. SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensura that measures refated to 1. Design
could result in (Including implementation of an Archaeciogical Monitoring and Testing Program) archaeological discoveries are included in
IMPacis on UNKNOWN | 74 ayqid any potentisl atvarse eflect from the propased project on acoidentally discovered buried o contract documents.
or fmawn pre-fistoric | sypmerged historical resources as defined In CEGA Guldelines Section 15084.5(a)(c), the SFBUC
and historic-era shall distribute the San Francisco Planning Department ar¢haeological resource “ALERT® sheet ta tha .
archaeological project’s prime conlractor; to any project subcontractor (including firms providing senvices such a5
resources demolition, excavation, grading, foundation, o7 pile driving), or utififies firm involved in soifs disturbing
activiies within the project site.
Sunat Valley Water Treatment Plant MMRP, Attachment B PAGEZQF 28 Decambsr 2009




MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

impact
Ne.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporiing

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

" Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

The “ALERT" sheet shall provide workers notice that archasological remains may be encountered
during excavation and instructions on what to do i evidance of an archasological sie is encountered,
Prior to any sofis disiurbing activities being undertaken, each contractor shall be responsibie for
ensuring Emn the “ALERT” sheel is circulated to all fleld personnet, including machine oparators,
fisld crew, pile drivers, and supervisory persennel, The SFPLUC shall provide the Environmental
Review Officer {ERQ)} with a signed affidavit from the responsible parties {prime confractor,
subcontractor{si, and utitifies firm) to the ERO confiming that all field personnel have received
copies of the ALERT Sheet.

Shouid any indicafion of an archaeoiogical resource be encounterad duting any sofls disturbing
aclivity of the project, the contractor andior the SFPUC shall immediately nolify e ERO ard shall
irmediately suspend any soils disturbing aclivities within 150 feet of the discovery unfll the ERO
has determined what additional measures shoutd be underiaken.

if the ERO determines that an archasological resource may be present within the project site, the
SFPUC shali ratain the services of a qualified archasclogical consulant. The archaesiogical
consultant shalf advise the ERO as to whather the giscovery is an archaeological resource, retains
sufficient intearity, and is of potential sclentific/historical/cultural significance. if an archaeological
resource is present, the archaeclogical consuitant shall identify and evaluate the archasological
rasource. The archasological consultant shall meke a recommendation as to what action, if any, is
warranted. Based on thie information, the ERG may require, if warranted, spedific additicnal
rneasures 1o be implemented by the SFPUC.

Measures might Include: preservation in situ of the archaeological resourse; an archaeological
monitoring program; and/or an archaeclegical testing program. If an archazological monitering
program or archaeological testing program is required, it shall be consistent with the San Francisco
Pianning Department’s Major Envircnmental Analy ion (MEA) guidelines for ‘sush programs.
The ERO may also reguire that the SFPUC immediatsly implement a site security pregram # e
archaesiogical resource is at sisk from vandalism, looling, or other damaging actions.

‘The projact archaeological consuitant shalt submit an aceidental discovery Archaeofogical Data
Racovery Report (ADRR) to the ERO which, in addition to the usual contents of the ADRR, includes
an evaiuation of the historical significance of any discovered archaeoiogical rescurce, as wel as
describing the archaeoclegical and historical research methods employed in the archagolegical
moenitering/data recovery programi{s) undartaken, and presenting, analyzing, and interpreting the
regovarad data. information that may put at risk any archasological resource shall be providedina
separate removahie insert within the final report.

Copies of the Draft ADRR shall be sent to the ERQ for review and approval. Once muu3<mnm u< the
ERO, copies of the ADRR shatlt be distributed as foliows:

= Califomia Archaeological Site Survey: NWIC Nerthwes! Information Center] shall
receive one copy, and the ERO shall receive & copy of ihe fransmittal of the FARR to
the NWIG.

»  The San Francisco Planning Depariment MEA shall receive three copies of the FARR,
along with coples of any formal sile recordation forms {CA DPR 523 series) andfor
decumentation for nomination o the Naticnal Register of Mistoric Places/Calilomia
Register of Historical Rescurces,

The SFPUC shall receive coples of all documents prepared in conformance with this mifigation
measura. In Instances of high public interest or interpretive value, the ERO may require a different
finai report content, format, and distribution from that presented above.

2. CM Team

3. CM Team
{Archeologist)

4, GM Team
{Archaeologist)

2. SFPUC BEM

3. SFPUC BEM

4. SFPUC BEM
and ERC

2. Ensure that all personne! aftend

environmenta! fraining prior to beginning work,

receive “ALERT" sheet, and sign the fraining
sign-in sheet. Maintain file of sign-in sheeis.
Monitor to ensure that the contractor
implements measures in contract documents,
report noncompliance and ensure corrective
action.

3. Ensure that all polential discoveries are
repaorted as required and that the contractor
suspends work In the vicinity. Mobifize an
archaeologist to the area if the ERO
delermines that an archasclogical resource
may be present

4. Bvaluate the polential discovery and advise
ERO as to the significance of the discovery.
Proceed with recommendalions, evalsations,
and implementation of additional measures in
consultations with ERQ. Prepare and submit
Final Archaeological Resources Report.

2. Preconsiruction
and Construction

3, Construction

4. Construction

Sunol Valley Watar Treatment Plant MMRP, Attachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitering and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

TRANS-1

IRANSPORTATIONAND SIRCUL:

Project construction
could resultin an
increase in fraffic that
is subslantial in
relation to the
existing traffic load
and capacity of the
streel system

unassociated funerary objests {CEQA Guidelines Secion 15064.5(d)}, The agreement should take
inte consideration the appropriate excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, custodianship, curation,
and final disposition of the human remains and assoclated or unassociated furerary objects. Califorria
Public Reseurces Code allows 48 hours to reach agreement on these matters. I the MLD and the
cther parties do not agree on the reburia! method, the project will follow Section 5087.98(%) of the
Cafifornia Public Resources Code, which states that “the landowner or his or her authorized
representative shall reinter the human remaing and items associated with Native American burials with
appropriate dignity on the property in a loeation not subject to further subsurface disturbance.

e En 5 3 v Te)
e = A

A IR 25 &
Mitigation Measure TRANS-1; Preparation and implementation of Traffic Condrol Plan
The SFPUC shall ensure that the construction contractor prepares and successfully implements a
project-specific traffic control plan, The traffic control plan shall contain the appropriate fevel of detail
necassary 1o rinimize fraffic impacts and hazards on Calaveras Road, incheding adequate
consideration for both motorized vehicle traffic and bicycle traffic, This iraffic control plan shall be
approved by the Alameda County Public Works Agency pricr to construction. At a minimuem, the
plan shall include the foffowing:

= Advance waming signs shali be instalied on Calaveras Road to the south and north of the
project access points {(hamely to the SVWTP area and to the spoils disposal areas) advising
motorists of the construction zone ahead to minimize hazards associated with activities
immediately adjacent to Calaveras Road and the entry and egress of projsct-related vehiciss.

= Either flaggers, uminated signs, a temporary stoplight, a flashing yeliow light, or a combination
of {hese methods shall be utilized to slow approaching traffic at project access points throughout
the construciion period.

«  Padestian and bicycle aceess and circulation shafi be maintained Swing project construction,
where safe fo do so.

«  Alleguipment and materials shall be stored in designated contractor staging areas onor
adjacent 1o the work area, in such a manner as to minimize obstruction of traffic,

1. 8FPUC EM

2. CM Team

3. CM Team

2. SFPUC BEM

3. SFPUC BEM

Impact iaati Implementation
Ne. Impact Summary gi gation Measure Responsihle Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Scheduls
Approvat
Party
Party
CR-3 Project construction | Mitigation Measure CR-3: Protection of H Remains if Encot d during Excavation | 4 -CM Team 1. §FPUC BEM | 1. Ensurs that confract documents include 4. Design

couid potentially Activities maasures related to discovery of human

disturb buried human | if human remains are encountered during construction, the lecation shall be profscied, and there shaj remains.

remaing be no further excavaticn or disturbance of the focation and any nearby area that may contain humar: N .
remains. SFPUC shalt retain a qualified archaeclogist immediately to assess the situation, 2.CM Team 2. SEPUC BEM wmh%%hﬁw remains Mmﬁwwwnﬁm%m sunty 2. Construction
The treatment of human remains and of asseciated or unassaciated funerary chjects discoverad Coroner and qualified archaeclogist and nofify
diring any soil-disturbing activity shalf comply with applicable State laws. This shall include immediate ERO. Confirm suspension of work and fater
notification of the County Coroner and, in the event of the Corener’s deterrination that the human startup of work in accerdance with mitigation
remains afe Native American, notification of the California State Native American Heritage measure.
Commission (NAHC), who shall appaint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) (PRC Section 5097.98). The
archaeoclogical censultant, SFPUC, and MLD shall make all reasonabls efforls to deveiop an 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Evaluation remains along with County 3. Construction
agresment for the treatment, with appropriate dignity, of human remains and associated or {Archaologist) Coraner. if remains are Native American,

contact NAHC and MLD and determine
freatment and disposition of remains in
consultation with NAHC and MLD.

1. Ensure that requirement $o prepare 2 Traffic
Centrol Plan and applicable measures are
included in contract documents.

2. Ensure contractor submits a Traffic Control
Plan and verify it compliss with the
requirements, Including preparation by a
quafified civil engineer {i.e.. oblain rasums),
Submit to agencies for review and ensure
recommendations are Incorporated as
sppropriate.

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor
impiernents measures in the Traffic Conirol
Plan and coniract documents, report
noncarnpliance, and ensure comrective action.

1. Design

2. Preconstruction

3. Construction

Sunal Vallay Water Trealment Plant MMRP, Atachimant B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

impact
No.

Impact Suromary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Emplamentation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

s Locations shall be identified for parking by construction workers, sither within the work areas or,
if necessary, at a nearby location with fransport provided between the parking location and the
work area.

+ Tothe extent applicable, the traffic control plan shalt conform to the Caltran’s Manual of Traffic
Controls for Construction and Maintenance Work Zones.,

« Tothe extent applicable, the traffic control plan shall confirm fo $he California Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Deviess.

Spoils hauling shal be Smited o non-peak hours {a.m, pesk hour is between 7 a.m. and 9 a.m.
[weekdays] and p.m. peak hour is befween 4 p.m. and 6 p.m. [weekdays]). Spoiis hauling trips to any
of the identified disposal sites shall be limited 1o enly occur on Calaveras Road and shall not entail use
of 1-680, the 1680 ramps at Calaveras Road, or any other roads in the vicinity of the site,

TRANS-3

OREAND

SRR

NOE-1

s

Project construction
could substantially
increase hazards due
o 2 design

R

CErT

i
FATCS
IBRATION <= o0

v

Project eonstruction
could temporarily
expose parsens to or
generate noise lpvels
in excess of
standards
esiablished in the
Alameda County
Moise Ordinance

implernent Mitigation Measure TRANS-1

Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Implementation of Nolse Controls
To mitigate for potential noise-ralated impacts, the project shall implement the following noise
control measures:

+ Pile driving activifies shali ba Eo_‘_._cwma. during the evening and nighttime hours (7 p.m. to
7 a.m. Monday through Friday and 5 p.m. to 8 a.m. Saturday and Sunday).

= if noise fram any construction activities exceeds 50 dBA at the nearest residances, then the
foltowing noise reduction measures shalf be implemanted {o limit noise levels to 50 dBA:

s Reduce the number of pieces of construction equipment that operate simuitanecusly.
« Provide temporary barrers around noise-gensrating equiprnent.

= Total project-related haul and defivery truck volumes on any parlicular haul truck route shal be
limited to 88 trucks per hour to minimize noise.

o Haul and delivery trucks shall be prohibited from oparating within 200 feet of any residential
uses dufing the nighttime heurs (10 p.m. to 7 a.m.). [f sensitive receptors are beyond 200 fest
from the haul route, then limited fruck operations shali be allowed during the more sensitive
nighttime hours, however, noise gensrated by these opsrations cannot exceed the 50-8BA
sieep interfarence criterion at the closest receptors, If trucks must opsrate during these hours
and residential uses are located within 200 feet of the haul route, then deliveries shall ba mads
to staging greas oviside residential areas, and transferred io the construction site guring
daytime hours {7 a.m. o 7 p.m.).

o if nighttime construction is anticipated, then the SFPUC shall send out a nolice to residences
located within 3,000 feet of the project work area, which contains the proposed start date and
provides contact information for reporting complaints refated to nolse.

The SFPUC shali designate & project liaison o respond fo nolse complaints during construction,

The name and phene number of the liaison shall be conspicucusly posted at construction areas and

on all advanced nofifications.

1, SFPUC EMR

2.CM Team

3. CM Team
{Communications

—

1. SFPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM:

3. BFPUC BEM

including providing advanca nolification of
constraction activities to allow SFPUC to
distribute nofices, are included in contract
documents.

2. Provide advance nofification of construction
agliviles to residences. Maintain records of
rotices

3. Moniior to ensure that the contractor
implements measures in conract documents,
report noncompliance, and ensure corrective
acticn,

2. Preconstruction

3. Construction

Buno! Valley Water Treatment Plant MMRP, Attachment B

PAGESCF 28

December 2009



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact
Na.

impaet Summary

Mitigatton Measure

¥onitoring and Reporiing Program

implementation and Reporting

Responsible

Party

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

= If noise complainis are recelved, and notse levels are exceading the thresholds of 70 dBA Leq
during the day or 50 dBA Leg af night, then the SFPUC shall require its contractors to
implement additicnal noise confrels, such as using best available noise confrol fechnigues
(including mufflers, intake sfencers, ducts, engine encl , and acoustically attenusiing
shields or shrouds) for noise generating equipment. As necessary, neise monitoring shall be
performed to determine if these thresholds are exceedad.

» The SFPUG shall maintain documentation of complaints received, actions taken 1o resolve
probiems, and effectivaneass of these actions.

NOL3

Ly

ST

AlR-2

R

AL

Project construction
could generate a
substantiai temporary
or petiodic increase
in ambient nolse
fevels in the project
vicinity above tevels
existing without the
project

2 m.w

Oonmﬁ_%oa m..:.mm.a:m
of PMsg, Pias, ROG,
and NQy could viclate
air quality standards

Impiement Mitigation Measure NOi-1

1 mmﬂan EMB

1. Ensure Emﬁ Bnmm_ﬁsmmn ﬂow 8:522 i

Ez_mmeo: _smmwc.d AlR-2a: Implementation of Dust Contrel Plan 1. SFPUC BEM 1. Design
The SFPUC shall develop a Dust Control Plan, All construction confractors refained for the prepare and submit 2 Dust Control Plan be
propoased project shal! be required to _au_mam_..» the Dust Confrol Plan., The plan shall include the incorporated in contract doguments,
foliowing elemenis:
« Roles and responsibitities for contracter staff and SFPUC staff assigned to implement dust 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2, Ensure that coniractor w:mum_,.mm and submits | 2. Praconstruction
control measures. a Dust Control Plan and verify that it complies .
«  List of minimum dust control measures fo be used. All contractors shall use the appropriate with requirements.
FBAAQME Dust Contrel Measuras” Bsted in Mitigation Measure AIR-2b,
«  Methods to select the appropriate dust control measures for any given construction acivity at | 3 ©M Team 3. SFPUC BEM ! 3. Monitor ta ensure that the contractor 3. Consfruction
the site. implements measures in the Dust Candrsl Plan
o f " " and contract documents, report
e__mn._.oam and schedules H.ﬂ inspeacting the mqmo:«.mmmmw_ mm the n_..,ommm dust control Bmmm...wmm, noncompliance, and ensure corective action.
« Contingency measures to implement comrective action, if inspections reveal the minimum st of ’
dust confrol measures are not adequate for any given activity.
+ Procedures for recordkesping and reporting for dust control measures.
Mitigation Measure AIR-2b; Implemantation of BAAQMD Dust Control Moeasures 1. SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUC EMRB | 1. Ensure that applicable basic, enhanced 1. Design
The SFPUC shall ensure, through construction-contract specification, that its confractor(s} andfor optional dust control measures are
implerment contrel measures for construction emissions of PMqe in order to comply with BAAQMD included in confract documents.
Feasible Control Measures for Construction Emissions of PM,g as fisted below,
s All acive construction areas shal be watered at least twice daily,
s All frucks hauling sofl, sand, and other loose debris shall be covered or all trucks shall be
required to maintain at jeast 2 fest of freeboard on public roads.
s All unpaved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas at construction sites shall eitherbe | 2. CM Team 2. 8FPUC BEM | 2. Monitor 1o ensure that the confracter 2. Construction

paved, watered three times dally, or nontoxic sofl stabilizers shall be applied.

implements measures in contract documents,
report nancempiance, and ensure corractive
action.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Impect Implementation and Reporting Implementation
Mitigation Measurs - mplema o
No. Impact Sammary N Responsible Reviewing & Menitoring and Reporting Actions Schadute

Approval
Party Party

» All paved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas at consiriction sifes shall be swapt
dally (with water sweepers). If visible soil material is carried onto adjacent publis streets,
adjacent sireets shali be swept daily {with water sweapers),

+ Al inactive constriuction areas {previously graded areas inactive for 10 days or more) shall be
hydroseeded or nontoxic soil stabilizers shalt be applied.

+ Exposed sfockpiles {dirt, sand, etc.) shall be enclosed, covered, and watered, or nontoxic soil
binders sha¥f be applied.

¢ As feasitle, iraffic speeds on unpaved roads shalt be limited o 16 miles per hour.

« Sandbags or other erosion-conirol measures shall be installed to prevent silt runoff to public
roadways.

« Disturbed areas shail be replanted as quickly as possible.

o Whest washers shail be installed for 2% exiting trucks, or all trucks and squipment leaving the
site shall be washed off. .

o Wind-breaks or reesfvegetative wind-breaks shall be instafied at windward side(s) of
construction areas.

s Excavation and grading aclivity shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph.

« The area subject to excavation, grading, and other construction activity at any ane time shall be
. limited.

Mitigation Maasure AIR-2c: Implementation of BAAQMD Exhaust Control Measures 1, SFPUC EMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that applicable measures are 1. Design
To further limit exhaust emissions, SFPUC shall implzment the following exhaust confrols: included in contract documents, including

«  Grid power shall be used instead of diesel generators at 2l construction sites where itis requirsment for monthly submittal of tune-up
feasible to connect to grid power, While # may not be practical to connect to grid power for log.
pipeling projects {since construction sites kesp moving along the alignments}, grid power shall
be used for projects with fixed locations, such as tunnel entry and exit shafts/portals.

s All contracts specificalions shall include Sactions 2480 and 2485, Title 13, Cafifornia Code of
Regulatons, which limit the idling of aii diesel-fualed commercial vehicles (welghing over
10,000 pounds, both Califomia- or non-Califorrda-based trucks} to 30 seconds at & sohool o
5 minutes at any locatén. In addition, the.use of diesel auxiliary power systems and main
engines shall be limited o 5 minutes when within 100 feat of homes or schools while the driver
is resting.

= Al contracts specifications shall include Section 93115, Title 17, California Code of Regulations,
Airborne Toxic Control Measure for Stationary Compression Ignition Engines, which specifies
fuel and fue! additive requirements; emission standards for aperation of any stationary,

- giasel-fueled, compression-ignition engines.

s Aschedule of Jow-emissions tune-ups shall be developed and such tune-ups shalf be performed | 2, OM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 2. Construction

© onall equipment, pariculasly for haul and delivery trucks, A fog of required tnewups shal be impiaments measures in contract documents
maintained and a copy of the log shall be submitted ic the SFPUC on a monthiy basis for including monthly submittal of tune-up fog,

- reviow, - | repert noncompliance, and ensure comeclive

aslion,

-

LA

Project construction
could termporariy
irmpact recreation use of
Calaveras Road during
project censtruction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAN

impact Summary

Ternporary and
Parmanent Loss of
Suitable Habitat for
and Potential Infury
or Mortality of
California Tiger
Salarsander

Mitigation Measure

Utilities
The SFPUC shall implement the followlng measures to aveid corflicts with existing utilities and,

shoufd they occur, respond in an appropriate and timely manner.

+  Noiify residents and businesses in the project area of potential utility service disruption two to
four days in advance of construction.

«  Prior to excavation, locate overhead and underground utifty fines that may be encountered
during excavation work prior to opening an excavation.

s While any excavation is open, protect, suppor, or remove underground utilitles as necessary to
safeguard employees.

+ Develop an emergency response plan in the event of conflicts with other utilities prior to
ecommencing constriction activities.

= Promptly work with the ulility owner to reconnect any disconnected wtility nes if encountered
and impacted.

» Coordinate final construetion plans and specifications with affected utilities.

Resources Awaraness

Training
for Al Project Parsonned

The SFPUC shall ensure that mandatory biclogical resources awareness training s provided to all
construction personnei as follows:

+ The fraining shall be developed and provided by a USFWS-approved biologist familiar with the
special-status species that may cocur in the project area. The training program shall be
approved by an SFPUC staff biologist prior o Implermentation if prepared by a consulting
hiologist.

« The training shall be provided before any work occurs in the project area, including equipment
muobilization, vegetation clearing or site grading.

o The fraining shall provide educational information on the natural history of the special-status

specles potentially occurring in the project area, a discussion of required mitigation measyres to

avold irnpacts on the special-status species, and discuss penalties for not corplying with
biological miigation requirements.

Monitoring and Reparting Pregram

Implementation and Reporting

Respaonsible

2. CM Team
{Communications

}

3. CM Team

4. CM Team

5, CM Team

&, CM Team

2. CM Team

{Approved
Biologist)

Reviswing &
Approval

Sy

1. SFPUC BEM

2. 8FPUC BEM

3, 5FPUG BEM
4, SFFUC BEM

5, SFPUC BEM

6. SFPUC BEM

1. SFPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

arg idontified in contract decuments. Ensure that
cantract document inciudes requirement for
contractor te prepare an Emergency Response
Plan, provide agvance nofification of consfruction
activities to allow SFPUC to disiribute nofices, and
confirm utlifity line information by safe and
accepiable means.

2. Provide notification 1o neighbors as reguired.
Mainfain records of notifications.

3. Ensure centractor submits an Emergency
Response Plan and verify it complies with the
requiremsnts.

4. Veriy that the confractors contact USA Alert
and regeive nofification from utiliies in
accordance with Cal OSHA regulations.

5. Obtain report documenting notification of
local fire department from coniractor if damage
to a gas ulility results in a leak or suspected
leak, or whenever damage to any utility results
in a threat to public safety.

6. Monitor to ensure that contractor implements

measures in contract documents, report

noncompliancs, and ensure corrective action.
L .

8w resume or othar
documentation of consuiting
qualificetions, including obtaining agency
approval # required,

2. Ensure that trafning program is developed
and that all personnal atfend prior to beginning
work and sign training sign-in sheet. Maintain
fiig of sign«in sheets.

Implementation
Schedule

2. Construction

3. Praconstruction

4. Preconstruction

5. Construction

8. Construction

2. Preconstruction
and Construction

Suncl Valley Water Treatment Plant MMRP, Attachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM .

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporfing

Exclusionary construction fencing and explanatory signage shail be placed arcund the perimeter of
sensilive vegetation sommunities that coudd be impacted by construction activities throughout the
period during which such impacts could cccur. Signage shal explain the nature of the sensitive
resource and that no impact to the comrmunity is allowed. The fencing shall include a buffer zone of
at least 20 feet batween the resource and construction activities. All exclusionary fencing shali be
maidained in good condition throughout the construction perod,

The SFPUC shall avoid and minimize impacis on native mature rees (defined as trees that are 6
inches diameter at breast height [dbh], ar 10 inches dbh aggregate for multidrunk trees) by
impismenting the following measures:

+  Aqualified arborist (defined as an interrafional Sociely of Arboriculture [ISA] cerlified arborist or
a ¢onsulling arhorist who is 2 member of the Amercan Sociely of Consulling Arborists [ABCA])
or a quaiifiad biologisi shall identify the location of fencing to be instalied arcund trees fo be
retained.

_nw%mﬁ lmpact Summary Mitigation Measure tewing & o . . implementation
©. Responsible Reviewing Monitering and Reporting Actions Schedule
Approval
Party Parly
+  The tralning shall also include education regarding the importance of preventing the spread of
invasive non-native species. ’
+ i new construction personnet are added to the project, the contractor shall ensure that new
parsonnel receive fraining before they start working. The subsequant fraining of persannel can
include a videotape of the initial training and/or the use cf written materials rather than in-person
training by a biclagist,
Mitigation Measure BIO-1b: Install Wildlife Exclusion Fencing along the Perimeter of the 1. SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents inelude 1. Design
Construction Work Area and Implement General Measures to Avoid Impacts to wuu__nmc~m witdilfe uﬁﬁmoaow measures (e.g., "
Special-Status Species and Sensitive Natural Communities mwwnm_mm%mm_w_wm%mww .ﬁmwwonwwwmmwﬂmmmﬁwwﬁ .
To prevent special-status species from moving through the project area, the SFPUC orits of protective mats m_.ummm Fimits, m»m.v and
contractors shall install temporary exclusion fancing arcund the project boundares (including requirements related to tree protection. Design
access roads, staging areas, ste.) within 1 week prior to the start of construction activities. The project to minimize tree removal
SFPUC shalf ensure that the termparary fancing is continuously maintained until alf construction
aclivities are compieled and that construction equipment is confined 10 the designated work areas, . N . ap truct
including any off-site mitigation areas and access thereto, The fence shall be made of suitable 2. SFPUC CM 2. SFPUC BEM m‘mwwwcﬂmmmwﬁww_bmwo: of fencing around - Treconsirueion
material that does not allow any of the animals listed above to pass through or over, and the boitorn q.mmnm (Ceriffied o -
shak be buried to a depth of at least § inches such that these species cannot crawl under the fence, | arboristor
In addition, the fence shall include one-way funnels fo allow special-status wildlife spedies 1o escape biologist}
if they become trapped within the site. The exclusion fencing shall not cross Alameda Creek, but . ) .
shall be installed around the perimeter of the construction work areas on beth sides of Alameda 3. SFPUC BEM w mem_w_..wwm _,mﬂ_ms_ _.mm_”.._am%w onmM. 3. Preconsteuction
Creek to confine California red-legged frogs to the creek channel and discourage them from moving | 3 CM Team om__.%:nwﬂ ow_Mm W_wmwmco%w_ mm ow_m mm and Construction
into the work area from the creek (Biologist} a Ians, Mulnng QUG 0ensY
in . appraval If required. Monitor wildlife exclusion
A USFWS-approved biclogical monitor shalt be on-gite during installadon of the fencing to survay for wmwmmmmwﬁmwn_mw and document aciivity in
and relocate any animals to the outsids the work area boundases. Federally isted spacies shall N g l0gs.
only be refocated if authorized by the USFWS. State-listed species shall only be relocated if X . .
authorized by CDFG. ‘The exciusion fencing shall be removed only after construstion of the project 4, SFPUG BEM | 4. Monitor to ensure that contractor implements | 4. Construction
is entirely completed. 4. CM Team applicable measures (e.g., delineates work

zongs; ensures presence of & bintogical
monitor where/when reqguired; instalis
speaiaityfexclusion fencing, implements
buffers; installs tree proteciion, efc.) in coniract
daecuments, Report nonsompliance and ensure
eorrechive acfion.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact
Ho. Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

RMaonitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approvail
Party

Monitering and Reporting Actions

implemantation
Schedtle

Ina

Prior to the start of construction, the SFPUC or its contractors shall insiall a 4-foot tall fence at
the fimits of constrisction, sutside the dripiine of 2 trees that are o be retsined that are within
50 fest of any grading, road improvernents, underground ulfiities, or other development activity
(identified in the feld via flagging by the qualified arborist or biologist). Also ptios to construction,
the SFPUC shafi verify that the temporary conslruction fencing is installed and approved by &
gualified arborist or biclogist, Any encroachment within these areas must first be approved by a
gualified arborist or blologist and the SEPUC.

Far native trees on slopes, a silt fence shait be installed at the upslope base of the protective
fencing to prevent soll from drifting down over the roof zong {defined as the extent of the tree
dripling) f work shall be performed upsiops of any such trees.

The contractor shall be required 1o perform any necessary pruning using the “Pruning
Guidelines” adopted by the California Deparirment of Forestry and Fire Protection and consistent
with the Alameda Counly Tree Crdinance,

ddition, the SFPUC shall ensure that the following generat measures are implemented by the
confractor to prevent and minimize impacis fo speeial-states spacles and sensiive natural
communities:

Projectrelated vehicles shall chserve 2 15-mph speed limit on unpaved roads in the praject
aréa.

The contractor shall provide closed garbage containers for the disposal of a§ food-related trash
items {a.g., wrappers, cans, botlles, food scraps). All garbage shall be collected dally from the
project site and placed in a closed container from which garbage which shafl be removed
weeldy. Consfruction personnel sha¥ not feed or otherwise attract fish or wildiife to the project
area.

No pets shall be allowed in the project area.
No firearms shall be allowed in the project area,

# vehicle or equipment maintenance is necessary, it shall be performed in the designated
staging areas. .

All workers and construcion activiies shall occur away from sensitive nalural cormrrunities.

If trenches greater than 2 feet are feft open overnight, the trench shall e#ther be coverad-at the
ard of the wark day {e.g., with plywood or other hard meteral) or one o more sscape ramps
(constructed of earth fill or wooden planks) shatt be provided. Before such holes are filled, they
shall be thoroughly inspected for irapped animals.

Project personnel shall be required fo immediately raport any hamm, injury, or mortality of 3
special-status species during eonstruction, incluging entrapment, fo the construction forsman or
bielogical monitor, The construction foreman or monitor shall immediately notify the SFPUC.
The SFPUC shall provide verbal notification to the USFWS, Endangered Species Office in
Bacramento, Califomia, andfor to the local CDIFG warden or biologist (a$ applicable) within 1
working day of the incident. The SFPUC shall follow up with writien notification to USFWS
andfor CDFG (as applicable} within 5 working days of the incident. All observations of spacial-
status species shalfl be recorded on CNDDB field sheets and sent to CDFG by the SFPUC or
representative blological monitor.
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Impact-
Mo,

Impact Summary

MITIGATION HONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implamentation and Reporting

Responsible

vmnw‘

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

WMonitoring and Reporting Actions

implementation
Schedule

» The spread of invasive non-native piant species and plant pathogens shall be avoided or
minimized by implementing the folflowing measures:

= - Construction equipment shall zrrive at the project clean and free of soll, seed, and plant
parts to reduce the lefthood of introducing new weed species.

= Any imporied fill material, scil amendments, gravel ete., required for constauction and/or
rastoration activities that woeuld be placed within the upper 12 inches of the ground surface
shall be free of vegelation and plant material.

e Certified, wesd-free, imported erosion-conirol materials {or rice straw in cwﬁ:a areas) shall
be used exclusively, ¥ possibie,

= Toreducs the movement of invasive weeds info uninfasted areas, the coniractor shall
stockpile topsoll removed during excavation of trenches or test pits, which shal be
subsequently replaced during re-establishment of disturbed project areas.

» Tress within the project sits areas shall be assessed for symploms of sudden oak death
and the potential presence of Phytophthora ramorum. |f diseased trees are identified within
the work area, site contrels shall be utiized to minimize the spread of infected ptant and soil
material to other project locations by segregating any removat materiat from other plant and
soil materia? and by providing for vehicle/egquipment wash dawn before moving squipment
to other work Jocations. The Alameda County registered professional forester shall ba
consultad gior to disposal of any diseased trees. Soll removed fom the immediate vicinity
of an infected tree shall not be used for site restoration and may require disposai ata
landill,

Implementation of these measures during construction and site restoration shall be verified by a
biclogical or enwirenmentat monitor. -

gation Measure BIO-Te: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys and Monitor Construction
Activities for California Tiger Salamander, California Red-Legged Frog, Western Pond Turtls,
and Alameda Whipsnake ’

Pre~Construction Surveys

Prior to Initial ground-disturbance activiies, 2 USPWS-approved biologist shalt survey the
construction arez and the immediate vicinily for the presence of California tiger salamanders,
California red-legged frogs, and Alameda whipsnakes, as follows:

= Califeria figer salamander. Not more than 2 weeks prior to the onset of work activities
{inciuding equipment mobilization) and immediataiy prior to commencing work, the USFWS-
approved biologist shall survey upland habitat in the profect area suitable for California tiger
szfamanders and suitable refuge/burrow sites. As feasible, refuge/burrow areas identified within
fhe project boundary shall be tsmperarily fenced and avoided. At locations whare potential
refuge/ourrows are identified and cannot be avoided, the burrows shall be excavated by hand
prior ko consiruction. If a burrow is occupied, the individual ammat shall be moved to a natural
burrow or artificial burrow constructed of PVC pipe within 0.25 mile of the project area,
Excavation and relocation shall only be conducted by USFWS-approved biclogists and only in
accordance with authorization by USFWS in a blalogical apinion.. Preconstrustion surveys shall
also be conducied prier to the placement of and spoils in the Norih or South Quarry Pits, and
any individuats found shall be relocated to sutable adjacent aguatic habitat,

1. 8FPUC EMB

2. CM Team
{Bioiogist)

3. CM Team
(Biologist)

4, CM Team

1. SFPUC BEM

2. 8FPUC BEM

3. SFPUC BEM

4. SFPUG BEM

1. Ensure that contract documents include
requirement for Contractor to provide agvance
notification of constnzclion activities to SFPUC
atiow SFPUC to perform preconstruction
SUVeys.

2, Oblain and review resume or ather
documentaticn of consulting biologist's
qualifications, including obtaining agency
approval ¥ required.

3. Conduct preconstruction biclogical survays
and construction biolngical monitoring and
related activities. Document activities in
morntoring logs,

4. Monitor te ensure that contractor implements
anplicable measures in confract documents.
Report noncompliance and ensure coractive
action.

1. Design

2. Preconsiruction

3. Preconstruction
and Construction

4. Consfruclion

Sunol Valley Water Treatmant Plant MWRP, Attschment B

PAGE 11 QF 28

Decambar 20069
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mpact
No,

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implemantation and Reporting

Respansible
Party -

Roviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

implementation
Schedule

= California red-legged frog. Not more than 2 weeks prior to the onset of work activities {inciuding
equipment mobilization) and immediately prior to commencing work the USFWS-approved
biologist shall survey suitable aquatic habitat (Alameda Creok) and upland habitat in the project
area for California red-ieqgged frog. Surveys of Alameda Creek shall include the creek channet
and associated riparian habitat within the project area and 1000 feet downstream of the project
area. The biologist shall survey upfand habitat for potential burows/aestivation sites. The same
methodalogy for the preconstruction surveys of upfand habitat for burrows, fencing burrows, and
for excavating and relocating individual animals, i found, shall be implemented as described
above for California tiger salamander. Praconstruction surveys shall also be conducted prior to
the placement of and spoils in the North or South Quary Pits, and any individuals found shall be
relecated fo suitable adjacent aquatic habitat

+ Western Pond Turfle. Not more than 2 weeks prior to the onset of worik acfivities {including
equipment mobilization) and immediately prior {0 commencing work, a qualified biologist shail
survey suitable aquatic habitat {Alameda Creek) and upland habi#lat in the project area for
westemn pond furtle. Surveys of Alameda Creek shall include the gresk channet and assodiated
riparian habitat within the project area and 1000 feet downstream of the project area. If any
pond turtles are found within the creek, they shall be moved 0.25 mile downstream on the
project area in Alameda Creek, as authorized by CDFG in a Memorandum of Understanding.
The blologist shall survey upland habitat for the presence of nests containing pond turtle
hatchlings and egys. All nes{s containing hatchiings or eggs identified within the project
boundary shall be temperarily fenced and avoided,

« Alameda whipsnake. Not more than 2 weeks prior to the onset of work aclivities (intluding
equipmment mobilization) and immediately prior lo commendging work, a USFWS.approved
binlogist shall conduct a reconnaissance survey of upland habitat in the project area suitable for
Alameda whipsnake. If an Alameda whipsnake is found, the approved biologist shall relocate
the species to qut of the construction area,

Excavation, relocation, or collapse of buzrows of federally listed species shall only ba conducted as
authorized by the USFWS, for state-isted species as authorized by CDFG, or by both agencies for
species that are protecied at both the federa! and state level,

Construction Monitoring

At the beginning of each workday dusing initial ground a_mﬁc_dmuom {including grading, excavation,
and vegetation.removal activities) and dwsing the rainy season, a USFWS-approved biologist shail
ernduct onsite monitoring for the presence of Califomia tiger salamanders, California red-legged
frogs, and Alameda whipsnakes in the arez where ground disturbance weuld acour, as folloivs:

+ Survey Alameda Cresk and the guarry-pit ponds prior to any ground disturbing or
vegetalion-removal activities at or near these areas.

+ inspect the wildsfe exclusion fence to ensure that it does not have any tears or holes, that the
base of the fence is stilf buried, and that no individuals have been trapped on or outside of the
fence.

+  Cilosely manitor any California figer salamanders, California red-legged frogs, and Alameda
whipsnakes if found along, on, or outside the fence until they move away from the canstruction
area. If they do not move oul of the consiruction area, a USFWS-approved biologist shall move
them as specified below.

+ Check 2l open frenches or holes and under pariced vehicles for the presence of California tiger
salamanders, California red-legged frogs, and Alameda whipsnakes,
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if any of these species is found by the biological monitor or construction personnel within the work
area, construction activities shalf cease in the immediate vicinity of the individual untii the USFWS
ang/or CDFG is contacted and the animal has been removed, as allowed by the USFWS's
Binlogical Opinion for the preject, from the construction area by a USFNS-approved biologist and is
released near a suitable busrow or other sultable habilal at least 1,000 feet away from the
consiruction area, or until the animat moves an its cwn away from the construction area.

The biclogical moniior shall not stay onsite for the entire day, but shalt remain on-call in case any of
these animals are discovered and need o be moved. The SFPUC shall designate the SFPUC
Resident Engineer as the point of contact in the event that a California figer salamanders, Califomia
red-tegged frogs, or Alameda whipenakes s discoverad onsite when the biclogical monitor is not
presant.

‘The rainy seascn shall be determined by rainfall sach year, Rainy season monitoring shall begin
Immediately after the first rainfall in the falf and continue until 3 weeks after the last rain in the
spring. If itrains again after this fime, then daily monitoring shall recommence until 3 waeks past
thase rains.

[uring {he non-rainy seascn, and once all initial ground-disturbing activitiss are completed, the
hiclogicat monitor shall perform spot checks of the project area at least once a week for the duration
of constnsclion fo ensure that the perimeter fence is in goed order, frenches are being covered if left
open overnight {or escape ramps are being provided), project persanne! are conducting checks
beneath parked vehicles prior to their movement, that no individual animals are located outside or
inside the construction fencing, and that all other regquired biological protection measures are being
complied with.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1d: Prepare and implemesnt a Vegetation Rostoration and
Compensation Plan

The SFPUC shall prepare a Vegetation Resforafion and Compensation Fian {Plan) and shall ensure
that the Plan is successfully implemented by the contracior. The Plan shall inckide, at 2 minimum,
detaiied specifications for invasive weed control, restoring all temporarly disturbed areas,
compensating for the temporal impacts of temporary disturbance to water and wetlands, and
compensating for the foss of all psrmanently disturbed areas in the project area, The plan shall afso
indicate the best time of year for seeding to oceur. Plantings undsriaien betweesn Aprit 15 and
Cotober 15 shall inchide regular watering to ensure adeguate growth.

To facilitate preparation of the Plan, prior to construction, the SFPUC shall ensure that additionat
pre-construction surveys of the areas are conducted by a qualified bofanist (Le., a botanist with
experience in idendifying piant species, plant communities, and wetlands in this area) to cofiect
detailed baseline vegstation composition data including species ocourrance, vegetation
cheracterization (free diameter size, ste.}, and percent cover.

The Plan shall be ncluded In the SFPUC™s permit-application packages submitted to the USACE,
RWQCS, CDFG, and USFWS. The SFPUC shall ensure that 2 USFWS- and CDFG-approved
biologist reviews rastoration efforts in grassland aress and oversess restoration effords in 2l of the
other vegetation communities. Described below are the minimum restoration and compensation
measures that shall be included in the Plan.

1, BFPUGC EMB

2. SFPUC BEM
(Quatified
botanist for
preconstruction
vegotation)

3. SFPUC BEM

1. SFPLIC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

3. SFPUC BEM

1. Ensure that onesite restoration requirements,

‘InGluding sudden oak death confrols (if

necessary), and invasive species contro!
measures are included in the contract
documents {e.g., seed mix and invasive weed
cantrof).

2. Develop Vegetation Restoration and
Compensation Pian in accordance with
mitigation requirements, include docurmeniation
of qualifications of hotanist {e.g., resume?}, and
perform detailed vegetation survays. Submil to
applicable agencies and incorporate
recommendations,

3. Design off-sits habitat compensation in
accordance with mitigation requirements
through a coordinated program with other
mitigation efforts, such as through a future
Habitat Reserve Program {HRP), Submit o
applicable agencies and incorporate
recommendations,

1. Design

2. Preconstruction

3. Design
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
Implementation and Reporting
Impact P Implementation
Impact Summai Mitigation Measura - — b
No. P i 9 Responsible NM..EEEQ_N Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schadule
pprova
Party Party
Invasive Weed Controt Measures i
4, CM Team 4. SFPUG BEM | 4. Ensure that environmental training includes | 4 oo onasniotion
Invasive weeds such as yellow star-thistle, purple star-thistle, ltalian thistle, bull thistle, barb goat information cn invasive weed coniro! -
grass, and madusa head grass readily colonize solls that have been distrbed by grading or ather measires.
machanical disturbance. To avoid or minimize the introduction or spread of Invasive weeds Inte
uninfested areas, the SFPUC shall incorporate the following measures into the consiruction plans &, i trees are found to have symptoms of 5. Construction
and specifications for work; 5. CM Team §. SFPUC BEM sudden oak death, dosument that an Alameda
County _,mmmmﬁm_.wnﬁnsmmn_mmmusmw %mm consulted
. jor to di 'of any diseased iraes.
+  Conslruction gquiprment shail arive at the project clean and free of scil, seed, and plant parts to prior to dispasa ) LA m
reduca the likelihood of introducing new weed species. 6. CM Toam 6. SFPUC BEM | 6. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 6. Construction
o Anydmported il material, soil amendrments, gravel eto., required for construction and/or (Riclogical or mﬁuwﬂﬁﬂwmwdmmwmﬁnﬂ: Smwm%w MM%MJNMMQ
restoration activities that would be placed within the upper 12 inches of the ground surface sha% | Environments! and ensure n%%mo?m mn_.mm%n. P '
be free of vegetation and plant material, i Inspector)
e Cerlified, weed<frea, imported erosion-conirol materials (or rice straw in upland areas) shall be )
used sxclusively. 7. SEPUC BEM 7. SFPUC BEM | 7. Implement off site habitat compensation, 7. n@:m.wdn_a: and
+ The enwironmental awareness training program for construction personnel shall include an 1 %M“Mmo:“_m_moﬁ:mwoﬂ
orientation regarding the importance of preventing the spread of invasive weeds. "
i t g itori -
= To reduce the movement of invasive weeds into uninfested areas, the contractor shall stockpile | 8. SFPUC wa_.ww %O W Wm.q.%mwmm%mMm%ﬁ%ﬁoﬂﬂﬂm%%hﬂﬂ:wmﬁﬁﬁ 9 1, Monitaring (Fost
topseit removed during excavation of trenches or test pits, which shall be subsequently replaced | NRLMD to the agencies as required. Construction)
during re-establishment of disturbad project areas. Pert dd
. Q. ocliment iong-term monitorin, -
« [mpiementation of these measures during construction and site restoration shali be verified by a m.. m.u_..ﬂ__u%o of om.mmmsrwwzm” Saumnmmn_m: areas. maqam 9. Monitoring (Post
hiclogical or environmental manitor, m%wﬂmum._n uonc,ammmmmc: ta the regulatory agencies as Constructon)
Minimum Restoration Measures required.
Restoration areas are those areas thal are disiurbed on-site but would be restored to their baseline
condifions as defined by the success criteria described below. In order 1o restore Hhese areas, the
SFPUC shat implement ihe following:
» Stockpile the topsail separately from subscil, repiace soil layers in the same order they wera
removed, and resiore the nalural grade and contours of the area.
s For grassland vegetation areas, reseed the affected areas with a noninvasive native grass and
fort seed mix. .
+ Forthe perennial wetland removed during construgtion, replant the affected area with plants of
similer size and in simitar density as were removed.
« For native trees (defined as trees that are 6 inches diameter at breast height or 10 inches for
multi-tree trunks), replant affested areas with the same species with either three replacement
trees of 15-gallon size for any native mature tree within the County right-of-way of Calavaras
Road; or on an inch by inch basis for any native mature iree outside the County right-of-way or
as otherwise agreed to with the USFWS and CDFG.
Minimum Compensation Measures
Cornpansation argas are those areas whsre vegstation plantings shall ooour in off-site areas not
disturbed by project construction to compensate for temporal and permanent vegetation losses
oresite. i order to compensate for any such temporal and parmanently disturbed areas, the SFPUC
shaill implement the following: |
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Impact
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implamentation
Schedule

s Foralf habital types, replant other nearby existing disturbed areas on SFPUG property with
similar spacies from locally coliectsd propagules and implement legal instruments (such a5
conservation easernents or simifar development constraint and habitat management funding
guarantess) to manage the areas for habitat resources in perpstuity {i.e., not to be used for
other geveloprent projects) al a minimum ratio of 1 acre {or portion) restored $o 1 acre {or
portion) lost or greater acreage basis (as determined in consullation with applicable permitting
agengies}).

+  For grasslands, seed (he compensation area with a noninvasive nafive grass and forb seed mix.

s For the perennial wetiand along the access road, reestablish a parennial wetiand or replant
riparian vegetation along Alameda Greek eifher in or near the project area on a minimum 1:1 or
greater acreage hasis {as determined i consuliation with applicable permitling agencies) and
implemant legal instruments {such as conservation easements or similar development
constraint and habitat management funding guarantees} o manage the areas for habitat
resources in perpetully {i.e., not io be used for other development projects).

*  As an altemative to the above compensation methods, or in combinafion with, the SFPUC may
also contribute to a mitigation bank approved by the USFWS andlor CDFG for the affected
vegetation types.

Minimum Success Criteria
The success criteria for restoring temporarily disturbed areas shall be as follows:

+ Al areas of grassland, woodland, ripanian, or wetlands nof permanently disturbed shall be
restored {o their bassline condition. Percent cover and vegeiation composition (other than non-
native annual grassiand) shall meet or excesd bassline cover and composifion condilion.

» Temporanly ivipacted and restored upland areas shall be monitored at least once a year for at
least 3 years or greater, as determined in consultation with ap ble' permitting agencies
andfor as needsd to verdfy whethsr the vegetation is fully established and seif-sustaining.
MonHoring of herbaceous and shrub species in wetfands shall be for at ieast 5 years or greater.,
Manitaring of riparizn trees shall be for at least 10 years or greater.

»  |f fult maturity of sfow-growing vegetation wili take longer than 3 years {for upland vegelation), &
vears (wefland shrubs/herbaceocus plants), or 10 years (riparian frees), such species shall be
{ully established and self-susiaining in order o meet the criteria and the monitaring period shall
be extended accordingly 1o verify whether the vegstation is fully established and self-sustaining.

o Upland restoration areas shall be monitored for invasive plants annually in the first 3-ysars
foliowing repianting. If invasive piants are found during the 3-year monitoring period, they shalt
be removed as necessary to support meeting the cover and vegetation composition suscess
criteria. Wetland areas and riparian trees shall be moniiored for the first § and 10 years,
respactively, for invasive species. The relative cover of invasive plant species shall not excead 5
percent in any vear. invasive plant spacies shall be definad as any highly invasive non-native
species (Tier 1) or moderately invasive non-native specias {Tier 2) listad in the Water Board's
Fact Sheet for Wetiand Projects.

o The eariest that success criteria can first be met for upland vegetation is 3 years after
restoration, for wetland vegetation is 5 years, and for riparian frees Is 10 years. Maintenance
and monitoring shall continue until the success citeria are met,
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+  Alternatively, if success criteria cannot be met within 3 years for upland vegetation (or 5 or 10
years for wetiand m:n riparian trees), the SFPUC may explors altamative mitigation options,
such as off-site compensation or mitigation credits, with the apglicable resource agsncles.

The sucgess criteria for compensation planting for permanently disturbed areas shall be as follows:

+ Al plantings shall replace permanent losses on at least a- 131 basis on an acreage basis (or
greater rafio as getermined in consultation with applicable pemmitting agencies). Pergent cover
and vegetation composition for permanent new plantings shall be similar to a nearby reference
s#e condition defined as a variation of no more than 30 pergent from the reference site cover
and composition condition, For watfand 833%28: areas, evidence of planned hydro-period
(#.9. inundation duration} and positive fleld indicators of wettand hydrology {such as wefland
vegetation, wetland soils and/or observed inundation) shall be established.

s Compensation planfing areas sha¥ be monitored at least once a year for at least 5 years except
that oak woodland compensation planting areas shall be monitored for at least 7 years.

»  [ffull maturity of siow-growing vegetation will take longer than 5 years {or cak frees will take
longer than 7 years), such species shall be fully established and self-sustaining in order to meet
the success criteria,

* Compensation planing areas shall be monitored for invasive piants annually in the first 5 years
following replanting (or 7 years for areas of oak woodland). If invasive plants are found during
the S-year monitoring pericd (or 7 year period), they shall be removed as necessary to support
megeting the cover and vegetation composition success critera,

» Success criteria for invasive species shall be that the absolute cover of invasive species be less
than § percent in any given year,

+  Sucocess oriterfa shall be assessed within 5 years affer restoration (or 7 years for oak
woodiand). Maintenance and monitoring shalt continue until the success criteria are met.

¢ Alternatively, if success criteria cannot be met within § years (ar 7 years for oak woodland), the
SFPUC may explore altemnative mitigation options, such as off-site compsnsation or mitigation
credits, with the applicable resource agendgies.

Mitigation Measure BiO-fe: Compensate for Permanent Loss of Upland Habitat for California
Tiger Salamander, California Red-Legged Froy, and Alameda Whipsnake

The SFPUC shall compensate for any permanent loss of upland habitat for Californla tiger
salamander, Califormia red-legged frog, and Alameda whipsnake by elther praserving sulteble habitat
within an off-site USFWS and CDFG-approved conservation area or through creation, enhancement
or restoration of suitable habitat within the SFPUC Alameda Watershed near the project area. If off-
site presarvation is used as mitigation, permanent effecls shall be compensated at a ratio of 1:1 or
greater, as determined In consultation with USFWS and CDEG.

if creation, enhancerment, or restoration of upland habitat is used as mitigation, the SFPUC shall
idendify sutable mifigation sites immediately adjacent to existing habitat for these spaciss In the project
atea and create, enhance or restore at least 1 acre of habitat for every atre psrmanently disturbed
(1:1 ratio or greatsr, as determined in consultation with COFG and USFWS),

1. §FPUC BEM

2. 5FPUC BEM

1. SFPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

1. Design off-site habitat compensation in
accordance with mitigation requirements
through a coordinated programn with other
mitigation efforts, such as through a future
Habitat Reserve Frogram (HRP). Submit to
applicable agencies and incorporate
rgcommendations.

2. implement off-site :mwwﬂﬁ compensatien.

1, Dasign

2. Construction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Manitoring and Reporting Program

impact Implemantation and Reporting Implementation
Ne, Impact Summary Wiigation Measure . Revlewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Responsibls Appraval
Party Party
Compensations areas shall be permanantly restisted from development through binding conditions . uc 2. SEPUG 3, Perform and document long-term: monitering | 3, Menitoring (Post
P 3. BFP : ; 1 g {
incorporated into a legal instrument such as a conservation sasement, NRLMD NRLMD w* owﬂm%m ww..w%mmr Wmﬁw_m&mﬂ%wmmﬂwﬁﬁw@. Construction}
rovi
Where habitat impacts for any of these species overlap, mitigation shall be combined. Thatis, the agencies as required.
ioss of each habitat iype shall be mitigated once.
For each compensation site, proposed methods for compensgalion and proposed monitoring plan
and success oriteria shall be included in the Restoration and Campensation Plan that shall be
developed by the SFPUC and approved by USFWS and CDFG pricr to construction.
BID2 Temporary and implement Mifigation Measures BIO-1a, 8i0-1b, BiC-1¢, BiC-1d, BIO-1e, HYD-1a ang HYD-1b . - . .
Permanent Loss of
Sujtable Habifat for
and Patendial Injury
or Mortality of
California Red-
iegged Freg
BIO-3 Potential Degradation wmplement Mitigation Measures BIC-1a, BIO-1b, BiO-1¢, BIO-14, BIO-1s, HYD-1a and HYD-1b . - - R
of Suitable Habitat '
and Potential infury
or Martality of Foothili
Yellow-Legged Frog
and Western Pond
Turlle
BIO4 Temporary and Implement Mitigation Measures BIO-1a, BiO-1b, BiO-1¢, BIC-1d and BIO-1e . B . -
Permanent Loss of
Suitabie Habitat for
and Poiential Injury
or Mortality of
Atameda Whipsnake
BIO-5 Wmauoﬂma.ﬂ and .| Implement Mitgation Measures BIO-7a an'BIO-d and the following: 1. SFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUC BEM m a.Mm.MwMM%wﬂ.wMﬂﬂwMmeﬁ:%ﬂ%mﬂﬂﬁﬂWnnw 1. Design
mmwmmmﬂmwmwwmwm notification to SFFUC of construction activities
1 . . . = to allow SFPULC fo perform praconstruction
and Potential Injury Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Active Burrowing Owl SUIVEYS.
or Mortafify of Burrows and Impiement CEFG Guidelines for Burrowing Cwl Mitigation, if Necessary
Westem Bumowing | oo ctruction surveys shalt be conducted to locats active burrowing ow! burraws in fhe prject 2. Obtain ang review resume or other 2. Preconstruction
Oui 2. CM Team 2. §FPUC BEM ! e
area and in a 250-foot-wide buffer zone around the project ares. The SFPUC sheali retain a qualified | (Biologist) mmwﬂ_ﬁwmwm«wa of consulting biclegist's
biotogist to conduct preconstruction surveys for astive burrows according to CDFG guidelines ’
{1995) two weeks prior to construction and immediately before construction. If no burrawing owls .
are detecled duting these surveys, no further mitigation. is required. 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Conduct precensiruction biolegicat surveys | 3. Pracenstruction
if burrewing owis are detected in the 'survey area, the following measures shall be implemented: (Biciogist) w%m%m:wwﬂ.ﬂmnw Wwwmmmwﬂmmmwﬁwmwwﬂm and Constructon
= From February 1 through August 31 {the nesting season for burrowing owls), oecupled burrows wmwaﬁwmﬂﬁ mwmw_mmw@ mwm_mm_uﬁwoﬂwﬁ e habital;
shall not be disturbed along with a 250-foot buffer zone or simitar area established in permitte: ._mwuB,._mww mmﬁmu_._mz:m buffer zones;
caordination with CDFG. agency consultation; ete.). Document
manitering activities in fogs. Consult with
CDFG as required.
«  From September 1 through January 31, which is the non-nesting season, when destrucion of | 4- CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM mrﬂwﬁwﬂ%ohwwmhwmﬁﬂ m;oﬂmw_,%mmwﬂ«am:ﬁ 4. Construction
occupied burmows by project aslivities or construction within 250 feet of an oooupied burrow s
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unavoidable, a quakified biologist shall work with the SFPUC to enhance {e.g., enlarge or clear
of debris} other existing, unsuitable burrews in the immediate projact vicinity or to create new
burrows {install artificiat burrows) at a ratio of 2:1 on suitable fands, or as otherwise agread fo by
the CDFG. Newly created burrows shal follow guidelines established by CDFG, Enhancemsnt
or creation of new burrows sha¥ happen prior to passive rejocation of owls. Passive relocation
of awis shall be conducted only during the non-breeding season and prior {o construstion within
250 feet of an occupied burrow. Passive relocation techniques {e.g., installing one-way doors at
burrow entranices) shall be used by a CDFG-approved biologist instead of irapping. At lnast 1
week sheuld be allowed to accomplish passive relecation and to allow owls fo acclimate to
alternate burrows. The biologist shall identify when passive relccation and acclimation has been
compiated and construction may proceed in the Tormer oscupied burrow area.

If secupled burrows are found and the owis rieed fo be relocated, the SFPUG shall offset the
loss of foraging and burmow habitat in the project area by either acquiring mitigation credits or
permanently protecting a minimum of 6.5 acres {per 1995 CDFG guidance) of foraging habitat
per otoupied burrow identified in the project area, The protected lands shall be located adiacent
1o the occupled burrowing owl habitat. The focation of the pratected lands shall be determined in
coordination with CDFG. The SFPUC shall alsa prapare a monitaring plan and provide long-
tarm management and monitoring of the protecied lands. The monitaring plan shall specify
BuCCess ctiteria, identify remedial measures, and require an annual report to be submitted to
COFG for a minimum of 5 years.

{i.6., compliance wih any establshed
avoidance or buffer zones), report §
noncompliance and ensure comective action.

BIC-6

Loss of Suitable Nest
Trees and Pofential
Disturbance, Injurny or
Mortality of Nesting
Special-Status and
other Migratery Birds

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-%2 and the following:

Mitigation Measura BIO-6: Remove Trees and Shrubs during the Non-breeding Season
(August 16-February 14) for Birds or Conduct Nesting Bird Surveys, and Establish
No-Disturbance Buffers, as Appropriate

The SFPUC shall conduct construction and tree and shrub removal during the non-breeding season
(generally August 16 through February 14) where feasible to avaid impacts to migratory birds
including raptors.

i construction activities must ocour during the breeding season (Fobruary 15-August 15}, the
SFPUC shall:

*

Retain a qualified wildlife bictogist wha is exparienced in identifying bird nests and bresding
behaviors o conduct nesting-bird surveys in and within 500 feet of the project site. These
surveys shall be condueted within 1 week prior o initiation of construction activiies {including
preconstruction activities such as fence installation) at any fime between February 15 and
August 15, if no active nests or roosts are detected during surveys, then no addional
mitigation is required.

i migratory bird or raptor nests are found in the consfruction area o in the adjacent surveyed
area, a no-disturbance buffer shall be established arcund the aesting location to aveid
disturbance or destruction of the nest site unfil after the breeding season or after 2 wildiife
biologist determines that the young have fledged (usually iate-June through mig-July).

1. SFPUG EMB

2, CM Team
{Biologist)

3. CM Team

1. BFPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

3, 5FPUC BEM

1, Enswre that requirements related {o tree
removal i included in contract documants.

2. Conduct precanstruction biological surveys
as required. Document monitoring aclivilies in
logs. Consult with agencies as required.

3. Monitor fo ensure that the contractor
implements measures in contract documents
{i.., timing resirictions and compliance with
any established avoidance or buffer zones),
repert noncompliance and ensure corrective
action.

1. Design

2. Preconsiruction
and Construction

3. Construction

Sunel Valley Water Treatment Plant MMRP, Attachment 8
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

mpact

Monitoring and Reporfing Program

Implementation and Reporting

Impact Summa Mitigation Measure - Implementation
Mo. B 4 gali Responsible mw_msmum_w Monltoring and Reporting Actions Scheduts
pRrova
Party Party
The extent of these buffers shall be determined by a wildlife biologist in consultation with the
applicable resource agencies (l.e., USFWS andlor CDFG} and shall depend on the level of
noise of construction disturbance, fine of sight between the nest and the disturbance activity,
ambient levels of noise and other disturbances, and other topographical or arificial barriers.
These faciors shail be analyzed and used by a quafitied wildlife biologist to assist the YSFWS
andlor COFG in making an appropriate decision on buffer distances. Tress and shrubs thal
contain nests may be removad after a qualifist wildlife biclogist determines that the young have
X fledged.
BIO-7 Potential Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1a and the following: 1. 8FPUCEMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract decuments include . Design
Disturbance, Injury or reguirement for Contractor to provide
Mortality of and Loss | Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Cenduct Preconstruction Surveys for Sensitive Bats and MﬂMWaMMWﬂ_%Mwwmﬂw:ﬁmwmmwhw%ﬂﬂ%% to
of Polential Reosting | Impisrment Avoidance and Minimization Measures if Found SUIVEYS, B NeCessary.
Hebitat for Pallid Bat | within 1 week prior to tres removal, 2 qualified biclogist shafl strvey any trees that shall be removed
during project construction for roosting bats. Bats may be present any time of the year. The biologist 2. Obtain and revi th .
shalt thoroughty search trees that provide apprepriate 7oosting habitat for bats (trees with foliage, M_wo_g Team 2. SFPUC BEM | o e ation %.mn%:mm_mm@mcwmmwmmmmm 2. Praconstruction
cavities, or that are holiow) for bats or evidence of bats. If ne roosting bats or evidence of bats are {Biologist) qualifications.
found, removat of frees may proceed. if bals are found or evidence of use by bats is present, trees
shalt he mapped and marked with flagging. The SFPUC shalt ensure that the trees are not removed 3. Gonduct preconsiruction biclogical surveys .
until CDFG has been consulted for guidance on measuras to aveld and minimize disturbance of the wmnwg ._.mﬁmw: 3. 8FPUC BEM and nomun_.:u:os biological monitoring and ¥ Mrwmwmwﬁmww:
bats. Meastres may inciude tefering free removal, moriworing trees and exchuding bais Fom = tree iolagist) related activilies (e.q., fagging areas to be
until it is removed, and implementation of a temporary construction buffer to avoid dishurbance of uwenma_ﬁmm mw_.m”w_wms_wwm beiffer zones; agency
oung before they ate able to fly (for palid bats, this pericd is between April and August}. consultation; etc.). Document monitoring
young ¥ y (forp P Ap gust) activities in logs. Consult with CDFG as
raquired.
4. CM Tearn 4. SFPUC B&M | 4. Monitor o ensure that the contractor 4. Sonstruction
irmplements measures in contract documents
(i.e., compliance with any established
avoidance or buffer zones), report .
noncompliance and ensure corrective action,
BIO-10 Potentiat impiement Miligation Measure BlO-1a ang the foliowing: 1. SEPUIC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that coniract documents include 1. Design
Disturbance, Injury, : requirement for Contractor fo provide advance
or Mortality of San Mitigation Measure Bi0-10: Conduet Pre-Construction Surveys for Dusky-footed Woodrat ﬂ%Wmmﬂ_Mw.Wucmuﬂﬂcmﬂﬂhmsm«w%nmﬁ%wﬂm_wm
Francisco Dusky- and Implement Avoidance and Minimization Measures If Found surveys P P
Footad Woodrat Not more than 2 weeks prior in disturbance or vegetation removal in suitable habitat for :
dusky-fosted woodrat {riparian willow forest/scrub) a qualified biologist shelt conduct a pre- 2, Obtain and review resume or other
construction survay for stick nests of woodrats. The survey shall be conducted in the riparian willow | 5 oM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | decumentation of consuiting biologist's 2. Preconstruction
forestiscrub habitat along Alameda Creek. Locations of nests within the survey area shall be {Bioiogist) qualifications,
fiagged and mapped. Woodrat nests within the constnzction areas shall be fenced and avoided. Ifit 3. Conduct preconstruction biclogical surveys
is determined that avoidance is not possible, the SFPUC shall consulf with CDFG to determine if 1. SFOUC BEM and construetion biclogical monitoring and .
{rapping woodrats {using live-traps) and disassembling nests is warranted. - related actvities (e.g., lagging areasto be 3. Precanstruction
pratecied; relocating as approved, establishing | and Construction
buffer zones; agency consultation; etc.).
[Cocument monitoring activities in logs. Consult
with COFG as required.
4, ?%026_. fo ensure that the no:ﬂwnﬂoq )
4. SERPUC BEM | implemsnis measures in contract documents N
4. CM Team {i.2., compliance with any established 4. Corstruction
avoifance or buffer zones), report
noncompiiance and ensure corrective action.
Sungl Vatley Water Ti Prnt MMRP, Atach t B PAGE180OF 28 Dacembar 2008




MITIGATION MONITORING AND REFORTING FROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

implementation and Reporting

+ Instali a silt fence adjacent to all wetfands and drairages to be avoided within 50 faet of any
proposed construction activity and install signs that read, *Environmentally Sensitive Area —
Keep Out.” No eguipment mobilization, grading, tlesting, or storage of equipment or
machinery, or similar acfivity, shall oceur until  representative of the SFPUC has inspected and
approved the fancing instafied around thess features. This restriction applies to both on-site
censtruction and any off-site mitigation area, if any. The SFPUC shall ensufe that the temporary
fencing is continucusly maintained until all construction activities are completed, No conséniction
activiies, ingiuding movement of equipment, storage of materials or terporary stockpifing of
spoil, shall be allowad within the fenced areas protecting wetlands.

« To minimize the degradation of wetland soils and vegetation where aveidancs is infeasible,
protective pracfices such as use of geotexiile cushions and other materials (e.g., imber pads,
prefabricated equipment pads, geotextile fabric) or vehicles with baloon tires shall be amployed
in saturated conditions {e.g., when there is noticeable rutting due to saturated condiions and
mixing of topsoil and subsoil).

+ Stabilize exposed siopes and streambanks immediately upon complation of construction
activiigs.

+  During construction, continuously remove trees, shruhs, debris, or solls that are inadvertently
deposited below the ordinary high-water mark of Alameda Creek, or any perennial wetiand in
the project area, in a manner that minimizes disturbance of the drainage bed and bank (2.g.,
manually}. Such materiais shall be setback at least 10 feet from any wetlands and dralnages
within the project site that are not otherwise direcgly disturbed by construction.

implements meagires in condract documents,
report noncompliance and ensure corrective
action,

Impact impact Summa Mitigation Measure implamentation
No. P v g Responsible | Reviewing& Monitoring and Reperting Actions Schadule
Patty Approval -
Party
BIO-11 Dewatering duting Implement Mitigation Measures BIO-1a, HYD-1a and HYD-1b - - - -
project construction
could resuit in
impacis on resident
trout/other native fish
BIO-12 Temporary or Implement Mitigation Measures BiO-1a, BIO-1b, BIC-1d, and HYD-1a - - . -
permanent impacis
on sensitive riparian
and oak woodland
nateral communities
8iC-13 | Temporary and Implement Mitigation Measures BIC-12, BIG-1b, BIO-1d, and HYD-1a and the following: 1.SFPUCEMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Design project to minimizs disturbance to 1. Design
parmanent impacts waters of the United States and state,
on wallands or Mitigation Measure BIO-13: Minimize Disturbance of Waters of the United States and Waters -
waters of the U.S. or | of the State, Including Wetlands EMB ey | 2. Ensure that mitigaGon related to construction i
of the state The SFPUC and its contractors shall minimize impacts on Waters of the United States and Waters | 2 o' T o0 2. SFPUCBEM | 2 itvities near or in waters and wetiand are | 2 DO%igP
of the State, including wetlands, by implementing lhe following measures: Included in contract documents.
= Avoid construction activities in saturated or ponded wetlands and streams (typlcally during the . : "
spring and winter) to the maximum extent feasible, Where weilands or other water fealurss 3. CM Team 3. 8FPUC BEM | 3. Identify boundarles of wetiands and other 3. Preconstrustion
: Ly \ waters prior te installation of fencing.
:&ﬂ.wm disturbed, the minimum area of disfurbance necessary for construction shall bs
identified and the arez outsids of that necessary shall be avoided. 4 CM Team 4 SFPUC BEv | 4 Moritor fo ensure that the contractor 4. Gonstruction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact Summary

Project no:mﬁ._nmo:
could degrade water
qualiy of Alameda
Creek and wetlands
as a result of erosion
and sedimentation or
a hazardous
matetials release

Mitigation Measure

Emammmo: Emmw:_.m x&u-._m. no:mwﬁﬁuo: Water Quality Best Emsmmmamzn v..mnwnmm
Consistent with the requirements of the State Water Resources Condrof Board General Permit for
Storm Waler Discharges Associated with Construction Aciivity, the proposed praject will be
undertaken in accordance with a project-specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

The $an Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the primary agency

responsibie for protecting water quality within the project ares, is responsible for reviewing and
ensuiing compliance with the SWPRP. This review is based on the general permit issued by the
State Waler Resources Controt Board. The recommended Bast Management Praclices (BMPs),
subjest to the review and approvat of the RWQCRE, include the folfowing measures. However, the
measures themselves may be altered, supplemented or deleted during the RWQCB's review
process, since the RWQCH has final authority over the terms of the SWPPP.

Scheduling
o Schedule construction to minimize ground disturbance during the rainy season,

» Sequence construction activities to minimize the amount of time that soils remain disturbed.

«  Stabilize ail disturbed scils as soon as possible ,.o__os‘_:m the completion of ground disturbing
work in any area of the project site.

o Provide plans to stabilize soil with vegetation or physical means in the event rainfal is expected.

» instail ercsion and sediment control BMPs prior to the start of any ground disturbing activities.

Erssion and Sedimentation

= Preserve existing vegstation at areas where no-construction activity is planneg or whare
construction activity will occur at a later date.

» Stabfze and revegstate disturbad areas as soon as possible after construction with panting,
seeding, and/or muich {a.g., straw or hay, erosion control blanksts, hydromuleh, or other simitar
material) except in actively cuitivated areas.

o Instalf silf Fences, coir rolis and other suitable measures around the perimeter of the project site
and staging aras and around riparian buffers, storm drains, temporary stockpiles, spoil areas,
siream channels, swales, down-slope of all exposed soil areas and other locafions defermined
nacessary to prevent offsile sedimentation.

«  Install ternporary slope breakers during the rainy season on slopes greater than 5 percent
where the base of the slope ig less than 50 fget from & water body, wetiand, or road crossing at
spacing intervals required by the RWQCB.

= Use filter fabric or other approprate measures o prevent sediment from entering storm drain
inlats.

o Datain and freat stormwater ang waier produced by construction site dewatering using
sedimentation basins, sediment traps, baker tanks or cther measures o ansure that discharges
te receiving waters meat applicable water quality objectives.

Meonitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

2. CM Team

3. CM Team

Reviewing &

Monitoring and Reporfing Actions

1. wﬂuco BEM § 1. Ensure that the contract aon_._ammwm raquire
that the contractor design, install, and maintain
stermwater controls.

2. SFPUC BEM
2 Ensure SWPPP is submitted to RWQCE for
review and implement recommendations.

3, SFPUC BEM

3. Menitor to ensure that the contractor
implarnents measures in contract documents,
including applicable erosicn control measures,
SWPPP, water gualily criteria and goals.
Repori noncompliance and ensure corrective
action.

tmplemantation
Schedule

2. Preconstruction

3. Construction

Suno! Vallay Watar T
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact
Na.

impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Impiementation and Reporting

Responsible
Parfy

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

Groundwater/Dewatering

-

Prapare a dewatering plan prior to excavation specifying methods of water colisction, transport,
freatment and discharge of all water produced by construction site dewatering.

impound water produced by dewatering in sediment retention basins or other holding facifities fo
settie the solids and provide freatment as necessary pricr to discharge to recslving waters to
meet San Francisco Bay Basin Plan water quaiity objectives.

Control discharges of water produced by dewatering to prevent erosion.

Locate sedimentation basins and other retention and freatment facilities away from waterways
to prevent silt-bearing water from reaching streams.

Tracking Controls

*

Grade and stabilize construction site entrances and exits to prevent runoff from the site, and to
prevent ercsion.

Take protective measures to pravent the loss of materials info Alameda Creek when crossing
the site access bridge.

Install a tire washing facility at the sife access to ailow for fire washing when axifing the site.
Remave any 50il or sediment tracked off paved roads during construction by straet sweeping.

Nen-Stormwater Control

L

Place drip pans under construction vehicles and al patked equipment.
Check construction equipment for leaks regufarly.
Wash construction equipment in 2 designated enclosed area regutarly,

Contain vehicle and equipment wash water for parcolation or evaporative drying away from
storm drain inlets and to prevent run-off into Alameda Creek.

Refusl vehicles and squipment away from Alameda Creek and other waters to prevent run-on,
runoff, and te contain spills.

Contain fusling areas to prevent run-on, runoff, and to contain spills.

Cover all storm drain inlets when paving or applying seais or similar materials fo prevent the
offsite discharge of these materials.

Waste Management and Hazardous Materials Poliution Contral

Remove frash and construction debris from the project area daily.
Locate sanitary faciities a minimum of 3C0-feet from Mamedz Creek.
Maintain sanitary facilities regularly.

Stora 2 hazardous matsrials in an area protected from rainfall and storm water run-on and
prevent the offsite discharge of leaks or spills.

Minimize the potential for contamination of Alameda Creek and other waters by maintaining splll
containment and clean up equipment onsite, and by properly fabeling and disposing of
hazardous wastes.

Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant MMRP, Attachrem 8
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

fmpact
No.

impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Meonitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Reviewing &
mamwwm.wmv_m Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schadule

Locate waste collection areas close to construclion entrances and away from roadways, storm
drains, Alameda Creek and other waters.

inspect dumpsters and other waste and debris containers regutarly for leaks and remove and
propetly dispose of any hazardous materials and liguid wastes placed in these containers. Train
construction persannel in proper material delivery, handling, storags, cleanup, and disposal
procedures. :

BMP Inspection, Maintenance, and Repair

L]

°

Inspect all BMPs an & regular basis to confirm proper instafiation and funstion.
Inspact all sterm water BMPs dally during sterms.

Inspect sediment basins, sediment traps, and other defention and treatment facilities regularty
throughout the construction period.

Provide sufficient devices and materials (e.g. silt fence, coir rolls, erosion blankets, elc.}
throughout praject construction o enable immediate repair or replacement of failed BMPs.

inspect all seeded aress regulary for faluras, and remediate or repair immediately.

Monitoring and Reporting

.

ﬂﬂo&am?maacm«maaoacgmzﬁmouﬁo_.méﬂ_u_ummmwm%o:m.amm:ﬁ:mmomm:a_.mvm:
reguiraments. .

Maintain written records of inspactions, spills, BiMPs related maintenance aclivities, comective
actions, and visual chservations of offsite discharge of sediment or other pollutants, ag required
by the RWQCB,

Monitor waler quality to assess the effectiveness of contral measures.

T post-Construction BMPs

wm<amm5$m__$3womma€&w€§mamwmmmmw_.wmcwmummmmnn:ﬂﬂnmosmnmsmmmmmm
complsted. .

Remove any remaining construction debsis and frash from the project site and area upon project
completion.

Phase the removal of temporary BMPs 2s necessary 1o ensure stabilization of the site.

Maintain post-construction site condifions to aveld any unintended drainage channsls, erosion
or argas of sedimentation,

Carrect post-construction site condifions as necessary {0 comply with the SWPPP and any
othar pertinent RWQCRE requirements.

Mitigation Measure HYD-tb: Management of Dewatering Effiuent Discharges

To-address poiential Impacis o receiving water gualily during the constrection period related to
dewatering effluent discharges, the discharger shalf: 1) prepare and implement a site-specific
dawaterng plany and 2) fully comply with NPDES requirements. The type of NPDES permit {e.g.,
Waste Discharge Requirements, 401 Water Quality Certification, or General Permit) will be
delermined by the RWQCB,

1. 8FPUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that the contract documents reguire

2. CM Team 2. SFPIC BEM

thal the contractor design, install, and mairdain
dewatering conirals, including submitting =
Dewsatering Plan.

2. Ensure thaf the conlractor prepares and
submils a Dewatering Plan and verify it
compligs with the requirements. Submit
SWEPP {o RWQOCB for review and implement
recommeandations.

4. Design

2. Preconstruction

Sunol Vallsy Water
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact
No,

lmpact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Menltoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Respensible
Party

Raviewing &
Approval
Farty

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

Dewatering Plan~The dewatering plan shall specify how the water will be collected, contained,
treated, monitored, and discharged to the vicinRy storm drainage system. The plan, at a minimum,
shail:

+  identify metheds for collecting and handling water onsite for {reatment prior {o dischargs,
including iocations and capacily of settling basins, freatment ponds, andfor holding anks.

+  ideniify methods for treating water onsite prior to discharge, such as filtration, coagulation,
sedimentation settiement areas, oil skimmers, pH adjustmend, and other best management
practices.

+ Estabiish procedures and methods for maintaining and monitoring dewatering operations {o
ensure that no breach In the process occurs that could result in exceedance of applicable water
quality objectives.

»  Identify discharge locations and include details regarding how the discharge will be conducted
to minimize erosion and scour.

NPDES Permit - The discharger shall reguest a determination from the RWQCE as to the type of

permit under which the project dewatering effiuent discharges will be regulated. Based on that

determination, the discharger shall prepare and submit ail required and relevant project information
so that the RWQCB can issue appropriate guidelines and requirements fe.g., numerical effluent
fimifations, monitoring and reporting requirements). At a rainirum, the project discharges 1o surface
waters shall not exceed water quafity objeclive for receiving waters included in the current San

Francisco Bay Region, Water Quality Contrel Plan {Basin Plan}, including (but not imited to):

+ pH shall not be depressed below 6.5 nor raised above 5.5.

« Turbidity shall not be greater than 10 percent in areas where naturat turbidity is greater than 55
NTU.

s Temperature shali not be increased by more than 5°F (2.8°C) above natural receiving water
temperature.

« Waisers shall be free of coloration that causes nuisance or adversely affects beneficial uses.

«  Walsrs shall not contain floating materiad, including sclids, #quids, foams, and scum, in
concentrations that cause nuisance or adversely affect beneficial uses.

+ Waters shall nof contain oifs, greases, waxes, or other materials in congentrations that resultin
a visible film or coating on the surface of the water or on objects in the water, that cause
nuisance, or that otherwise adversely affect beneficial uses.

s Allwaters shail be maintained free of {oxic substances in concentrations that are tethal to or that
produce other detrimental responses in aquatic crganisms.

The discharger shall comply with all monitoring and reporing requiremenits established by the
RWQCE. Any exceedsnces of established narrative or rumnaric wader quality objectivas shall be
reported o the RWQCB and corractive action taken, Corective action may include an increase in
residence Sme in treatment features (e.g., Ionger holding time in setifing basins} andfor incorporation
of additional treatment measures (8.g., addition of sand filtration prior to discharge).

3. CM Team

3. BFPUC BEM

3. Monitor to ensure that the contracior
implements maasures in contract dotuments,
report noncompliance, and ensure correciive
action,

3. Construction

HYD-2

Project construction
could deplete
groundwater
rasources and
Alameda Creek flows

Mitigation Measure HYD-2: Malntenance of Alamada Creek Flows during Gonstruction
Dewatering

The SFPLC shafl compiete the proposed tunneling during the dry season when Alameda Creak is
expecied to be dry {o minimize effects on flow i Alameda Craek due 1o anticipated dewatering of
the launching and receiving pis, if feasibie.

If dewatering of groundwater must ocsur while surface water is visible in Alameda Creek {within 150
feet north and south of the pipeline crossing), then the dewatering effuent shall be discharged
direcliy to Alameda Craek or to an upland area immediately adjacent to the creek upstream of the
dewataring activity io replace the surface flows.

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team

1. SFPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

1. Ensure that measures required for
dewatering are incorporatad in contract
dosuments,

2. Ensurs appicable measures are included in
SWPPP. -

1. Design

2. Construclion
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

impact
Ne.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Msasurs

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Schedule

The groundwater shalt be discharged i a manner that does not cause ercsion of scour and is
evenly distributed among the active creek channels. To prevent discharge of sediment-ladan water
direstly into the cresk, the SFPUC shalt implement a method to remove sediment from the
groundwzater prior to discharging it to Alameda Creek, such as the use of a sedimentation basin,
Baker Tank, filter bags, or discharging to a vegetated upland area where sediments can setfle out
before the water enters Alamada Creek. These measures shalt be Included in the project SWPPP.
All discharges shall also be required fo comply with required permils from the RWQCH, If direct
discharge of groundwater fo the creek is not permitted by the RWQCRE, allemative methads for
replenishing the flows in the creek would be accepiable, as parmitted and approved by the
RWQCH.

3. CM Team

3. SFPUC BEM

3. Monitor to ensure that the contracior
implements measures in contract documents,
report noncompliance, and ensure corective
action.

3. Construction

HYD-3

Project construction
actvities could
temporarily aiter sita
drainage patterns

impiement Mitigaion Measure MYD-1a

HYD-7

Project operation
could result in
increased stormwater
runoff due to new
impervious suriaces

Oow_medn»_om of Em
proposed project
could create potential
hazards through
fransporialion, use,
and disposal of
hazardous materials

Mitigation Measure HYD.T: Incorporate Alameda Gounty Clean Water Program Design
Measures to Accommeodate Additional Runcff from New impervious Surfaces

‘o ensure that the 4.6 acres of new impervious surfaces do not adversely impact the banks and
channe! of Alameda Cresk or its water quality, the SFPUC shall incorporate design measures such
that, consistent with the Alameda County Clean Water Program, post-project runoff does nol
excesad the pre-project rates and durations and treatment is provided to remove poliutants prior to
discharge to Alameda Creek.

The SFPUC shall achieve this by implementing one or more of the below design metheds or ather

proven raathod:

o Using Low tmpact Development (LID) measures such as bioretention facilities, pervious asphalt,
fiow through planter boxes, infiltration basing, cisterns, and ather such methaods,

+ Removing exisiing impervious area and restoring it to a pervious condition,

« installing an energy dissipation structure and o&mm_a separator along with other low impast
design measures o minimize runoff.

The SFPUC shall qualitatively demonstrate the selected design measures would result in posit-project
runoff equal te or fess than pre-project rates, such as through sizing tow impact development methods
according to the Contra Costa County Stormwater C.3 Guidebook and the use of the Bay Area
Hydrograph Model, or ofier modeling eguivalent to the modeling required by the Alameda County
NPDES and C.3 reguirements and the Alamada County Clean Water Program for projects that
excaed 1.acre of imparvious surface. The SFPUC shali submit the proposed measures to the
anow for _.ms@é and ap .mo,..m_

Emn_ummos _smmmc_.m HAZ-1a: moz u=<mm¢mmco= _uao_. to ooumn.:nao:

Pricr to project construction, the SFPUC shali perform a soll Investigation to determine the presence of
chemical residues within shaliow soils. Samples shall be coflectad from surface soils {from ground
surface o 1.5 feet below the surface} in each of the proposed work 2reas and spoils sites that will be
disturbed during project construction. Thess samples shall be anatyzed for total copper, arsenic, lead,
mercury and organochionine pesticides. The results of the soft investigation shall be used to ensure
spoils reuse and disposal meet the reuse criteria establishad by the SWRCB, determine if specific
solis management and disposat procedures or contaminated materials are required, and determine if
construction worker health and safety procedures for worldng with contaminated materials are
required.

1. SFPUC EMB

2. SFPUCEMB

3. CM Team

s e @\J
T

1. SFPUC BEM

2. CM Team

1. SFPUC 8EM

2. SFPUC BEM

3. SFPUC BEM

1 w%vcn BEM
ang RWQCB

2. SFPUCG BEM

1. Incorporate BMPs into project design per
mitigation measure. The SFPUC shall submit
the proposed measures to the RWQOB for
review and approval.

2. Ensure requirements for BMPs are included
in contract documents.

3. Monifor to ensure contractor property instalis
B#MPs, report noncompliance, and ensure
corrective action.

1. Perform preconstruction sampiing.

2. Ensure results of soll sampling are provided
to conrtracter for incosporation in the
Construction Risk Management Plan.

1, Design

2. Design

3. Construction

L_ _umm_mm

2. Preconstnuction
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NMITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Irmpact
No.

Impact Summary

Nitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

implementation
Schedule

Mitigation Measure HAZ-1h: Preparation of a Construstion Risk Managsment Plan

The SFPUC shall prepare and implement a Consfruction Risk Management Plan (CRF} that
addresses hazardous materials and other worker healfh and safety issues that may arise during
constructior. The SFPUC shall ensure the CRMP inclides the following details at 2 minimum:

» Resulis from shafiow surface sampling conducted per Mitigation Measure HAZ-12, to defermine
any necessary contaminated scils and groundwater management procedures.

= A site-specific Health and Safety Plan {(HASP) prepared by a qualified health and safety
prefessional in accordance with applicable faws, rules, and regulations. The HASP shall include
=it required measures to protect construction workers and the general public by including
engineering controls, monitoring, and security measures o prevent unauthorized entry 1o the
construclion area and to reduce hazards cutside the construction area. If prescribed exposura
levels were exceeded, personal protective equipment shall be required for workers in
accordance with state and faderal regulations. Submission of the CRMP to the SFPUC, orany
review of the confractor's CRMP or HASP by the SFPPUC, shall net be consirued as approvat of
the adequacy of the contractors health and safety professional, the eontractor's HASP, or any
safety meagure taken in or near the construction sife. The contractor shal be solely and fully
responsible for compllance with 2 laws, rules and regulations applicable to health and safaly of
persons during the performance of the construction work, .

+ Soil management, reuse, and disposal procadures for axcavated materials that are determined
te be contarminated,

« Treaiment, handling, and disposal procedures for encountered groundwater deterrined % be
contaminated.

+  Construction-worker health and safety procedures to address the possibility of encountering
urknown contamination or subsurface hazards, such 23 previously unreported tanks or wells.

*  Fire-prevention measures including smeking in disturbed areas only and disposing of cigarette
butts in waste bins, parking in non-vegetated areas, portable fire extinguishers shall be kept
within ter: feet of flammable or combustitie liquid storage sites, welding and cutting operations,
and compliance with the requirements of the California PRC, beginning with Section 4427,

+ Dmergency-respense procedures, including keeping spill cleanup materials such as absorbent
pads onsite and procedures for the containment and cleanup of accidental releases of
hazardous materals used or stored during construction activities.

°  Procedures for notification of SFPUIC emergency coordinalors and neighboring facilities in the
event that consiruction activities require a temporary closure of Calaveras Road, which could
interfere with emergency response or gvacuation plans. .

+  inthe event of a reportable spill or other emergency Incldent, the contractor shall notify the
SFPUC and applicable agancies in accordance with guidance from the California Office of
Emergency Services {OES), as well as the Alameada County Water District {ACWD),

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team

3. CM Team

1. 8FPUC BEM

2, SFPUC BEM

3. 5FPUC BEM

1. Ensure that requirsment for confractor to
prepare and subrrit a site health ang safety
plan, CRMP, measures for use and storage of
hazardous materials and fire prevention are
included in contract documents.

2. Ensure that confractor prepares and submits
a CRMP and verify that it complies with
reguiraments,

3. Monitor to ensure that the contracior
implements measures in the CRMP and
contract documents, report noncompliance,
and ensure corrective aglion,

2. Precenstruction

3. Construction

1. Design

HAZ-Z

Construction of the
proposed project could
craste the potential for
upset and accident

conditions invelving the

Sunod

Implement Mifigation Maasures HAZ-1a and HAZ-th

Valley Water T

tment Plant MVRP,
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monttoring and Reporting Program

proposed projest could
create the potential to
encounier hazardous
materials in soil and
groundwater

O@m_.mwo: of Em
proposed project
coutd result in
conversion of
fannlands te non-
agricultusal uses

Mitigation mmmmmcuw >m-._ ﬂaq:umﬁmm#oz *o_. less o* csmaca ﬂm:.a_mnm
The SFPUC shall compensate for the conversion of Unigee Fammiand to non-agricuftural use for
spoiis disposal, as indicated below:

and 2 spolls placement areas, the SFPUC shall dedicate an irevocable agricufiural

conservation sasement permanently setting aside 21 acres of Unique Farmitand in or near the
Sunal Valley for exclusive agricuttural use.

s As an altemnative to the dedication required above, the SFPUC shall contribute funds to a local
agricuitural lang conservancy to establish a conservation easement to protect an equivatent
=mi< valued land in the area.

S w\ﬁ,
Mitigation Emumcqm Q.._z_h noaw,smn mcno" Valley ._._.mm. [ Ooaa.o_ Plan

& As compensation for the permanent ioss of 21 gores of Unique Farmland at the Nursery Sites 1

1. mm_uco xmm_
Estate

1. SFPUC BEM

Impact Implementation and Reporting
mpas Impact Summary Mitigation Measure — L ) . implementation
No. Responsible Reviswing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval
Party

release of hazardous

mzierdals in the

environment
HAZ.3 Construction of the fmplement Mifigation Measures HAZ-1a and HAZ-1b

1. Docurnent equivalent set-aside on SFPUC
land or coniribution to fand conservancy.

1. Construction

OC:E_mncm wm.mmo 1. mﬂuco mgm mﬂ_uco wmg 1. m:mawm EB muu__nmv_m measures that are
increases on ‘The SFPUC or its eonstruction contractar(s) shal! develop a Sunol Valley Traffic Contrel Pian that entified in the cocrdinated plan are also
Calaveras Road coordinates the project-specific raffic conirol plans developed as part of Mitigation Measure inctuded in contract documents.
TRANS-1 and identifiss additional measures to minimize the mpacts of construction iraffic on
Calaveras Road and -680. As applicable, these measures shall be developed consistent with the
standards of Alameda County and Caitrans and could include: 3 CMTeam 2. SFRUC BEM | 2. Coordinate individuat project traffic control 5 Preconsiniction
=  Additional traffic control devices, such as traffic signals at key intersections providing accass to | {Traffic and CM Tear | Plans and develop a coordinated plan that and Censtruction
local roadways and land uses. Traffic signals could facilitate zccess onto Galaveras Road at Construction vsgcamm:ﬂwmmc_.wm M:mu mwmn__.Mwm Am,wmn__ resutting
intersections and alsc afiow for gaps in truck trafiic fiow to facilitate accass from driveways Coordinator) o mullipie projects in ine Sunal Valiey.
atong Calaveras Road.
. 3. Constrzefion
Additional fraffic control personnet at key fecations to facilitate vehieufar traffic flow during peak | 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM { 3. Monitor fo ensure that the contractor
periods of truck activity implements measures in the confract
. acncﬂpmuﬁu report noncompliance, and ensure
«  Adjustments in truck arival and departure schedules for the various Tadliifies {e.0.. staggering corrective aation.
depariures).
«  Peblic information ragarding petiods when construction traffic on Calaveras Road would be
greatest.
Warking with Calirans to determine if warning signs, such as a “Slow Trucks” sign (Califomia Code
W51}, would be appropriate to inform drivers that slow-rmoving trucks may interfere with the flow of
irafiic on |-680.
BAAAGIMD = Bay Area Alr Quality Managsment District dBA = A-wxsighted decibsl NACH = Nalive Amesican Heritage Commission
BEM = {SFPUC) Bureau of Environmentat Managamant EMEB = {SFPUC) Enginearing Manageman! Bureau NRLMOD = [SFPUC)NawrmaiR and Lands M Divislon
CEQA = Calfomia Envirenmenial Ciuallty Act ERO = (SF Pianning Depariment} Environmentat Review Officer RWQCE = Regional Water Quality Contro! Board
CHFG = California Depariment of Fish and Game MEA = San Francisco Planning Depariment, Malor Environmentat Analysis Divislon SFPUC = San Francisco Public Utltias Commission
SM Team = {SFPUC) Construction Management Bureau nd Construstion Managament MD =_ Most Likely Descendant USFWS = 118, Fish and Widife Service
Consullant

Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant MMRP, Attachmant B
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RESOLUTION NO. 149-2006

Adopted November 7, 2006

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE COMBINED BASIC CONCEPT AND
SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR A COMMERCIAL BUILDING ON PARCEL 4 OF
BLOCKS 41-43 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT
AREA, PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH
FOCIL-MB, LL.C AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT
TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; MISSION BAY

1.

SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the
Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency
Commission™) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Project Area (“Plan”). On the same date, the Agency Commission
adopted related documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution
of an Owner Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents
between Catellus Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus™),
and the Agency. On November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors
(“Board of Supervisors™), by Ordinance 335-98, adopted the Plan. The Plan and its
implementing documents, as defined in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure, designated as Attachment G to the South OPA (“DRDAP”),
provide that development proposals in Mission Bay South will be reviewed and
processed in “Major Phases,” as defined in and consistent with the Plan and the
Plan Documents, Submission of design plans and documents for any specific
building (“Project”) must be consistent with the requirements established for each
Major Phase. The DRDAP sets forth the review and approval process for Major
Phases and Projects.

On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98
which certified the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report as a program
EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180. On the same
date, the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted
environmental findings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in
connection with the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.
The San Francisco Planning Commission (“Planning Commission™} certified the
FSEIR by Resolution No. 14696 on the same date. On October 19, 1998, the Board
of Supervisors adopted Motion No. 98-132 affirming certification of the FSEIR by
the Planning Commission and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting



environmental findings and a statement of overriding considerations, Hereinafter,
the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto,
shall be collectively referred to as the “FSEIR.”

. On October 10, 2000, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 199-2000,
which found that the potential environmental impacts of the Blocks 41-43 Major
Phase were within the scope of impacts discussed in the FSEIR and approved the
Blocks 41-43 Major Phase submission. On October 18, 2005, by Resolution No.
163-2005, the Agency Commission approved a revised Major Phase submission for
Blocks 41-43 and reconfirmed the previously made environmental findings.

. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in
Mission Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC, (“FOCIL-MB™), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital
Management, LL.C, a large investment management firm. The sale encompasses
approximately 71 acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped
residential parcels in Mission Bay South. FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s
obligations under the South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement
for Mission Bay North (collectively, the “OPAs™), as well as all responsibilities
under the related public improvement agreements and land transfer agreements with
the City and County of San Francisco. FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable
housing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process.

. As permitted under the South OPA, Alexandria Real Estate Equities (“Developer™)
purchased a large number of parcels in Mission Bay South, including Blocks 41-43.
Developer will be bound by all relevant terms of the South OPA and related
agreements, including the requirements of the equal opportunity program and
design review process.

. Pursuant to the Plan and Plan Documents, including the DRDAP, the Developer has
submitted a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design for Parcel 4 of Blocks
41-43 dated October 17, 2006 (“Schematic Design™).

. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by Developer, finds it
acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain
conditions,

. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a
redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180. Approval of the
Schematic Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in
conformance with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”).

10. Agency staff, in making the necessary findings for the Implementing Action
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR files available for review by the



Agency Commission and the public, and these files are part of the record before the
Agency Commission.

11. The FSEIR findings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in
accordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution Nos. 183-98
dated September 17, 1998, 199-2000 dated October 10, 2000, and 163-2005 dated
October 18, 2005, were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and are
incorporated herein by reference as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency finds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an
Implementing Action within the scope of the Project analyzed in the FSEIR and
requires no additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines
Sections 15180, 15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1.  The Implementing Action is within the scope of the Project analyzed in the
FSEIR and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects.

2.  No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under
' " which the Project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new sighificant environmental
effects, or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identified in the FSEIR,

3.  No new information of substantial importance to the Project analyzed in the
FSEIR has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing
Action will have significant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) significant
environmental effects will be substantially more severe; (¢) mitigation measures
or alternatives found not feasible which would reduce one or more significant
effects have become feasible; or (d) mitigation measures or alternatives which are
considerably different from those in the FSEIR will substantially reduce one or
more significant effects on the environment,

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco (1) that it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR findings and
statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA Findings set forth in
Resolution Nos. 183-98, 199-2000, and 163-2005 incorporated herein and those set forth
above; and (2) that the Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design for Parcel 4 of
Blocks 41-43 is hereby approved pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation
Agreement with FOCIL-MB, subject to the following condition:



1. The building materials, landscape design and additional finishes and architectural
detailing are subject to further review and approval by Agency staff during Design
Development and/or in field mock-ups prior to construction.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
< g
i e

/ﬁ" James B. Mogale/s
Ageney Géneral Counsel



SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTNMENT

DATE: December 29, 2009

TO: 2009.1152ER: Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond
(ESER) File

FROM: Devyani Jain, on behalf of Bill Wycke, ERO

RE: CEQA Clearance for the Incorporation of Critical Firefighting

Facilities and Infrastracture in ESER Bond

The Draft Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond (the "ESER Bond") Ordinance (the

. "Ordinance™) and Resolution (together with the Ordinance, the "Legislation™) provide for allocating
a portion of the ESER Bond to Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure. The Legislation
states that a portion of the ESER Bond will be allocated to the construction, acquisition,
improvement, retrofitting and completion of critical firefighting facilities and infrastructure for
earthguake safety and emergency response not otherwise specifically enumerated in the
Legislation, including without limitation, neighborhood fire stations, and such facilities as cisterns,
pipes and tunnels for the water system for firefighting. As such, this portion of the ESER Bond
describes a financing mechanism within the ESER Bond that may be used for any of these general
purposes but does not identify any specific projects.

According to CEQA Section 21065 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15060(c}(3) and 15378(b), the
Critical Firefighting Facilities and Infrastructure financing mechanism component of the ESER
Bond is not considered a “Project” for CEQA purposes. This is because this component does not
involve any sufficiently specific activity that would result in a physical change to the environment
but instead involves the “creation of government funding mechanisms or other government fiscal
activities which do not involve any commitment to any specific project which may resultin a

~ potentially significant physical impact on the environment.” The use of these ESER Bond
proceeds in the future to finance any individua!l projects or portion of any project will be subject
to CEQA review prior to City approval of such projects.

Memo

1650 Mission 5t
Suite 400

Ban Franciseo,
A 94103-2474

Reception:
415.558.6_378

Fax: _
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PLANNQNG COMMISSION | Case No.: 2006.1216B

MOTION NO. 17332 Address: 1600 Owens Street
Project Subject to: Assessor's Block & Lot 8709/010
1 Inclusionary Housing (Sec 315) _ aka Mission Bay South,
X Childcare Requirement (Sec 314) Blocks 41-43, Parcel 4
3 Park Fund (Sec 139)

X Public Art {Ses-149)

1 Public Open Space (Sec 138)

0 Jobs Housing Linkage Program (Sec 313}

g ;{g?%ggg: ?_tﬁlr?!? g\; elopment Fes Hearing Date: November 2, 2006
[J Other:

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION
MOTION NO, 17332

ADOPTING FINDINGS PURSUANT TO PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION 14702
RELATING TO DESIGN APPROVAL FOR A TEN-STORY, 160-FOOT TALL OFFICE BUILDING
APPROXIMATELY 245,500 GROSS SQUARE FEET, ALSO CONTAINING APPROXIMATELY
5,086 SQUARE FEET OF GROUND FLOOR RETAIL SPACE AND UP TO 420 OFF-STREET
PARKING SPACES LOCATED OFF-SITE ON PARCEL 4, AND TO PROJECT AUTHORIZATION
UNDER THE - 2006-2007. ANNUAL OFFICE LIMITATION PROGRAN PURSUANT TO
RESOLUTION 14702 AND TO SECTIONS 321 AND 322 OF THE PLANNING CCDE, FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONTAINING UP TO 228,000 SQUARE FEET (GROSS FLOOR AREA)
OFFICE SPACE, LOCATED AT 1600 OWENS STREET, ON ASSESSOR’S BLOCK 8709, LOT
010, AKA MISSION BAY SOUTH BLOCKS 41-43, PARCEL §, IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH
REDEVELOPMENT AREA, A COMMERCIAL-INDUSTRIAL-RETAIL ZONING DISTRICT, AND
AN HZ-7 HEIGHT DISTRICT. .

Preamble

On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 14702, the Planning Commission (hereinafter
"Commission”) determined that the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan ("MBS Plan”) provides
for a type, intensity, and location of development that is consistent with the overall goals, objectives,
and policies of the General Plan, as well as the Eight Priority Policies of Section 101.1(b) of the
Planning Code (*Code").

Under that Resolution, the Commission also determined that the office development contemplated
in the MBS Plan in particular promotes the public welfare, convenience and necessity, and
therefore, that the determination required pursuant to Section 321 ef seq. of the Code for office
development shall be deemed to have been made for all specific office development projects
undertaken pursuant fo the MBS plan. - _

Further, the Commission considered under Resolution 14702 the guideiines set forth in Section
321(b)(3}A)-(G) and determined that the apportionment of office space over the anticipated 30-year
build-out of the South Plan Area will remain within the limits set by Section 321, and will maintain a
balance among economic growth, housing, transportation, and public services, pursuant to ferms of
the MBS Plan and Plan Documents, which provide for the appropriate construction and provision of
housing, roadways, transit, and all other necessary public services in accordance with the
Infrastructure Plan (as defined in the MBS Plan Documents).

In its consideration of Resolution 14702, the Commission reviewed the design guidelines of the
MBS Plan Area, as set.forth in the MBS Design for Development Document ("D for D"} and
determined that the standards and guidelines in the D for D will ensure the design quality of any
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Case No. 2006.1216B

: 1600 Owens Street
Assessor's Biock & Lot: 8709/010
{(aka MBS Blocks 41-43, Parcel 4)
Motion No. 17332
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proposed office development. The Commission resolved to review and approve the designs of
specific office developments in the Plan Area using the D for D guidelines and standards, when
such proposals would be subject to the provisions of Section 321 el seq., to confirm that said
development is consistent with the findings set forth in Resolution 14702.

The Commission further resolved that, upon confirming that a specific development is consistent
with the findings set forth in Resolution 14702, the Commission would issue a project authorization
for that development.

The development of office space is an element of the MBS Plan, which, among other things,
provides for: “Strengthening the economic base of the Plan Area and the community by
strengthening retail and other commercial functions in the Plan Area through the addition of
approximately 335,000 leasable square feet of retail space ... and about 5,953,600 leasable square
feet of mixed office, research and development and light manufacturing uses”

Recitals

1. Application: On September 29, 2006, Ms. Terezia Nemeth of Alexandria Real Estate,
(nereinafter “Project Sponsor”) filed Application No. 2008.1216B with the City and County of
San Francisco Planning Depariment (‘Department’) for design approval and project
authorization pursuant fo Resolution 14702 and Planning Code Section 321, for construction of
228,000 square feet of office space at 1600 Owens Street, as further described below
("Project™). -

2. Prolect Site/Present Use: The site is located in the Mission Bay South Project Area, ina
Commercial-Industrial-Retail Zoning District, and an HZ-7 Height District. Parcel 010 in
Assessor's Block 8709, also known as MBS Parcel 4 IN Blocks 41-43, is about 1.68 acres in
area, and Is bounded to the north by Owens Street, to the west by "A” Street, to the south by

‘Mission Bay Parcel 4, and to the east by Mission Bay Parcel 8. Parcel 6 is the site of a future
parking garage that will fulfill the parking requirements for the buildings proposed on Parcels 4.
and 5. Adjacent Parcel 4 is currently pending a proposal to construct a hew, approximately
160,600 gross-square-foot laboratory/office building that is six storles and approximately 89 feet
in height. :

3. Project Description: The proposal is to construct a new six-story building, with approximately
245 500 gross square feet, and approximately 160 feet high. Authorization is requested forup to
228,000 square feet of office, with approximately 5,086 square feet of ground floor retail, and up
fo 420 off-street parking spaces located on Parcel 6. '

- The project is proposed to be flexible and meet the needs for modemn tenants, and can be
occupied by office or bio-science users. ' '

4. On November 2, 2008, the Commission, at a regularly scheduled meeting, conducted a duly
noticed public hearing on Application No. 2006.1216B, at which time the Commission reviewed
and discussed the findings prepared for its review by the staff of the Planning Depariment.

5. In evaluating the Project's Application, the Commission has reviewed and considered the
Summary and Draft Motion, and other materials pertaining to this Project in the Department's
case files, has reviewed and heard testimony and received materials from interested parties
during the public hearing on the Project. ‘

MOVED, That the Commission hereby approves the project design and authorizes the office space
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1600 Owens Street
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{(aka MBS Blocks 41 -43, Parcel 4)
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allocation pursuant to Saction 321 et seq. as requested by Case 2006.1216B, subject to these
findings and the conditions contained in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference, based on the following findings: ‘

Findings

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

1. The above Preamble and Recitals are accurate and also constitute findings of this Commission.

2. The Redevelopment Agency of the Cily and County of San Francisco (the “Agency’) is
implementing the MBS Plan pursuant {o and in accordance with Community Redevelopment
Law of the State of California.

3. Environmental Review; The Agency and the Planning Department, together acting as co-lead
agencies for conducting environmental review for the Plan, and other permits, approvals and
related and coliateral actions (the “Project”), prepared and certified a Final Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report (the “FSEIR"). The Agency certified the FSEIR for the Project on
September 17, 1998 by Resolution No. 162-98. Also on September 17, 1998 by Resolution
No.183-98, the Agency adopted environmental findings (and a statement of overriding
considerations, that the unavoidable negative impacts of the Project are acceptable because

. the economic, social, legal, technological and other benefits of the Project outweigh the
" negative impacts on the environment) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA") and State Guidelines in connection with the approval of the MBS Plan and other
Project approvals. The Planning Commission certified the FSEIR by Resolution No, 14696 on
the same date. On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted Motion No, 98-132
affirming certification of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission and the Agency, and by
Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental findings (and a statement of overriding

considerations),

Pursuant to the California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21090 and Section 15180 of
the State CEQA Guidelines, all public and private activities or undertakings pursuant to or in
furtherance of a redevelopment plan constitute a single project, and the FSEIR on the
Redevelopment Plan shall be treated as a program EIR with no subsequent EIRs required for
individual components of the Redevelopment Plan because events specified in PRC Section
21186 and State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 or 15163 have not occurred. Specifically, no
substantial changes in the Project, no substantial changes in the circumstances under which the
Project is being undertaken, and no new information has become available that would cause
new significant environmentai impacts. Also, no mitigation measures or alternatives previously
found 1o be infeasible have been found to be feasible, and no different mitigation measures or
alternatives that would substantially reduce one or more sighificant effects of the Project have
been identified. The project Authorization for Case 2006.1216, 1600 Owens Street, MBS Blocks
41-43 (“implementing Action”), is an undertaking pursuant o and in furtherance of the Plan
pursuant o CEQA Guidelines Section 15180. _

The Planning Commission, based upon its review of the FSEIR, hereby finds that: (1) the
Implementing Action does not incorporate modifications into the Project analyzed in the FSEIR
and will not require important revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously-identified significant
effects; (2) no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances upon which
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the Project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken which would require major revisions to the
FSEIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase
in the severity of effects identified in the FSEIR; (3) no new information of substantial
importance to the Project analfyzed in the FSEIR has become available which would indicate (a)
the Implementing Action will have significant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) significant
environmental effects will be substantially more severe, (¢} mitigation measures or alternatives
found not feasible which would reduce one or more significant effects have become feasible; or
(d) mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those inthe FSEIR
will substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment; (4) the
implementing Action is within the scope of the Project described and analyzed in the FSEIR;
and (5) no new environmental documentation is required.

. Section 321- Available Allocation: Consistent with Section 304.11 of the MBS Redevelopment
Plan and Planning Code Sections 320 through 325, approval of the office development of MBS
Blocks 41-31 would not exceed the annual limitation contained in Planning Code Section 321.

At present, the unassigned large office allocation (for projects equal to or greater than 50,000
square feet in area) is 2,535,487 square feet, which includes the annual addition of 875,000
square feet on October 17, 2006, Upon authorization of the subject project for 228,000 square
feet, and upon approval of the adjacent, companion project at 1600 Owens Street for 158,500
square feet, 2,148,867 square fest would be avallable for allocation to pending and future office
projects this year.

Further, the sponsors of these two projects have obtained ownership of Lot 10 in Block 8708,
Missicn Bay, and are proposing a new structure for that site. There is a previously approved
aliocation, Case 2002.030, for 80,922 square feet that would revert to the available allocation
upon approval of that future project. : .

. Section 321- Approval Criteria; Pursuant to Resolution 14702, the Commission is charged with
determining whether the Project conforms to applicable standards in the D for D Document,
which supersedes the criteria set forth in Section 321 and other provisions of the Code except
as provided in the MBS Plan. The proposed Project meets the MBS Redevelopment Plan and
the D for D Document standards and guidelines as described below in findings 6 and 7,
respectively. - :

. Mission Bay South Design for Development Standards

The Mission Bay South (MBS) Dasign for Development Document is a companion document to
the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. It contains Design Standards and Design
Guidelines, which apply to all developiment within the MBS Plan Area, With the adoption of the
MBS Redevelopment Plan and the Design for Development Document (D for D), those
documents supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its entirety, except as otherwise
provided in the MBS Redevelopment Plan. - '

in MBS plans for the development of buildings are preceded by the approval of a Major Phase,
which generally covers one or several MBS blocks and in which such items as the general
appearance, site planning (program of uses, estimated: range of development density, parking,
loading, square footage of each use and schedule for development, utiliies, transit, vehicular,
pedestrian and bicycle circulation, open space, private and public) and streetscape are
considered. Any major phase should also meet the MBS Redevelopment Plan and D for D
standards and guidelines. -
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The proposed Project meets the MBS Redevelopment Plan and D for D Document standards and
guidelines as described below.
A. Land Use

1600 Owens Street (Blocks 41-43, Parcel 4), as shown in Attachmeant 3 of the MBS
Redevelopment Plan, "Redevelopment Land Use Map®, is within a designated
_Commercial Industrial District. Plans for development of 1600 Owens indicate that the
intended use would be medical research and biotechnical research facility (“life
science”) office and retail, which are permitted uses in that District (Section 302.4 ofthe
MBS Redevelopment Plan).

B. Height . : )
According to Map 4 of the MBS D for D, 1600 Owens is within Height Zone HZ-7, which
has the following development controls: -

» Base Height 90 feet (Coverage < 85% of the total area of HZ-7)
+ Tower Height: 180 feet (Coverage < 15% of the total area of HZ-7)
» ax. Number of fowers: 4 for the entire HZ-7 area
« |ocation 60% of the frontage of buildings within 100" of

freeway on Blocks 40-43 shall not exceed the height
of the freeway. ‘

e Mechanical Equipment  Exémpt from the Height limitation. The exemption is
limited fo the top 36 feet (20 feet for a mechanical
penthouse, 16 for top of a ventilator stack) of such
features where the height limit is more than 65 feet.

The base building height would be 79’ the sum of the footprint of all the buildings
(existing and proposed) within the base height within HZ-7 does not exceed 85 % of the
total area of HZ-7. The maximum building height would be 159.5"; 1600 Owens is the
firs tower to be proposed within HZ-7. The total freeway frontage for Blocks 41-43 is
1,272’ according to the Major Phase application for said Blocks, the combined building
length proposed within 100’ of the freeway would be 509" which implies that at least
60% of all the buildings in Blocks 41-43 would not be higher than the freeway.

. Mechanical equipment and exhaust stacks would be located on the roof and screened
from view, the maximum height of the proposed screen would be 25°

C. Bulk
Bulk controls in HZ-7 apply above 90 feet as follows:

e Maximum Plan Length: ~ 200 feet
¢ Meximum Floor Plate: 20,000 square feet

_The plans for 1600 Owens indicate 199’ as the maximum plan length and 19,941 square
feet as the average floor plate.
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D. Coverage and Streetwall
In Commercial Industrial Districts, the D for D Document sets forth the following

_requirements: .
+ Coverage: " Not applicable -
o Streetwall:
Minimuin Length: Minimum 70%1 of block frontage length along
ptimary streets required (Owens Streset is
, considered a primary street).
Minimum Height 15 feet
Maximum Height Height not to exceed 90 feet

Corner Zone Conditions: Not applicable (1600 Owens is not at the
intersection of two primary streels.)

Required Stepbacks Not applicable
Pedestrian Walkways: Not applicable

Projections ~ Architectural projections over a street, alley, park
or plaza shall provide a minimum of 8 feet of
vertical clearance over the sidewalk or other
surface above which they are situated.
Projections include purely architectural or
decorative character with a vertical dimension of
26", and bay windows, balconies and similar
features, The projection is limited to no more
than 3’ over streets, alleys, and public open
spaces. . '

. The sum of building frontages along Owens (existing and proposed buildings= 824.0G)
does not exceed 70% of the cumulative length of all the parcels comprising Blocks 41-
43 (approximately 1254’). The minimum and maximum streetwall height would be
78.75". Parcel 4 is not at the intersection of two primary slreets. -

The ,broposed building design, as modified, complies with requirements for Projections.

E. Sunlight and Shadow

Shadow analysis is not required unless, as part of a specific project application, the
_project applicant seeks a variance from the standards determining the shape and
location of buildings. ‘

No variance is necessary as part of this application, so no shadow analysis is required.

F. Wind Analysis

The MBS D for D Document indicates that wind review will be required for, all projects
that include buildings over 100" in height.

1 Block frontage refers to the total measurement from sireet-to-street, with no exceptions for pedestrian
walkways.
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A wind analysis has been prepared; it identifies two areas that failed the distress
criterion which will be mitigated: the southwest edge along the pedestrian mews

 between 1500 and 1600 Owens will be improved by the addition of and 8’ suspended
canopy and the northeast edge along the proposed comer park in Lot A, which wil be
improved by a dense planfing of canopy trees.

G. View Corridors

View corridors follow street alignments and are based on the following principles: to
.preserve orientation and visual finkages to the Bay, as well as vistas to hills, the Bay

Bridge and downtown skyline; to preserve orientation and visual linkages that provide a
“sense of place within Mission Bay. No building or portion thereof shall block a view
corridor. . '

The development of 1600 Owens would not block any view corridors as defined above.
The northeast elevation (along Owens) of the proposed building would act as the
terminus of one view coridor extending along Gene Friend Way within the UCSF
Mission Bay Campus. As such, special attention has been paid fo provide visual interest

_through building mass, articulation, colors and details and the designation of the ground
floor for activé uses.

H. Parking .

The number of off-street parking spaces required andfor aliowed for uses within MBS,
as indicated in the MBS D for D, are.

+ Office; - Maximum and minimum, 1.8 space for each 1,000 .
square feet of gross floor area,

.+ Retail: Maximum, one space for every 500 square feet of
gross floor area for 20,000 square feet.

» Life Science: Maximum and minimum two spaces for every 1,000
square fest of gross floor area for up to 1,734,000
square feet, provided that any structure occupied for
administrative functions shall be subject to the 1,000
square feet of gross floor area standard.

o Bicycle Parking: One secure bicycle parking space must be provided
: for every 20 vehicular parking spaces or fraction
thereof.

Based on the gross square footage indicated on the application for Planning Code
Section 321 (b) determination for development of 1600 Owens, the maximum number of
parking spaces allowed would be: Retail (5,086 square feet) 10 parking spaces and
Office/Biotechnology (227,568 square feet) 455 parking spaces, for a total of 465
vehicular parking spaces. Parking for a total of 420 vehicles and for at least 21 bicycles
would be provided in the adjacent parking structure on Parcel 6 (as indicated in the
.Revised Major Phase Application dated August 9, 2005).

I. Loading

The number of loading spaces required and/or aliowed for uses within MBS, prbvided
per gross square feet, as indicated in the MBS D for D are the following:
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+ Retail: One space for retail uses between 10,001 and 60,000
- square feet.
+ Commercial: One space for commercial uses between 100,001
and 200,000 square feet.
« Dimensions: At least 10 feet wide, 35 feet long and 14 feet high.

Based on the indicated ratio, the total numberof loading spaces would be two. Plans for
the development of 1600 Owens indicate two loading spaces satisfying the dimensional
requirements indicated in the D for D Document.

7. Mission Bay South Design for Development Design Guidelines
The Applicable Design Guidelines are: Commercial Industrial and Retail Guidelines.

1. Block Development
A. View Corridors

"View cortidors are defined by the Mission Bay street grid. No bun!d:ng or portion thereof
shall block a view corridor established by that grid of sireets and dedicated right-of-

ways”.

The proposed development of 1600 Owens does nof block any view corridors as
defined above. The northeast elevation (along Owens) of the proposed building would
act as the terminus of one view corridor extending along Gene Friend Way within the

- UCSF Mission Bay Campus. As such, special attention has been paid to provide visual
interest through building mass, articulation, cofors and details and the designation of the
ground floor for active uses.

B. Open Spaces

“Encourage the development of publicly-accessible open spacés at ground level. Where
feasible, design these open spaces in relation to local-serving retail such as cafes and
to the public cpen space network”.

. The proposed development of 1600 Owens contemplates the development of private
open spaces o be made available to the public during daylight hours. Private open
space could be coordinated with the construction of a park on a separate parcel, Lot A;
tree clusters shade paved walks that pass areas planted with ground cover vegetalion,
designed fo provide landscape amenities and support a campus like environment.
Public seating would be accommodated on the hardscape area of the future park to be
developed in Lot A, adjacent to the commercial space on the ground floor, as shown on
plans.

C. Pedestrian Walkways

“Walkways are encouraged to enhance the pedestrian experience in the Commercial
Industrial area”. “Walkways to mid-block open spaces or courtyard are encouraged”.

The Major Phase for Blocks 41-43 contemplates the development of several walkways
fo inferconnect the proposed buildings and supporting structures; the proposed
pedestrian walkways include one between Parcels 4 and 5. Plans for development of
1600 Owens include the construction of the walkway for which paving and planting
materials have been selected fo make the pedestrian experience gentle and intimate;
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there is a secondary building entrance located along said walkway, which interconnects
"to another pedestrian walkway between Parcels 5 and 6.

2. Street Fronfage
A. Streetwall

- "Commercial areas in San Francisco are noted for streets with buildings at the property
line where there is little or.no space between the buildings. This historical pattern of
development gives San Francisco its intense urban quality and should be a model for
Mission Bay development. Commercial Industrial Bulldings shall be continuous at the

_property line on streets, except for occasional breaks in the streetwall”.

“Setbacks up to 10 feet from the property line are allowed within a continuous
streetwall”.

“Variations from the strestwall are allowed to create open space, pedestrian circulation
space, mid-block lanes and landscaping areas”. .

The design of the ground floor streetwall of 1600 Owens is recessed fo form a
continuous 5 deep arcade, parallel fo the Owens. This arcade would wrap around the
frontage of the building along the pedestrian walkway and the future park. The ground

“floor frontages along Owens, the pedestrian walkway and the future park in Lot A would
be dedicated to retail uses, which would be highlighted through the use of continuous
floor to ceiling glazing and the location of entrances fo the commercial locales. These
moves would reinforce the urban quality sought by the guidelines.

B. Streetwall Height

“Within high density commercial areas of San Francisco such as downtown and South
of Market, a typical ratio of street width to streetwall height is approximately 1: 1.25".

"The building-street relationship in Mission Bay Commercial Industrial areas should
reflect this city pattern”.

The width of Owens is 68’ and the:proposed building height, at its base would be,
approximately, 82’ (including the parapef). The proposed building mass consists of two
volumes: a five-story rectangular base, and a five-story curving glazed tower which is
setback from the northwest and southeast elevations. These setbacks reinforce the
perceplion, from street level, ofthe base as a dominant mass); therefore, the proposed
ratio of street width to streetwall height is approximately 1: 1.25. ‘

C. -Pedestrian Scale 2

“Office and other commercial buildings are encouraged fo be active and to incorporate
visually mterestmg details andfor decoration into the design of the building base”.

* The plans for the proposed development of 1600 Owens provide for an active ground
floor which contains building entrances and approximately 5, 100 square feet of retail
space located along Owens and extending approximately 100°, with a likely overfiow

Pedestrian scale is considered in the design guidelines for Commercial Industrial/Retai districts in Street
Frontage and in Building Height and Form, In order to avoid repetition, this section addresses only the
types of uses proposed at ground level, along the public sidewalks. Specific architectural details are
described in Building Helght and Form.
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area, along the southeast elevation (facing the fulure park), and approximately 30’ along
the pedestrian walkway that separates 1500 from 1600 Owens. At ground level the
fagade would be recessed approximately 5’ fo form a continuous arcade. Plans for the
building indicate the main building enfrance to be at the end of the arcade facing the
future park and a secondary building entrance along the pedestrian walkway. Both
enirances would be highlighted with canopies. Under the arcade and along other
"exposed porlions of the facades (except at the service yard and the portions of the
ground floor adjoining the freeway) the ground floor would be wrapped with a completely
glazed skin.

. Curb Cuts

“In order to presetve the continuity and qualify of the pédastrian environment, curb cuts
for parking and service uses are strongly discouraged along Third Street”,

The proposed building does not face Third Street yet jfs design would minimize the
-amount of curb cuts alohg Owens (which has a street frontage is approximately 1254°).
The Major Phase for Blocks 41-43 contemplates two curb on Owens for vehicular
access and egress to the parking structures proposed for Parcels 3 and 6; each curb cut
would be approximately 40" wide. No curb cuts are proposed for Parcel 4 (1600 Owens).

. Freeway Zone

“Mission Bay buildings near to the 280 Freeway (height zone HZ-?) should take into
account their importance in establishing a design character for the area, as seen from
surrounding neighborhoods and from a highly traveled regional access route, and in

- contributing to 'a dramatic and attractive arrival sequence for the City of San Francisco.
Issues of building placement, massing, fagade materials and height are all importantin
this consideration.”

“Open Space/Panorama- In the northern portion of height zone HZ-7, Block 43 has
particular restrictions designed to preserve a portion of the downtown panorama. On
Block 43, in addition to the freeway edge, all portions of buildings within the special
height area adjacent to Owens Field, as defined on the Height Zone Map, are limited to
a height, including any projections above the building height, equal to the'average
. height of the Treeway barriers adjacent to the Block with the exception of a maximum 90’
base buliding and /or tower located toward the southeast corner of the Block, which is
outside the special height area”.

The, northwest, southwest and southeast elevations of the proposed building face
Freeway 280, while the southwest and southeast efevations would be visible from
Potrero Hill. These proximity and vicinity determine the building placement, massing and
fagade materials to respond fo the need of establishing the design character of the area.

The structure is composed of two primary elements: a five-story curving tower wrapped
-in clear glass/silver aluminum curtain wall, balanced on a five-story rectangular base
clad in factory finished composite metal panels. The massing steps back from the
elevated freeway in conformance with the approved Major Phase for Blocks 41-43 and
also according to the height requirement of the D for D. The building is oriented
perpendicular to Qwens and the upper portion is located approximately 150’ east of the
freeway, which would create an appropriate breathing space for the tower.
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Other important features which contribufe to a dramatic and aftractive arrival sequence
for the City of San Francisco and which would establish a design character for the area

.are: on the southeast comer a five-story bay featuring sloped glazing and horizontal
melal shades, which relates the building base to the tower element in ferms of texture
and form; terracotta colored metal sunscreens and an architecturally—detailed exterior
egress stairs that slices the tout glazed surface of the fower.

3. Building Height and Form
A. Height Locations

“The predominant commercial height zone in Mission Bay allows buildings to a
maximum of 90 feet high. Buildings up to 160 feet high may be constructed within a
-percentage of the developable area of each height zone as indicated in the Design
Standards”. o

Development of 1600 Oweéns would combine a building base not exceed a height of 90,
which is the predominant height in height zone HZ-7. The design standards for that zone
aliow the constructions of 4 buildings that would reach a height of 160" the upper
portion of 1600 Owens is the only tower so far to be proposed in HZ-7. The proposed
tower would contribute to frame and enhance views fo downtown San Francisco when
approaching the City along Freeway 280.

B. " Skyline Character : ‘ ,

“Skyline character is a significant component of the overall urban composition that is
San Erancisco and the guidelines encourage development which wili complement the
existing city pattern and result in new, attractive view element as seen from vantage
points”. )
The building massing of 1600 Owens would be consistent with the existing city pattern
of low buildings along the freeways and gradual tapering of heights as the building sites
get further away from i. Furthermore, the proposed treatment of the tower facades,
“which turn around to face the freeway, forming a continuous and elegant curve, the
screening of rooftop equipment, and the completion of the roof of the building base with
* a “green roof” would contribute with atiractive view elements through massing, colors
and textures as seen from nearby Polrero Hill and Freeway 280.

C. Building Base

“For pedestrians, the character of the building base is important in establishing a
comfortable scale and environment and should be designed to achieve this”. “Variety at
street level for pedestrian scale can be achieved through the use of design features
such as stairs, entries, expressed structura! elements, arcades, projections, rusticated
materials and landscaping’. ‘

The character of the building base, where it abuts the public sidewalk, the park to be
developed in Lot A and the pedestrian waikway, would be defined by variety and visual
inferest achieved through a &' deep arcade which reveals structural elements and a
completsly glazed skin along all building sides, except at the service yard and the
southwest efevation, at ground level. The design of the ground floor contemplates
buiiding entrances highlighted with sculptural canopies, landscaping and paving, which
s proposed to unify the exterior and the interior of the building through the use of pavers
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in a pattern that will be repeated in the building lobby and in the approaches to the two
building entrances. Other visual features that would contribute defining the building base
and which would contributes o the establishment of a comfortable scale and environment
is the five-story bay featuring sloped glazing and horizonfal metal shades at the
southeast corner of the building. ‘

D. Roofscape

.“Recognizing that Mission Bay building roofs may be visibie from higher surrounding
locations, they should be designed consistent with the distinctive architecture of the
building”. "Roofs should use non-reflective, low intensity colors”, “Mechanical equipment
should be organized and designed as a component of the roofscape and not appear to
be a leftover or add-on element. Mechanical equipment should be screened as provided .
in the Design Standards”.

The plans for the roof of the proposed development indicate that the cooling towers and
lab exhausts fans would be located on the roof and organized and screened from view.
_The mechanical equipment enclosure is proposed fo complement the overall exterior
expression of the building through the use of & 20’ high, profiled metal enclosure,
painted green to malch the panels of the building base. '

4. Architectural Details
A. Visual Interest

“To mitigate the scale of development and create pedestrian friendly environment,
building massing should be modulated and articulated to create interest and visual
variety”. : ’ n

" The building design is conceived as two 5-story volumes with distinctive appearances.
The base is a cube clad in factory finished composite metal panels that at sefected
Iocations reveals the building structure and a taut surface of aluminum and vision and
spandrel glass hiding the edges of the floor slabs. Windows are organized in a
syncopated pattern and, in conjunction with the metal panels provide a faut surface.

The upper volume is proposed as a semi-cylinder, setback from the southwest,
northwest and southeast elevations, however, a sfight portion of the semi-cylinder
projects over the latter. This semi-cylinder is wrapped in clear glass/sifver aluminum
-curtain wall,

Both volumes would be integrated through the inferception of planes characteristic of
each one of them; (for instance, the northwest elevation is proposed o cairy the green
metal paneis of the building base to the roof level; the southeast and northeast
elevations show the glass curtain wall that wraps the upper semi-cylinder dropping
beilow the parapet line. Similarly, the southeast corner a five-stoty bay featuring sloped
glazing and horizontal metal shades, relates the building base to the tower element in
terms of texture and form) or through the sculptural, architecturally detailed egress stairs
_that slice the taut glazed surface of the semi-cyiinder and the top floor of the building
base. Other elements that contribute to provide unity to the overall design are: louvered
panels covering the air handling units of each floor and terracofta-colored sunscreens.

Articulation of the facades would be achieved through the elimination of metal panels
that reveal the building structure and glass skin in selected locations and by folding the
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plane of the curved section of the semi-cylindrical volumns, o create a bay window type
of feature.

B. Color and Materlals

““Extreme contrast in materials, colors, sha‘pes and other characteristics which will cause
buildings fo stand out in excess of their public importance should be avoided”.

The building design proposes a harmonious palette of colors: those provided by the
green colored metal panels and the cofors of the reflections of the sky and neighboring
buildings provided by the glass curtain wall. Given that the predominant colors would be
associated with the main building volumes, contrasting colors are applied to distinct
elements characteristic of both the base and the tower: sunshadles and canopies, which
are proposed as lerracotta colored, Recesses, projections and folding of planes would
“create shadow lines that would enrich the chromatic contribution of this building:

8. Childcare: Pursuant to Planning Code Section 314, the Project would result in the addition of '
approximately 228,000 square feet of office space subject to Section 314 of the Planning Code.

9. Public Art Concept: The project sponsor will work with Agency staff to define the public art
installation, which should (1) be located where public benefit and enjoyment is maximized, (2)
have placement that is appropriate fo the scale and nature of the artwork being considered and
(3) will complement and enhance the architecture or the space where it is located.

0. The Commission, after carefuily balancing the competing public and private interests, hereby
finds that authorization of the requested Conditional Uses would promote the heaith, safety and
weifare of the City.
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DECISION

That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Depariment and
other interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearing, and
all other written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby APPROVES the project
autnorization and design requested via Case 2006.1216B, subject to the following conditions
attached hereto as Exhibit A, which is incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggrieved person may appeal this project
authorization to the Board of Appeals within fifteen days after the date of this Motion No. 17332 The
effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if not appealed (after the fiteen-day
pericd has expired) OR the date of the decision of the Board of Appeals if appealed. For further
information, please contact the Board of Appeals in person at 1660 Mission Street, Room 3036, or
by telephone at (415) 575-6880.

I hereby certify that the Planning Comission adopted the foregoing Motion on November 2, 2006.
Linda Avery '

‘ Commission Secretary
AYES: C_ommissioners Alexander, Antonini, Lee, Moore, Olague and Sugaya

NAYES: Nane
ABSENT: None

ADOPTED:  November 2, 2006
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1. Wherever “Project Sr;vonsof’ is used in the following conditions, the conditions shall also bind
any successor to the Project or other persons having an interest in the Proposed Building or
underlying property.

2 The authorization herein is for an office allocation pursuant to Planning Code Section 321 ef
seq. and to Motion 14702 for assignment of up to 228,000 square feet of office area and for
design approval of a new building generally as described in Application No. 2006.1216B andin
the text of Planning Commission Motion No. . Said building shall be in substantial
conformity with the plans and documents dated October 17, 20086, and labeled Exhibit B. Final
plans shall be reviewed and approved by the Staff of the Department prior to the issuance ofthe
site or building permit. :

3. A site permit or building permit for the Proposed Building authorized herein shall be obtained
within eighteen months of the date of this action, and construction, once commenced, shall be
thenceforth pursued diligently to completion. This authorization may be extended at the:
discretion of the Zoning Administrator only where the failure to issue a permit by the Department
of Building Inspection to construct the proposed building is caused by a delay by a City, state or
federal agency or by any appeal of the issuance of stich a permits(s). Pursuant to Planning
Code Section 321(d)(2), construction of an office development shall commence within 18
months of the date the project is first approved. Failure to begin work within that period, or
thereafter to carry the development diligently to completion, shall be grounds to revoke approval
of the office development. :

.-4. The office space previously allocated in Case 2002.030, approved for 80,922 square feet, shall
revert to the available allocation upon approval of this project.

5. The Project Sponsor shall submit to the Zoning Administrator two copies of a written report
describing the status of compliance with the conditions of approval contained within this Motion
every six months from the date of this approval through the issuance of the first temporary
certificate of occupancy. Thereafter, the submittal of the report shall be on an annual basis.
This requirement shall lapse when the Zoning Administrator determines that all the conditions of
approval have been satisfied or that the report is no longer required for other reasons.

8. Development of the Site may precede the installation of off-site infrastructure in the area. The
‘ Infrastructure for the proposed building as described in Application 2008.12168 shall be
reviewed by the Redavelopment Agency.

7. Five secure bicycle storage spaces shall be provided at this site, and 156 secure bibycie spaces
1o serve this building shall be provided in the adjacent parking structure.

8. The project Sponsor shall continue to work with Department and Agency staff in refining certain
aspacts of the architectural design, finishes and detailing.

9. Prior to the issuance of any new or amended building permit for the construction The App!icént
shall cause this "Exhibit A" to be recorded against the title of the Subject Property as a Natice of
Special Restrictions under the City Planning Code.
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Agreement to implement Mitigation Measures

Date: January 8, 2010
Case No. 2009.0568E
Project Title.: City and County of San Francisco Aﬁxi]iary Water Supply System
Seismic Upgrade
Project Sponsor:  Charles Higueras, San Francisco Department of Public Works
Block/Lot: Twin Peaks Reservoir: 2719C/011, and associated maintenance tunnels

within an easement on 2721/011
Ashbury Tank site: 2655/026
Jones Street Tank site: 0220/004 and 013
Purnp Station No. 1: 3788/006
Pump Station No. 2: 0409/002

City and County:  San Francisco

MITIGATION MEASURE(S):

Mitigation Measure M-CP-1(a), (b), (f), ( i), and (j) (Secretary of the Interior Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties)

In accordance with CEQA Section 15064.5(3), complying with the Secretary of the Interior’s Siandards
for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rebabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing
Histaric Buildings! (see Standards for Rehabilitation 1-10, below) is considered sufficient to mitigate to
a level of less than significant the impact on 'histotical resources (including historic districts and
individually eligible resources).

The Sectetary of the Interior is responsible for establishing standards for all programs under the
departmental authority and for advising federal agencies on the preservation of historic properties
listed on or eligible for listing on the NRHP. In partial fulfillment of this responsibility, the Secretary
of the Intetiot’s Standards for Historic Preservation Projects have been developed to guide work undertaken
on historic buildings. '

The Standards for Rehabilitation (36 CFR Part 67) make up that section of the overall historic
preservation project standards and address the most prevalent treatment. Rehabilitation is defined as
“the process of returning a property to a state of utility, through repair or alteration, which makes
possible an efficient contemporary use while preserving those portions and features of the property
which are significant to its historic, architectural, and cultural values.”

INational Pack Service, Kay 1. Weeks and Anne E. Grimmer, The Secretary of the Interior Standard’s for the Treatwent of Historic
Properties: with Guidelives for Rebabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historie Budidings (US Department of the Tntenior:
Washington, D.C.: 1995)
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The intent of the standards is to assist the long-term preservation of a property’s significance through
_ preservation of historic materials and features. The standards pertain to historic buildings of all
materials, construction types, sizes, and occupancy, and encompass the exterior and intetior of the
buildings. They also encompass related landscape features and the building’s site and envitonment, as
well as attached, adjacent, or related new construction.

The SFFD would implement the following Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:

M-CP-1 (a)—A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.

M-CP-1 (b}—The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of
historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize the property shall be avoided.

M-CP-1 (f)—Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of
missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, and pictotial evidence.

M-CP-1 (i}—New additions, extetior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy
historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and atchitectural features to protect the historical
integrity of the property and its environment.

M-CP-1 (j)—New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential fortm and integrity of the histosic property and its
environment will not be impacted.

As stated in the definition, the treatment “rehabilitation” assumes that at least some repair of
alteration of the historic resource will be needed to provide for an efficient contemporary use;
however, these tepairs and alterations must not damage or destroy the materials and features—
including thetr finishes—that are important in defining the building’s historic character.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-2, Document Historical Resources

The SFFD would retain a consultant to document historic resources before any construction work
‘associated with demolition or removal of the Ashbuty Tank or construction at Pump Station No. 2.
The appropriate level of documentation would be selected by a qualified professional who meets the
standards for history, architectural history, or architecture (as appropriate) set forth by the Secretary
of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards (36 CFR, Part 61). The documentation will
consist of the following: '
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}

o A full set of measured drawings that depict existing or historic conditions of the Ashbury Street
tank and Pump Station No. 2; B

* Digital photographs (do not have to be large-format négatives) of the interior and the extetiot of
Pump Station No. 2 and the valve house at the Ashbury Tank and exterior of the Ashbury Tank.
Photographs at the Ashbuty Tank will follow the HABS/HAER Photographic Specifications; and

e A history and description of Pump Station No. 2 and the Ashbury Tank. |

The professional historian would prepare the documentation and would submit it for review and
_ approval by the San Francisco Planning Department’s Preservation Specialist. The documentation
would be disseminated to the San Francisco Library History Room and the SFFD Headquarters.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-3 (Pipe Replacement) l

As little of the aboveground pipe as possible would be replaced to reduce the impact of removal and
replacement of original pipes to a less-than-significant impact. Any changes in the historic
construction method of the pipe would be documented according to HABS/HAER specifications.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-4 (Protect Historic Character-Defining Features)

Dutring the project, the SFFD would protect intetior historic character-defining features, such as
otiginal pumps, valve gate controls, and other original machinery and associated piping. The plan for
interior construction would be approved by the San Francisco Planning Department or the Histotic
Preservation Commission.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-5 (Interpretation for Educational Display)

In consultation with a qualified historian and the San Francisco Planning Department Preservation
Specialist, the SFFD would post interpretive signs on the exterior of the Pump Station No. 2
building, as well as at Pump Station No. 1 and the Ashbuty and Jones Street Tank to better inform
the public about the history and function of the AWSS and the changes that it has undergone over
the years (The Twin Peaks Reservoir is not included because it is not accessible to the public).
Furthermore, the CCSF Web site would have a link to the history of and photographic
documentation for the AWSS, illustrating the alterations that took place over time.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-6 (Pumps Preservation and Display at Pump Station No. 2)
The SFFD would implement this measure with the following details to ensure that impacts on
Pump Station No. 2 resulting from the project’s activities are mitigated to the maximum extent

possible:

® The SFFD would remove two of the original pumps and their associated piping and valves and
display them outside the Pump Station No. 2, in the grassy area on the east side of the building.
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This display would be included as part of the interpretive educational display as described in M-
CP-5 and serve to educate the public about the AWSS and demonstrate how this system continues
to protect and serve the citizens of San Francisco from fire for almost a century.

‘e In consultaﬂon with a qualified conservator and curator, the pumps will be installed within the
display area in a manner that minimizes their vulnerability to vandalism and deterioration and a
work plan will be developed for their continued maintenance.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-7 (Accidental Damage Measures)

The SFFD would implement the following protection measures beforehand to reduce the potential
for inadvertent damage to character-defining features of the AWSS during construction:

¢ Consult with the CCSF and the San Francisco Planning Department Preservation staff about
avoiding damage to intetior and exterior historic charactet-defining features near the
construction zope during development and implementation of constructon plans and
development of procedutes; =

¢ Dstablish protection procedures for intetior histosic character-defining features, such as
protecting interior features against damage during project wotk by covering them with heavy
canvas or plastic sheets, and

¢ Provide a project orientation for all construction workers to increase their understanding of and
sensitivity to the challenges of the special environment where they will be working.

® In the event that a historic character-defining feature is accidentally damaged during project
activities, the construction team would tempotarily stabilize the feature to prevent further
damage. Once the feature is stabilized the San Francisco Planning Departtnent would be
contacted immediately for review and approval of proposed repair work. - All materials would be
retained and repaired. All repair work would be in conformance with the Secretary of the Interiors
Standards.

Mitigatibn Measure M-CP-8 (Seismic Reinforcement)

A structural engineer that meets Secretary of Interior Professional Qualification Standards would be
retained to provide consultation and oversight on a seismic reinforcement system that minimizes
the removal and obscuring of histotic fabric of Pump Station No. 2 (including spatial relationships
within the main intetior volume).

Mitigation Measure M-CP-9 (Twin Peaks Reservoir Conditions Assessment and Specification
Plan)

A Historical Preservation Architect who meets the Secretary of the Interiot’s Professional
Qualification Standards would prepare a specification plan to ensure the following: only those
portions of the existing dividing wall that cannot be repaired are réplaced; the new dividing wall be
stylistically constructed in the same manner as the existing historic wall, except for the coping which
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would increase in width from l4-inches to 26-inches, and the damaged portions of the concrete
cutb to be repaired in-kind and match the historic conditions.

The Historical Preservation Architect would also prepare a conditions assessment repott to
determine which potions of the iron fence can be retained and which portions are beyond repair.
All parts of thé fence that could be repaired would be stabilized and reinstalled in their historic
focations. All patts of the fence to be replaced would be done so in kind.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-10 (Archaeological Monitoring)

Based on the reasonable potential that prehistoric archeological resources may be present within the
Pump Station No. 2 project site, the following measures shall be undertaken to avoid any potentially
significant adverse effect from the proposed project on buried or submerged historical resources.
The project sponsor shall retain the services of a qualified archeological consultant having expertise
in California prehistotic and urban historical archeology.  The archeological consultant shall
undertake an archeological monitoring program. All plans and reports prepared by the consultant as
specified hetein shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and comment, and shall
be considered draft reports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO. Archeological

- monitoting and/or data recovery programs required by this measure could suspend construction of
the project for up to a maximum of four weeks. At the direction of the ERO, the suspenston of
construetion can be extended beyond four weeks only if sucha suspension is the only feasible means
to reduce to a less-than-significant level potential effects on a significant archeological resource as
defined in CEQA Guidelines Sect. 15064.5 (2)(c).

Avrcheological monitoring program (AMP).  The archeological monitoring program shall minimally
include the following provisions:

¢ The archeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult on the scope of
the AMP reasonably prior to any project-related soils disturbing activities commencing. The
ERQ in consultation with the project archeologist shall determine what project activities shall be
archeologically monitored. In most cases, any soils disturbing activities, such as demolition,
foundation removal, excavation, grading, utilities installation, foundation work, driving of piles
(foundation, shoring, etc.), site remediation, etc., shall require archeological monitoring because
of the potential risk these activities pose to archaeological resources and to their depositional
context;

¢ The archeological consultant shall advise all project contractors to be on the alert for evidence of
the presence of the expected resource(s), of how to identify the evidence of the expected
resource(s), and of the appropriate pxétocol in the event of apparent discovery of an
archeological resource; '

* The archaeological monitor(s) shall be present on the project site according to a schedule agreed
upon by the archeological consultant and the ERO until the ERO has, in consultation with the
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archeological consultant, determined that project construction activities could have no effects on
significant archeological deposits;

¢ The archeological monitor shall record and be authorized to collect soil samples and
artifactual/ecofactual material as Warranted for analysis;

* If an intact archeological deposit is encountercd all soils disturbing activities in the vicinity of the
-deposn shall cease. The archeological monitor shall be empoweted to temporarily redirect
demolition/excavation/pile driving/construction crews and heavy equipment until the deposit is .
evaluated. If in the case of pile driving activity (foundation, shoring, etc), the archeological
monitor has cause to believe that the pile driving activity may affect an archeological resource,
the pile driving activity shall be terminated until an appropsiate evaluation of the resource has
been made in consultation with the ERO. The archeological consultant shall immediately notify
the ERO of the encountered archeological deposit. The archeological consultant shall, after
making a reasonable effort to assess the identity, integrity, and significance of the encountered
archeological deposit, present the findings of this assessment to the ERO.

If the ERO in consultation with the archeological consultant determines that a signiﬁcant
archeological resource is present and that the resource could be adversely affected by the proposed
project, at the discretion of the project sponsor either:

A)The proposed project shall be re-designed so as to avoid any adverse effect on the sxgmﬁcant
archeological resource; or |

B) An atcheological data recovery program shall be implemented, unless the ERO determines that
the archeological resource is of greater interpretive than research significance and that
[interpretive use of the resource is feasible.

If an archeological data recovery program is required by the ERO, the archeological data recovery
program shall be conducted in accord with an archeological data recovery plan (ADRP). The
project archeological consultant, project sponsot, and ERQ shall meet and consult on the scope of
the ADRP. The archeological consultant shall prepate a draft ADRP that shall be submitted to
the ERO for review and approval. The ADRP shall identify how the proposed data recovery
program will preserve the significant information the archeological resource is expected to contain.
That is, the AIDRP will identify what scientific/historical research questions are applicable to the
expected resource, what data classes the resource is expected to possess, and how the expected
data classes would address the applicable research questions. Data recovery, in general, should be
limited to the portions of the historical property that could be adversely affected by the proposed
project. Destructive data recovery methods shall not be applied to portions of the archeological
resources if nondestructive methods are practical.

The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements:

* Field Methods and Procedures. Descriptions of proposed field strategies, procedures, and operations.
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o Catalogning and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected catalogning system and artifact analysis
procedures. ‘

© Discard and Deaccession Poliry. Description of and rationale for field and post-field discard and
deaccession policies.

o [nterpretive Program. Consideration of an on-site/off-site public interpretive program during the
course of the archeological data recovery program.

‘® Seurity Measnrés. Recommended security measures to protect the archeological resource from
vandalism, looting, and non-intentionally damaging activities. '

e Final Report. Description of proposed report format and distribution of resuls.

® Curation. Description of the procedures and recommendations for the curation of any recovered
data having potential research value, identification of appropriate curation facilities, and a
summary of the accession policies of the curation facilities.

Human Remains, Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects. The treatment of human remains and of
associated or unassociated funerary objects discovered during any soils disturbing activity activity
shall comiply with applicable State and Federal Laws, including immediate notification of the Coroner
of the City and County of San Francisco and in the event of the Coroner’s determination that the -
human remains are Native Ainerican remains, notification of the California State Native American
Hetitage Commission (NAHC) who shall appoint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) (Pub. Res. Code
Sec. 5097.98). The atcheological consultant, project sponsor, and MLD shall make all reasonable
efforts to develop an agreement for the treatment of, with appropriate dignity, human temains and
associated or unassociated funerary objects (CEQA Guidelines. Sec. 15064.5(d)). The agreement
should take into consideration the appropriate excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, curation,
possession, and final disposition of the human remains and associated or unassociated funerary
objects.

Final Archeological Resources Report. The archeological consultant shall submoit a Draft Final
Atrcheological Resources Report (FARR) to the ERO that evaluates the historical significance of any
discovered archeological resource and describes the archeological and historical research methods
employed in the archeological testing/monitoring/data recovery program(s) undertaken. Information
that may put at risk any archeological resource shall be provided in a separate removable insert within
the draft final rep’é)rt.

Copies of the Draft FARR shall be sent to the ERO for review and approval. Once approved by the
ERO copies of the FARR shall be distributed as follows: California Archaeological Site Survey
Northwest Information Center (NWIC) shall receive one (1) copy and the ERO shall receive 2 copy
of the transmittal of the FARR to the NWIC. The Major Eavironmental Analysis division of the.
Planning Department shall receive three coptes of the FARR along with copies of any formal site
recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series} and/or documentation for nomination to the National
Register of Histotic Places/California Register of Historical Resources. In instances of high public
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interest or interpretive value, the ERO may require a different final report content, format, and
distribution than that presented above.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-11 (Suspend Construction Work if Paleontological Resource is
Idei:ttﬁed)

Work shall be suspended and a qualified paleontologist notified when a paleontological resource is
discovered at any of the project sites. The paleontologist shall document the discovery as needed,
shall evaluate the potential resource, and shall assess the significance of the find under CEQA
ctiteria. Excavation also shall be halted or diverted within 50 feet of a fossil find untl the discovery is

examined by a paleontologist. If avoidance is not feasible, the paleontologist shall prepare an
excavation plan. ‘

Mitigation Measure M-CP-12 (Human Remains and Associated or Unassoci&ted Funerary
Objects) .

The treatment of human remains and of associated or unassociated funerary objects discovered
during any soil-disturbing activity shall comply with applicable state and federal laws, including
immediate notification of the CCSF coroner, and, in the event of the coroner’s decision that the
remains are Native American, notification of the California State NAHC, who shall appoint 2 Most
Likely Descendant (Pub. Res. Code Sec. 5097.98). The archaeological consultant, the SFFD, and the
Most Likely Descendant shall make all reasonable efforts to develop an agreement for the
appropriate dignified treatment of human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects
(CEQA. Guidelines, Sec. 15064.5[d]}. The agreement should considet the a?propriate excavation,
removal, recordation, analysis, curation, possession, and final dispositioﬁ of the human reraing and
associated or unassociated funeraty objects.

Mitigation Measure M-BI-1 (Protection Measures for Nesting Birds)
The following protection measures would be applied before construction to protect nesting birds

s If construction is scheduled to begin between March and July, a preconstruction survey for
nesting birds would be conducted by 2 qualified biologist at the trees on or near the five AWSS
sites to determine whether any birds are nesting in trees or shrubs at ot near the project sites. If
any nests ate found, the California Department of Fish and Game would be contacted for
advice on how to protect the nesting birds until the fledglings have left the nest.

¢ A worker awareness program would be developed and implemented to inform project workers

of their responsibilities regarding nesting birds.

Mitigation Measure M-BI-2 (Tree Removal)
For the tree to be removed at Ashbury Tank, the following measures would be implemented to

reduce impacts on nesting birds:
e The SFFD would remove the tree before the nesting season to discourage its use for nesting.
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Mitigation Measure M-HZ-1 (Site Health and Safety Plan)

For all project sites requiring excavation, the SFFD would prepare a site health and safety plan
identifying the chemicals present, potential health and safety hazards, monitoting to be performed
during site activities, soils handling methods requited to minimize the potential for exposure to
harmful levels of any chemicals identified in the soil, appropriate personal protective equipment, and
emergency response procedures.

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2 (Materials Disposal Plan)

The SFFD would require the contractor to prepare a matetials disposal plan. that specifies the
disposal method and the approved disposal site for the soil. In addition, the SFFD would provide
written documentation that the disposal site would accept the waste.

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-3 (Hazardous Building Materials Surveys and Abatement)

For the project activities involving demolition or renovation of existing structures at the five AWSS
sites, the SFFD would retain a registered environmental assessor or a registered engineer to perform a
hazardous building materials survey for each structure before demolition or renovation activities. If
any friable asbestos-contaming materials, lead-containing materials, or hazardous sites of building
materials are identified, abatement practices, as requited by California Air Resources Board and
California Health and Safety Code, Section 19827.5, and Title 8 of the California’Code of Regulatioss,
Sections 341.6 through 3 '._I\.:14“%and 1529., such as containment and/ ot ‘removal Wouid be
implemented before and durmg demolition or renovation.

 Mitigation Measure M-HZ-4 (Database Search)

A qualified environmental professional would conduct any necessary site assessment. The site
assessment would include a regulatory database review to identify permitted hazardous materials and
environmental cases in the vicinity of each project no more than three months before construction,
and a review of appropriate standard information sources to determine the potential for soil or
groundwater contamination to occur. Follow-up sampling would be conducted as necessary to
characterize soil and groundwater quality before construction and, if needed, site investigations or
remedial activities would be performed in accordance with applicable laws. The envlronmental
professional would prepare a report documenting the activities performed, summarize the results and
make recommendations for appropriate handling of any contaminated materials during construction.

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-5 (Contingency Plan)
A contingency }Slan would be prepared identifying measures to be taken should unanticipated
contamination be identified during construction. The SFFD would conduct asbestos and lead
abatement in accordance with established regulations.

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-6 (Coordination with Property Owners and Regulatory Agencies)
Based on regulatory agency file reviews, the SFFD would assess the potential to encounter
unacceptable levels of hazardous materials, for construction activities to cause groundwater plume -
migration or interfere with ongoing remediation. Should the review indicate that the project could
encounter unacceptable levels of hazardous materials or interfere with remediation, the SFFD would
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contact the responsible regulatory agency to determine appropriate construction modifications or
remediation necessary to avoid adverse impacts during construction and operation of the project.
Construction modifications would be designed. to reduce groundwater plume migration of
interference with the remediation; alternatively, modifications would be made to the remediation
activities dusting construction to reduce interference with remediation activities to avoid encountering
unacceptable levels of hazardous materials. The SFFD would implement the requirements of the
responsible regulatory agency.

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-7 (Neighborhood Noftice)

The SFFD would provide reasonable advance notification to the businesses, owners and residents of
adjacent areas, and schools within one-quarter mile of each of the five AWSS sites that could be
affected by the proposed project, about the nature, extent and duration of construction activities.
Interim updates should be provided to such neighbors to inform them of the status of the
construction.

I agree to implement the above mitigation measure(s) as a condition of project approval.

V8o

Date

Project Spg
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RESOLUTION NC.  169-2000
: Adoped Getober 10, 2000 :
ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT AND APPROVING
.. . THE BLOCK 41, 42, 43, AND 45 MAJOR PHASE SUBMISSION IN THE
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA PURSUANT TD
AN OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH CATELLUS
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, A DELWARE CORPORATION; MISSION
BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On Scptember.17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Redevelopment
Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency™).approved a proposed
Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area (“Plan™).
On the same date, the Agency adopted related documents, including Resolution No.
193-98 anthorizing execution of an Owner Participation Agreement (“South OPA™) and
related documents between Catellus Development Corporation (“Catel!us") and the
Ag,mcv The Plan and its implementing documents, as dcﬁncd n the Plan, constitute the
“Plan. Documems

2 The Agency and the Pldnnmg Department, logether actmg as co-lead -
agencies for conducting environmental review for the Plan, the South OPA and other
permits, approvals and related and collateral actions (“Project”), prepared and certified a
_ Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”). On September 17, 1998, the

Agency adopted Resolution No. 182-98 which certified the FSEIR for the Project, and -
adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted environmental findings (and a statement
of overriding cons:deranons) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act.
(“*CEQA™) and State Guidelines in connection with the approval of the Plan, the South
OPA and other Project approvals. The San Francisco Planning Commission certified the
'FSEIR by Resolution No. 14696 on the same date. On October 19, 1998, the Board of
~ Supervisors adopled Motion No. 98-132 affirming certification of the FSEIR by the’
" Planning Commission and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting

environmental findings (and a statement of overriding considerations).

_ 3. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Design Review and
Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the South OPA ("DRDAP™), provlde
that development proposals in the Mission Bay South will be reviewed and processed in
certain development phrases defined as “Major Phases,” consistent with the Plan and the

- Plan Documents. The DRDAP sets forth the review and approvai process for Major
Phases. ‘

4. Pursuant to the Plan and Plan Documents, including the DRDAP, Catellus
submitted a Major Phase application for the development of Blocks 41, 42, 43, and 45,
which was deemed complete on July 3, 2000, and which, as revmed to incorporate minor
changes, is dated Octéber 10, 2000 (“Major Phase Submission’




 mitigation measures or alternatives which are co:. “iderably different from those in the

5. The FSEIR isa program EIR’ undcr CEQA Gmdcimcs Sccnon 15168 and
a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Scetion 15180. Approval of the
‘Major Phase Submission is an undenaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in
conformance with Section 15180 (¢ 'Implcm:,mmﬂ Jﬂuc:imrn“)

6. In accordancc with the Plan and Plan Decuments, Agency staﬂ' has
reviewed ihe BlocL 41 42, 43, and 45 Major Phase Submission and found it acccptablc

' FINDINGS

The Agency finds and determines that the implementing Action is within the
scope of the Project analyzed i in the FSEIR and no new environmental documentatxon is
required for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action does not mcorpor'ue modifications into the
Project analyzed in the FSEIR, and will not require important revisions to the FSEIR due
to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial i mcrc:ase m
the severity ol” previousty-identified significant effects. -

2. No subslantia! changes have occuried with respect 1o the circumstances :
under which the Project analyzed in the FIEIR was undertaken which would require ]
major revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental '
effects, or a substantial increasc in the severity of effects identified in the FSIER.

3. 7 Nonew mf‘ormanon of substantial importance to the Pro_;ect an'\lyzed in
the FSEIR has become available which would indicate (a) the Implementing Action will
have significant effects not discussed in the FSEIR,; (b) significant environmental effects
iwill be sutstantially more severe; (¢) mitigation measures or alternatives found noi - ' '
feasible which would reduce one or more significant effects have become feasible; or (d)

FSEIR will substantiatly reduce one or more significar effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

[p~ .

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the
City and County of San Francisco that the Blocks 41, 42, 43, and 45 Major Phase
Submission is hercby apptoved. - ' : L

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Corny el

Bertha A. Qntiveros
Agency General Counsel . ' : ' g




RESOLUTION NO. 163-2005
Adopted October 18, 2005

ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE
~ CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT AND APPROVING
'~ AMENDMENTS TO THE MAJOR PHASE FOR BLOCKS 41 - 43 IN THE
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA, PURSUANT TO
" THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-MB, LLC;
' MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Redevelopment Agency of

the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency”) approved the Redevelopment

Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area (*“Plan”). On the same ~

- date, the Agency adopted related documents, including Resolution No. 193-98

anthorizing execution of an Owner Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and
related docuients between Catellus Development Corporation, a Delaware
corporation (“Catellus”™), and the Agency. The Plan and its implementing _
documents, as defined in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.” '

2. Thé Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Design Review and Document

" Approval Procedure, designated as Attachment G to the South OPA (“DRDAP™),
provide that development proposals in Mission Bay South wilt be reviewed and
processed-in “Major Phases,” as defined in and consistent with the Plan and the
Plan Documents. Submission of design plans and documents for any specific
building (“Project”) must be consistent with the requirements established for each
Major Phase. The DRDAP sets forth the review and approval process for Major
Phases and Projects.

3. On Ociober 10, 2000, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 199-2000,

o "“'*'Which-fﬁundﬁhat-thc-potentiai*envifrenmentaﬁmpacts‘-of—-ﬂieMajorPhase ---------------------------------------- -
‘Application for Blocks 41 - 43 and 45 were within the scope of impacts discussed in
the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (including addenda thereto,
collectively referred to as the “FSEIR”) certified on September 17, 1998, by the
Agency (Resolution No. 182-98) and the San Francisco Planning Commission (San
Francisco Planning Commission Resolution No. 14696) and approved the Major
Phase Application for Blocks 41 - 43 and 45.

4. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in
Mission Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC, (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital
Management, LLC, a large investment management firm. The sale encompasses
approximately 71 acres of land in Mission Bay. FOCIL-MB has assumed all of
Catellus’s obligations under the South OPA and the Owner Participation Agreement
for Mission Bay North (together the “OPAs”) as well as all responsibilities under



the related public improvement agreements and land transfer agreements with the
City and County of San Francisco. FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of the
OPAs and related agreements, including the requlrements of the affordable housing
program, equal opportunity program, and design review process.

- 5. Aspermitted under the South OPA, FOCIL-MB, sold all of Blocks 41, 42 and 43,
except for Parcel 4 (“Blocks 41 - 43”) to another developer, Alexandna Real Estate
Equities (“Developer”), which will develop the blocks. The Developer will be ,
bound by all relevant terms of the South OPA and related agreements, including the
requirements of the equal opportunity program and design review process.

6. Pursuant to the Plan and Plan Documents, including the DRDAP, the })eveloper has
submitted a revised major phase application for Blocks 41 - 43 on August 26, 2005
and an edited major phase submittal on September 16, 2005 (together the
“Amended Major Phase™). Block 45 is not mcluded in this Amended Major Phase.

7.. The Agency Commission previously adopted on October 4, 2005 by Resolution No.
154-2005, findings pursnant to California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”)
and the CEQA Guidelines, which findings are hereby incorporated herein by this
reference asif fully set forth,

8. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a
~ redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180. Approval of the
Amended Major Phase is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan
in conformance with Section 15180 (the “Action”).

9, In accordance with the Plan and Plan Documents, including the DRDAP; Agency
staff has reviewed and considered the Amended Major Phase as well as the FSEIR,
and other information contained in the Agency’s files, finds them to be acceptable
and recommends approval of the Amended Major Phase for Blocks 41 - 43

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY I’I‘ IS RESOLVEB by the Redevelopment Agency of the C1ty and

County of San Francisco (1) that it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR and hereby
adopts the Findings set forth in Resolution No. 154-2005; and (2) that the Amended
Major Phase is hereby approved pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation
Agreement with FOCIL-MB, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company.

APPROYED AS TO FORM:

B. Mgrales
Ag ncy Gefieral Counsel




RESOLUTION NO. 149-2006
Adopted November 7, 2006

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE COMBINED BASIC CONCEPT AND
SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR A COMMERCIAL BUILDING ON PARCEL 4 OF
BLOCKS 41-43 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT
AREA, PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH
FOCIL-MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT
TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; MISSION BAY
SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the
Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (*Agency
Commission™) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Project Area (“Plan”). On the same date, the Agency Commission
adopted related documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution
of an- Owner Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents
between Catellus Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus™),
and the Agency. On November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors
(“Board of Supervisors™), by Ordinance 335-98, adopted the Plan. The Plan and its
implementing documents, as defined in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure, designated as Attachment G to the South OPA (“DRDAP”),
provide that development proposals in Mission Bay South will be reviewed and
processed in “Major Phases,” as defined in and consistent with the Plan and the
Plan Documents. Submission of design plans and documents for any specific
building (“Project”) must be consistent with the requirements established for each
Major Phase. The DRDAP sets forth the review and approval process for Major
Phases and Projects.

3. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98
which certified the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report as a program
EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (“CEQA”™) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180. On the same
date, the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted
environmental findings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in
connection with the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.
The San Francisco Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certified the
FSEIR by Resolution No. 14696 on the same date. On October 19, 1998, the Board
of Supervisors adopted Motion No. 98-132 affirming certification of the FSEIR by
the Planning Commission and the Agency, and Resolution No. 834-98 adopting



10.

environmental findings and a statement of overriding considerations. Hereinafter,
the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto,
shall be collectively referred to as the “FSEIR.”

On October 10, 2000, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 199-2000,
which found that the potential environmental impacts of the Blocks 41-43 Major
Phase were within the scope of impacts discussed in the FSEIR and approved the
Blocks 41-43 Major Phase submission. On Qctober 18, 2005, by Resolution No.
163-2005, the Agency Commission approved a revised Major Phase submission for
Blocks 41-43 and reconfirmed the previously made environmental findings.

Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in
Mission Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC, (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital
Management, LLC, a large investment management firm. The sale encompasses
approximately 71 acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped
residential parcels in Mission Bay South. FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s
obligations under the South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement
for Mission Bay North (collectively, the “OPAs™), as well as all responsibilities
under the related public improvement agreements and land transfer agreements with
the City and County of San Francisco. FOCIL-MB will be bound by ali terms of
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable
housing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process.

As permitted under the South OPA, Alexandria Real Estate Equities (“Developer”)
purchased a large number of parcels in Mission Bay South, including Blocks 41-43.
Developer will be bound by all relevant terms of the South OPA and related
agreements, including the requirements of the equal opportunity program and
design review process. '

Pursuant to the Plan and Plan Documents, including the DRDAP, the Developer has
submitted a Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design for Parcel 4 of Blocks
41-43 dated October 17, 2006 (“Schematic Design™).

Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by Developer, finds it
acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain
conditions.

The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a
redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180. Approval of the
Schematic Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in
conformance with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”).

Agency staff, in making the necessary findings for the Implementing Action
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR files available for review by the



Agency Commission and the public, and these files are part of the record before the
Agency Cotmmission.

11. The FSEIR findings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in
accordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution Nos. 183-98
dated September 17, 1998, 199-2000 dated October 10, 2000, and 163-2005 dated
October 18, 2005, were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and are
incorporated herein by reference as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency finds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an
Implementing Action within the scope of the Project analyzed in the FSEIR and
requires no additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines
Sections 15180, 15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the Project analyzed in the
FSEIR and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects.

2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under
' which the Project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects, or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identified in the FSEIR.

3.  No new information of substantial importance to the Project analyzed in the
FSEIR has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing
Action will have significant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) significant
environmental effects will be substantially more severe; (¢) mitigation measures
or alternatives found not feasible which would reduce one or more significant
effects have become feasible; or (d) mitigation measures or alternatives which are
considerably different from those in the FSEIR will substantially reduce one or
more significant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco (1) that it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR findings and
statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA Findings set forth in
Resolution Nos. 183-98, 199-2000, and 163-2005 incorporated herein and those set forth
above; and (2) that the Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Design for Parcel 4 of
Blocks 41-43 is hereby approved pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation
Agreement with FOCIL-MB, subject to the following condition:



1. The building materials, landscape design and additional finishes and architectural
detailing are subject to further review and approval by Agency staff during Design
Development and/or in field mock-ups prior to construction.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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[/é,, JamesB Mox;a.le/s
Agency Géheral Counsel
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Janary 7, 2010

Mr. Charles Higueras
Department of Public Works

30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4100
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: General Plan Referrals for the Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond for
the June 2010 Ballot

Dear Mr. Higueras:

The Planning Department received your requests for General Plan referrals, pursuant to Section
4,105 of the San Francisco Charter and Section 2A.52 of the Administrative Code, relating to the
“Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond” (ESER Bond), to be placed on the June 2010
ballot.

We have prepared General Plan Referral letters and consistency findings for the ESER Bond and
three specific projects identified in the proposed bond measure. Attached referrals include:

Case No. 2009.1152R: Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond

Case No. 2009.0568R: Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) seismic upgrades
" Case No. 2009.1136R: Public Safety Building

Case No. 2010.0001R: Forensic Science Center

o 0 0 0

All projects were found to be in conformity with the General Plan. However, individual projects
for the Critical Facilities and Infrastructure portion of the bond will require additional project-
jevel General Plan referrals and Environmental Review as they are identified.

If you have any questions, please feel to contact me at 558-6411, or have your staff call Stephen
Shotland of my staff at 558-6308. Thank you.

Sirgerely,

ohn RaHaim
Director of Planning

www sfplanning.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 460

San francisco,
CA 84103-2479

Regeption:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6408

Planning
Information:
415.558.6317



Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

cc:

Charles Higueras, Department of Public Works
Elaine Warren, City Attorney ‘
Stephen Shotland, Planning Department
Adam Varat, Planning Department

Attachments

1.

2.
3.
4

Case No. 2009.1152R: Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond

Case No. 2009.0568R: Auxiliary Water Supply System {AWSS) seismic upgrades
Case No. 2009.1136R: Public Safety Building

Case No. 2010.0001R: Forensic Science Center

SAN ERANGISCO
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December 29, 2009

Mr. Frank Filice

Manager of Capital Planning

San Francisco Department of Public Works
30 Van Ness, 5" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Case No. 2009.0568R ‘
Auxiliary Water Supply System (“YAWSS”) Seismic Upgrade

Dear Mr. Filice,

On August 20, 2009, the Department received your request for a General Plan Referral as required by
Section 4.105 of the Charter and Section 2A.53 of the Administrative Code of the City and County of
San Francisco. The Department finds that the proposed Auxiliary Water Supply System (*AWSS”)
Seismic Upgrade (“Project”) is, on balance, in conformity with the General Plan, as described in the
attached staff report.

The Project proposes to make seismic upgrades and opetational improvements to the following five
AWSS components to preserve capacity and to assure reliable service after an earthquake:

1. Twin Peaks Reservoir. Rebuild the reservoir divider wall, repair the reservoir liner, replace
key mechanical equipment, and repair and restore walls and fences surrounding the
reservoir;

2. Ashbury Tank. Replace the water tank, remove an existing tree in the back of the property
and repair an existing retaining wall damaged by that tree, and repair or restore specific
mechanical equipment; '

3. Jones Street Tank. Seismically retrofit the existing concrete tank, repair the roof of the valve
house, and repair or replace specific piping and mechanical systems;

4. Pump Station No. 1. Improve the ventilation system, flooring, and specific mechanical
systems;

5. P'ump’:Station No. 2. Rebuild the pump station into a medern, state-of-the-art facility within
the existing building shell.

With the exception of Pump Station No. 2, the proposed projects are on existing City Rights of Way
and City owned property. A 1911 agreement between the US Army and the City and County of San
Francisco authorized the construction of the Pump Station No. 2 water supply tunnel. All historic
preservation issues and required mitigations relating to the above five projects were analyzed and
documented in the CEQA Negative Declaration, case number 2009.0568E.

www . sfplanning.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103.2472

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Inforrnation:
415.558.5377




The Planning Department issued a Negative Declaration, case number 2009.0568E, on December 10,
2009, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources Code
§8 21000 et seq.}.

As described above, the project is on balance in conformity with the San Francisco General Plan, as
detailed in the attached Case Report {(Attachment 1}. The Project is also consistent with Planning
Code Section 101.1(b) General Plan Priority Policies, included as Attachment 2. '

Planning Director

Attachments:
1. Case Report
2. Planning Code Section 101.1 Policies

[ A. Power, PD

EACitywide\ General Plun\General Plan Referrals \REFERRALN Andres\2009.0568R AWSS Seismic & System Upgrades.doc
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Attachment 1
General Plan Case Report

Case No. 2009.0568R
Auxiltary Water Supply System (”AWSS”) Seismic Upgrade

Staff Reviewer: Andres Power

Note: General Plan Objectives and Policies are in bold font; General Plan text is in regular font, and
staff comments are in italic font.

COMMUNITY SAFETY ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 2

REDUCE STRUCTURAL AND NON-STRUCTURAL HAZARDS TO LIFE SAFETY, MINIMIZE
PROPERTY DAMAGE AND RESULTING SOCIAL, CULTURAL AND ECONOMIC
DISLOCATIONS RESULTING FROM FUTURE DISASTERS.

Policy 2.1
Assure that new construction meets current structural and life safety standards.
The AWSS upgrades will be constructed to current applicable codes and standards.

Policy 2.7
Abate structural and non-structural hazards in City-owned structures.

Policy 2.10
Identify and replace vulnerable and critical lifelines in high-risk areas.
The AWSS improvements will ensure a secondary water supply in the event of an emergency.

Policy 3.6

Maintain and expand the city’s fire prevention and fire fighting capability with adequate
personnel and training. Assure the provision of adequate water for fighting fires.

The AWSS improvements will ensure a secondary water supply in the event of an emergency.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 5
ASSURE A PERMANENT AND ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF FRESH WATER TO MEET THE
PRESENT AND FUTURE NEEDS OF SAN FRANCISCO.

Policy 5.1
Maintain an adequate water distribution system within San Francisco.
The AWSS inprovements will help maintain adequate water supply i1 the cvent of an emergency.

SAN FRANGTSCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT




Policy 5.5

Improve and extend the Auxiliary Water Supply system of the Fire Department for more effective
fire fighting.

The proposed project improves the functionality of the AWSS system.

Sak FRANCISCD
PLANNING DEPASTMENY
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Attachment 2
Planning Code Sec. 101.1(b) Priority Policies

Case No. 2009.0568R
Auxiliary Water Supply System Seismic Upgrade

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

1 The project would have no adverse effect on neighborhood serving retail uses or opportunities
for employment in or ownership of such businesses.

2. The project would have no adverse effect on the City's housing stock or on neighborhood
character. -

3. The project would have no adverse effect on the City’s supply of affordable housing.

4. The project would not result in commuter traffic impeding Muni transit service or overburdening
the streets or neighborhood parking.

5. The project would not adversely affect the industrial or service sectors or future opportunities for
resident employment or ownership in these sectors.

6. The projeét would improve the facility’s preparedness against injury and loss of life in an
earthquake.

7. The project would have no adverse effect on landmarks or historic buildings.

8. The project would have no adverse effect on parks and open space or their access to sunlight and
vistas. '

IACitywide \General Plan\General Plan Referrals \REFERRALN Andres\ 2009.0568R AWSS Seismic & System
Upgrades.doc
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January 7, 2010

Mr. Charles Higueras
‘Department of Public Works

30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4100
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:

Case No, 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond for the June 2010 Ballot

Dear Mr. Higueras:

This is in response to a request for a General Plan Referral you submitted to the Department on
behalf of the Department of Public Works on December 28, 2009 pursuant to Section 4.105 of the
San Francisco Charter and Section 2A.52 of the Administrative Code. The requested referral is in
regards to the proposed “Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond,” (ESER Bond) to be
placed on the June 2010 ballot.

If authorized by the Board of Supervisors to be placed on the June 2010 ballot and approved by
the voters, the proposed ESER Bond would establish a funding mechanism for certain types of
future projects and would allow development of three specific projects:

Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) seismic upgrades: This project would improve
and seismically upgrade two pump stations, two storage tanks, and the reservoir of the
AWSS. The AWSS is used throughout the year for the suppression of muitiple-alarm fires.
It provides an additional layer of fire protection for the domestic water system in the
event of a major earthquake.

Critical Facilities and Infrastructure: The bond would provide a funding mechanism for
new and improved critical facilities and infrastructure for earthquake safety throughout
the city including but not be limited to neighborhood fire and police stations, and cisterns,
pipes and tunnels for the water systems for firefighting. Actual projects to be constructed
with these bond funds would be identified at a later time.

Public Safety Building: This project would construct an approximately 32() 200 square
foot new building that would include a police station, a police command center
headquarters, a fire station, and parking to support all three uses and an adaptive reuse of
Fire House #30 to provide for multi-use by the fire and police departments and the
community. :

Forensic Science Center: This project would include acquisition (lease with an option to
purchase the property) and the construction of a new facility of approximately 260,000
square feet, sufficient to co-locate the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and the police

www sfpianning.org

1650 Mission 3.

Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA94103-2479
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415.558.6378
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No, 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

Forensic Services Division, These city agencies are respectively involved with the
investigation of deaths and crime incidents, and frequently coordinate and collaborate on
Cross-over cases.

The three specific projects identified above and proposed to be funded with the bond funds are
not analyzed in this Referral. Project-level General Plan Referral applications have been
separately submitted to the Planning Department regarding the Auxiliary Water Supply System
{AWSS) seismic upgrades (Case No. 2009.0568R), the Public Safety Bu:ldmg (Case No.
- 2009.1136R); and the Forensic Science Center (Case No. 2010.0001R). The PJ;nmng Department
has found these projects to be in conformity with the General Plan. This referral adaﬂi}sges the
" remaining funding of the ESER Bond (Critical Facilities and Infrastructure). Future ldentlfled
projects that are developed with these bond funds will require individual project-level General
Plan Referrals as appropriate per Section 4,105 of the 5an Francisco Charter and Section 2A.53 of
the Administrative Code. Future identified projects may also reguire Environmental Review and
other discretionary actions by the Planning Department.

When specific project(s) are designed for the Critical Facilities and Infrastructure portion of the
_bond, the Department of Public Works (or other sponsoring Department) should submit a General
Plan Referral application on the specific project(s) to the Planning Department, prior to
consideration of and approval of individual projects. We request that the sponsoring City
Departments confer with the Planning Department to determine whether individual projects
funded by the G.O. Bond are subject to a General Plan Referral, Environmental Review, or other
discretionary action by the Planning Department. Any required General Plan Referral
applications should be submitted early in the approval process, providing adequate time for
Department review, consistent with Section 2A.53 of the Administrative Code,

Environmental Review

The Major Environmental Analysis Division of the Planning Department has determined that the
Critical Facilities and Infrastructure portion of the bond measure is Not a Project according to
CEQA Section 21065 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15060(c)(3) and 15378(b). This is because this
component does not involve any sufficiently specific activity that would result in a physical
change to the environment but instead involves the “creation of government funding mechanisms
* or other government fiscal activities which do not involve any commitment to any specific project
which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment.” The use of
these ESER Bond proceeds in the future to finance any individual projects or portion of any
project will be subject to CEQA review prior to City approval of such projects.

" Planning Code Section 101.1 Policies

The proposed ESER Bond has been reviewed for consistency with the Eight Priority Policies of the
Planning Code Section 101.1 and the findings are included as Attachment 2.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthguake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

The proposed ESER Bond is, on balance, in conformity with the General Plan. However,
individual projects for the Critical Facilities and Infrastructure portion of the bond will require
additional project-level General Plan referrals and Environmental Review,

if you have any questions, please feel to contact me at 558-6411, or have your staff call Adam
Varat of my staff at 558-6405. Thank you.

Singerely,

n Rahaim
Director of Planning

cc Charles Higueras, Department of Public Works
Elaine Warren, City Attorney
Stephen Shotland, Planning Department
Adam Varat, Planning Department

Attachments
1. Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond Project Description
2. Eight Priority Policies Findings- Planning Code Section 101.1
3. General Plan case report '

$AN FRANCISCO
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

Attachment 2

Planning Code Section 101.1(b) Findings

Planning Code Section 101.1{b) establishes the following eight priority plannirig policies
and requires review of permits for consistency with said policies. The Project and this
General Plan Referral application are consistent / inconsistent with each of these policies
. as follows:

That Existing Neighborhood-Serving Retail Uses Be Preserved and Enhanced and Future
Opportunities for Resident Employment in and Ownership of Such Businesses Enhanced

This project does not affect existing neighborhood-serving retail uses or future opportunities for
resident employment in and ownership of such businesses.

That Existing Housing And Neighborhood Character Be Conserved And Protected In
Otder To Preserve The Cultural And Economic Diversity Of Our Neighborhoods

This project does not affect existing housing or neighborhood character
That The C:ty s Supply Of Affordable Housing Be Preserved And Enhanced

This project does not affect the city's supply of aﬁardnble housing.

That Commuter Traffic Not Impede Muni Transit Service Or Overburden Our Streets Or
Neighborhood Parking

This project would have a miximal effect on Muni transit service due to increased ridership from
people using the new public buildings.

That A Diverse Economic Base Be Maintained By Protecting Our Industrial And Service
Sectors From Displacement Due To Commercial Office Development, and That Future
Opportunities for Resident Employment and Ownership in These Sectors Be Enhanced

. This project does not affect industrial and service sector employment. The project would likely
result in new jobs in the construction and building sectors,

That The City Achieve the Greatest Possible Preparedness to Protect Against Injury And

Loss of Life in an Earthquake

SAN FRANGISCC
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



Mr, Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and E:ﬁgrgency Repair Bond

This project would make seismic improvements to existing infrastructure and would create new
public safety buildings in accordance with applicable building codes; hence, the project would
* improve preparedness for earthquakes. ‘

That Landmarks And Historic Buildings Be Preserved

This project does not.affect landmarks and historic buildings..

That Qur Parks And Open Space And Their Access To Sunlight And Vistas Be Protected
From Development '

This project does not affect parks and open space.

SAN FRANCISCD
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R -
Earthquaké Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

Attachment 3

GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL - Case Report

Case Number:, 2009.1152 R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond

Location, Description: This General Plan Referral regards a proposal by the Department
of Public Works to place a bond measure on the June 2010 ballot to enhance earthquake
safety and emergency response. The bond measure would provide funding for projects -
including Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) seismic upgrades, Critical Facilities
and Infrastructure, a Public Safety Building, and a Forensic Science Center.

Staff Reviewer: Adam Varat Date: January 7, 2010

General Plan Objectives and Policies concerning the project are in bold font, and General
Plan text is in regular font. Staff comments are in italic font.

‘Community Safety Element

OBJECTIVE 1 |
IMPROVE THE COORDINATION OF CITY PROGRAMS THAT MITIGATE PHYSICAL
HAZARDS, HELP INDIVIDUALS AND ORGANIZATIONS PREPARE FOR AND RESPOND

" TO DISASTERS, AND RECOVER FROM THE IMPACTS OF DISASTERS

POLICY 1.1 ‘
fmprove the coordination of disaster-related programs within City departments.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upgrades and new infrastructure -
for public safety and emergency services, which would enable greater coordination of the City’s emergency
SErvices.

OBJECTIVE 2

REDUCE STRUCTURAL AND NON-STRUCTURAL HAZARDS TO LIFE SAFETY,
MINIMIZE PROPERTY DAMAGE AND RESULTING SOCIAL, CULTURAL AND
ECONOMIC DISLOCATIONS RESULTING FROM FUTURE DISASTERS.

POLICY 2.1
Assure that new construction meets current structnral and life safety standards.

POLICY 2.7
Abate striuctural and non-structural hazards in City-owned structures.

POLICY 2.10
Identify and replace vulnerable and critical lifelines in high-risk arcas.

SAN FRANGISCO
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

‘

The Water Department and the Department of Public Works have ongoing programs to replace
vulnerable water mains and sewers and to improve performance of the systems during
earthquakes by including system segmentation, safety shut-off systems and redundant back-up
systems or other methods of reducing damage and providing alternative sources of service, Pacific
Gas and Electricity has an ongoing program, with the goal of reducing the vulnerability of the
regional gas and electric networks to earthquakes by the year 2000. Caltrans has bridge and .
highway retrofit programs.underway. Lifeline work may present opportuni!ies to coordinate
construction activities. If coordination is possible, it should be vigorously pursued.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upgrades to the City’s critical
water infrastructure. - :

OBJECTIVE 3

ENSURE THE PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY FROM DISASTERS THROUGH
EFFECTIVE EMERGENCY RESPONSE. PROVIDE PUBLIC EDUCATION AND TRAINING
ABOUT EARTHQUAKES AND OTHER NATURAL DISASTERS AND HOW INDIVIDUALS,
BUSINESSES AND COMMUNITIES CAN REDUCE THE IMPACTS OF DISASTERS.

z

POLICY 3.6
Maintain and expand the city's fire prevention and fire fighting capability with adequate
personnel and training. Assure the provision of adequate water for fighting fires.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would pravidé funding for seismic upgrades and new
infrastructure for public safety and emeryency services, thercby improving the City's fire
prevention and fire fighting capability and assuring an adequate water supply to fight fires.

.Environ‘ment_al Protection Element

OBJECTIVE 5
ASSURE A PERMANENT AND ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF FRESH WATER TO MEET THE
PRESENT AND FUTURE NEEDS OF SAN FRANCISCO. -

POLICY 5.5
Improve and extend the Auxiliary Water Supply systemn of the Fire Departinent for moreeffective
fire fighting.

The Fire Department maintains and operates the Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWS5), a water
storage and distribution network that supplements the hydrants connected to the reguiar water
distribution lines. The AWSS presently serves those areas of San Francisco most intensively
developed. A recent public referendum authorized a bond issue to extend this system to the
remainder of the city, and to modernize certain of its components. Recommendations to remedy
system deficiencies should be implemented as soon as is feasible.
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Mr, Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

It is incumbent upon the City and County of San Francisco to undertake long-term planning for
emergency preparedness. Planned expansions and improvements to the AWSS would improve
the City's preparedness to meet potential fire disasters.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upgrades to the City’s Auxiliary
Water Supply System (AWSS).

Community Facilities Element

OBJECTIVE 1
DISTRIBUTE, LOCATE, AND DESIGN POLICE FACILITIES IN A MANNER THAT WILL
ENHANCE THE EFFECTIVE, EFFICIENT AND RESPONSIVE PERFORMANCE OF POLICE
FUNCTIONS.

POLICY 1.1 :
Locate police functions that are best conducted on a centralized basis in a police headquarters.
building.

POLICY13
Enhance closer policelcommunity interaction through the decentralization of police services that
need not be centralized.

POLICY 1.7 .
Combine police facilities with other public uses whenever multi-use facilities support plamming
goals, fulfill neighborhood needs, and meet police service needs.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding seismic upgrades and new
infrastructure for public safety and emergency services, which would enhance the performance and
cfficiency of public safety agencies.

In summary, the proposed ESER"Bond is, on balance, in conformity with the General Plan.
However, individual projects for the Critical Facilities and Infrastructure portion of the band
will require project-level General Plan referrals and Environmental Review.

SAN FRANCISCO
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Project Description for
The Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond

The Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond will provide funding to .
construct, improve and rehabilitate facilities in San Francisco that provide for public -
safety and emergency response.- .

4

"SAN FRANCISCO EARTHQUAKE SAFETY AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE BOND, -
2010. To safeguard and enhance San Francisco's earthquake safety and emergency
responsiveness by constructing, acquiring, improving and retrofitting critical San
Erancisco facilities and infrastructure, including but not limited to the water system for
firefighting, neighborhood fire and police stations, police command center, Crime Lab,
and Medical Examiner and to pay related costs necessary or convenient for the
foregoing purposes.” : ‘

The proposed program can be summarized as follows:

A AUXILIARY WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM. A portion of the Bond shall be
allocated to the renovation and seismic upgrading of Auxiliary Water Supply System
(the "AWSS"). The proposed project is to improve and seismically upgrade two pump
stations, two storage tanks, and the reservoir of the AWSS. The AWSS is dedicated to
the suppression of multiple-alarm fires. it provides an additional water supply for the
city, exclusively for firefighting and critical to the suppression of large fires occurring as
a result of a major earthquake. : ‘ :

The project objectives are to make seismic and operational improvements to the
following five AWSS components to preserve capacity and to assure a refiable service
fife of at least 50 years, unless otherwise noted:

1- Twin Peaks Reservoir: Rebuild the reservoir divider wall, repair the
reservoir liner, and replace key mechanical equipment;
2- Ashbury Tank: Replace the tank and specific mechanical equipment;
3. Jones Street Tank: Seismically retrofit the existing concrete tank and
replace all piping and mechanical systems;
4- Pump Station No.1: Improve the operation and extend the life of the
existing pump station; and
5- Pump Station No.2: Rebuild the pump station into a modern, state-of-the-
art facility within the existing building shell. ,
CEQA Determination - Negative Declaration 2009.0568E and General Plan Referral
2009.0568R have been issued for this project :

B. CRITICAL FIREFIGHTING FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE. A
portion of the Bond shall be allocated to the construction, acquisition, improvement,
retrofitting and completion of critical facilities and infrastructure for earthquake safety not

1/6/2010
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otherwise specifically enumerated (in the bond ordinance} including without limitation,
neighborhood fire stations, and such facilities as cisterns, pipes and tunnels for the
water system for firefighting. No specific facilities have been identified and the bond is a
financing mechanism for such improvements.

C. PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING A portion of the Bond shall be allocated to
construct in Mission Bay (1) a Public Safety Building consisting of a new police
department command center, a southern district police station, and a neighborhood fire
station in a seismically secure facility to serve Mission Bay to accommodate safety
needs in a growing community. The proposed project of approximately 320,200 square
feet would include, a police station, a police command center headquarters, a fire
station, and parking to support all three and an adaptive reuse of Fire House #30 to
provide for multi-use by the fire and police departments and the community.

D. FORENSIC SCIENCES CENTER. A portion of the Bond shall be allocated to
acquire the property and the development rights to construct a new seismically secure
Forensic Sciences Center in Mission Bay to consolidate the Office of the Chief Medical
Examiner and the Police Department's Forensic Services Division. The proposed
project is to build a new facility of approximatély 260,000 square feet and improve an
appropriate area sufficient to co-locate the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and the
~ police Forensic Services Division. These city agencies are respectively involved with the
investigation of deaths and crime incidents, and frequently coordinate and collaborate.
On Cross-over cases. '

Budget For ESER Bond Elements

Forensic Sciences Center ‘ 238,600,000
Public Safety Building” 236,100.060
Critical Facilities and infrastructqfe 130,000,000
AWSS T;Dtal | 36,400,000
ESER Capital Improvements Total 641,100,000
Bond Oversight S _ 652,070
Bond Financing Costs . S 10,317,930
BOND TOTAL :

* tncludes Mission Bay Fire Station 652,070,000

11612010
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1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
‘ San Frantisco,
January 7, 2010 CA 94103-2479
: Receplion:
| | 415.558.6378
Mr. Charles Higueras , Fax:
- Department of Public Works - 415.558.6408
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4100 »
. Planning
San Francisco, CA 94102 Indormation:
415.558.6377

Re: Case No. 2010.0001R
1600-1670 Owens Street (AB 8709 lot 020)
Proposed pUrchaée the property at 1600 -1670 Owens Street in Mission Bay for use by the
Office of the Chief Medical Examiner and the Forensic Science Division of the San
Francisco Police Department. '

Dear Mr. Higueras,

The Department received your request on 10/23/2008 for a General Plan Referral as required by
Section 4.105 of the San Francisco Charter, and Section 2A .53 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code. The Project is the proposed purchase the property at 1600-1670 Owens Street in Mission Bay
for use by the Office of the Chief Medical Examiner and the Forensic Science Division of the San
Francisco Police Department. '

Project Description

The project is pursuant to the Medical Examiner achieving accreditation by the American Board of
Forensic Toxicology, as required by California Senate Bill 1623; and the necessity of the San
Francisco Palice Deparfment’s Forensic Science Division to vacate the portion of its operations
now located at Building 606 in the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard and the efficiency of
consolidating its operations in a single location. The property at 1600-70 Owens Street provides
the opportunity to consolidate the Forensic Science Division's operations — now housed both at
Building 606 in Hunters Point and at the Hall of Justice ~ in a single location. '

This project would include acquisition and the construction of a new facility of approximately
260,000 square feet, sufficient to co-locate the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and the police
Forensic Services Division. These city agencies are respectively involved with the investigation of
deaths and crime incidents, and frequently coordinate and collaborate on cross-over cases.

Together, the Medical Examiner and the Forensic Science Division would occupy floors 1 through
6 — approximately 150,000 s.f. - of the 10-story building under a purchase agreement.

' www sfplanning.org
GADOCUMENTS Gen Plan refennishanthquake Bon\2001 00D1R Forensic Saence Center +EW FE
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Case No. 2008.1214R

1600 Owens Street {AB 8709 Lot 020}

Proposed Lease to purchase.of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division

The proposed purchase action would be, on balance, in conformity with the General Plan, as
described in a Case Report (Attachment 1). '

" The project is located in Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. Prior to this action, the City and
County of San Francisco took several actions related to the Redevelopment Area. They include:

1. San Francisco Planning Commission by Resolution No. 14696 certified the Final
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report for the Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Plans ("FSEIR"). On October 19, 1998

-

2. The Planning Commission Adopted CEQA Findings for the Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Plans in Planning Case No. 1996.771EMTZR, by Planning Commission
Res. 14697 on 9/17/1998.

3. The Planning Commission found the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay North and
South Redevelopment Plans in conformity with the General Plan, as revised, and
consistent with Planning Code Section 101.1, in Planning Case No. 1996 771EMTZR, by
Planning Commission Res. 14699 and Res. 14702 on 9/17/1998.

4. The Board of Supervisors approved and adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Project on November 2, 1998 by Ordinance No. 335-98.

The Redevelopment Agency Commission by Resolution No. 199-2000, Resolution No. 163-2005
and Resolution No. 149-2006 approved a Major Phase, Revised Major Phase and Basic Concept
and Schematic Design, respectively, for development of Blocks 43-44 in Mission Bay, which area
includes 1600 and 1670 Owens Street. The Redevelopment Agency has determined that the
proposed Forensic Science Center at 1600-1670 Owens Street is a permitted use at this location in
the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. See SFRA letter, Atiachment 3,

Environmental Review

The Department has determined that the Forensic Sciences Center proposed at 1600 -1670 Owens
Street, also known as Parcel 3 and 4 of Blocks 41-43 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan
Area is consistent with previous CEQA Actions. Namely, the Redevelopment Agency
Commission by Resolution No. 199-2000 and Resolution No. 163-2005, adopted CEQA Findings
and approved a Major Phase and a Revised Major Phase submission for Blocks 41-43, finding the
proposed Major Phase development and Revised Major Phase development as within the scope of
impacts analyzed in the FSEIR. The Redevelopment Agency Commission by Resolution No. 149-
2006 approved a combined basic concept and schematic design for a proposed project containing
laboratory, office, retail and ancillary uses, finding the basic concept and schematic design within
the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR. The Planning Department by this reference
incorporates these prior findings and adopts these findings as its own.

SAN FHANCISCO
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Case No. 2008.1214R

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020)

Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division 3

Planning Code Section 101.1 Policies

The proposed purchase action for the Forensic Science Center has been reviewed for consistency
with the Eight Priority Policies of the Planning Code Section 101.1 and the findings are included
as Attachment 2.

The proposed ESER Bond is, on balance, in conformity with the General Plan.

If you have any questions, please feel to contact me at 558-6411, or have your staff call Adam
Varat of my staff at 558-6405. Thank you.

Singerely,

n Rahaim
Director of Planning

cc: Charles Higueras, Department of Public Works
Elaine Warren, City Attorney
Stephen Shotland, Planning Department
Adam Varat, Planning Department

Attachments:
1. General Plan Case Report
2. Eight Priority Policies Findings — Planning Code Section 101.1
3. Mission Bay consistency findings

ENCitywide\ General Plan\General Plan Referral\ 2008\2008.12 T4R 1600 Owens Street Purchase.doc
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Case No. 2008.1214R

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020} . -

Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division :

© Attachment1 -
Case Report

Case No. 2010.0001R

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020) _

Proposed Purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division ' ' '

Staff reviewer: Adam Varat
Date: 1/07/2010

General Plan Policy Findings
Note: General Plan Objectives are in BOLD CAPS, and Policies are in bold font,
General Plan text is in regular font, and staff comments are in italic font. :

COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 9 .
ASSURE THAT INSTITUTIONAL USES ARE LOCATED IN A MANNER THAT WILL
ENHANCE THEIR EFFICIENT AND EFFECTIVE USE.

California Senate Bill 1623 requires that the Medical Examiner achieve accreditation by the American Board
of Forensic Toxicology. A move from its current location at the Hall of Justice to a site with the physical
amenities of 1600 Quwens Street is necessary to receive such accreditation. The San Francisco Police
Department's Forensic Science Division must vacate the portion of its operation that is ow housed in
Building 606 in the Hunters Puint Naval Shipyard. The property at 1600 Owens Street accommodates this
necessary relocation and allows Forensic Science Division to consolidate it operations at both Building 606
and at the Hall of Justice into a single location.

The Projectis XX in conformity not in conformity with the General Plan

SAN FRANCISEO )
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Case No. 2008.1214R

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020) . _ :
Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Diviston '

Attachment 2
Planning Code Section 101.1(b) Priority Policies Findings

Case No. 2010.0001R -

1600 Owens Street {AB 8709 Lot 020)

Proposed purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division : '

The following Priority Policies are hereby established. They shall be included in the’
preamble to the General Plan and shall be the basis upon which inconsistencies in the
General Plan are resolved:

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

The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in
order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods;
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

3. That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced;
The Project is not in conflict with this policy. '

4. That commuter traffic not impede Muni transit services or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking;
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

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

The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

6. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and
the loss of life in an earthquake.
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

7 That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved; and
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight 'and vistas be protected

from development.

SAN FRANCISCO
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Case No. 2008.1214R
1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020}
Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Exammer and the SFPD Forensic Smence

BDivision

The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

SAN FRANCISCO
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GAVIN NEWSDM, Mayer

Famon £. Romera, President
Rick Swig. Vice President

San Frantisto R
Redevelopment Agency .
: ”\.‘“’\, :

l — London Breed
Ore South Yan Ness Avenue " Ny 0 " A Linda A, Ctsa_u
San Francises, CA 94103 3 r Francee Covinglos
. L Leray King
. ! i - B " Darshan Singh
i . . R
$15.749.2400 Fred Blackwell, Exgeutive Director -
December 22, 2009 ' . 126-66.09-150

Charles A. Bigueras, AIA, Project Manager
DPW/PMB

30 Van Ness Street, 4th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: REVISED Consistency Findings for the acquisition of the property and the
developments rights to construct a new facility at 1600 Owens in Mission Bay
South Redevelopment Ared (Parce} 4 of Blocks 41-43), and the purchase of a
tenancy-in-common interest in the 1670 Owens parking garage (Parcel 3 of .
Blocks 41-43), to allow for the relocation of the Office of Chief Medical
Examiner and the Forensic Sciences Division of the San Francisco Police

Department

This letter replaces the original consistency findings prepared for this project, dated
December 16, 2009,

‘The City and County of San Francisco is proposing to acquire the property and the
developments rights to construct a new facility at Parcel 4 of Blocks 41-43 in Mission
Bay South to allow for the relocation of the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and
Forensic Sciences Division of the San Francisco Police Department to the site. These
city agencies are respectively involved with the investigation of deaths and crime
incidents, and frequently coordinate and collaborate on cross-over cases. Parking spaces
for the building would be located in the existing parking garage located on Parcel 3 of
Blocks 41-43 through the purchase of a tenancy-in-common interest in the garage.

The development of Parcel 4 of Blocks 41-43 would be subject to the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan, the Mission Bay South Design for Deveiopment, and ail other
supportmg documents, and would have to comply with the mitigation measures contained
in the 1998 Mission Bay Subsequent Environmental Impact Report.

Parcel 4 of Blocks 41-43 is within the Cominercial Industrial land use district of the
Redevelopment Area, as described in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. In
this land use category, “manufacturing” uses, including “medical research and bio-
technical research facilities” and “experimental laboratories” are permitted as a principle
use, as listed under Section 302.3(A). Based on the description of the proposed uses
related to the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and the Forensic Sciences Division, the
uses are consistent with a “manufacturing” use and are an allowable use under the '
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.

T
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In addition, the Option Term Sheet, dated December 11, 2009, for the purchase of 1600
Owens and a portion of 1670 Owens by the City and County of San Francisco '
‘specifically states that: the “City acknowledges that among the other items, the Mission
By Restrictions require payment of ad valorem taxes, potential Community Facility
District (“CFD”) and other taxes and fees as if the City were an entity not exempt from
such taxation.” Since the City has agreed to pay taxes as though it were not a tax exempt
entity, the purchase of the property by the City would not affect the ability of the San
Francisco Redevelopment Agency or the Master Developer, FOCIL-MB, LLC, to
implement the Redevelopment Plan, including construction of affordable housing and
infrastructure, through the use of funds collected from property and special taxes.

Sincerely,

Catherine Reil y
Acting Project Manager
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January 7, 2010

Mr. John Updike -

Assistant Director of Real Estate
25 Van Ness Avenue Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:  Case No. 2009.1136R _
Proposed Public Safety Building located at Third
Street and Mission Rock Street, Former AB 8720,
Lot 002, AB 8719, lot 002 portion and portion of -
(vacated) 4 Street right-of-way, also known as
Block 8 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area

Dear Mr. Updike,

We are in receipt of your letter dated December 7%, 2009, as revised on December 15,
2009, requesting that the Planning Department consider a General Plan Referral
application for a Public Safety Building, proposed for a site located at Third Street and
Mission Rock Street (former AB 8720, lot 002, AB 8719, lot 002 (portion) and a portion of
the 4t Street right-of-way (now vacated). The site is also known as Block 8 of the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Area. The submittal is pursuant to Section 4.105 of the
Charter of the City and County of San Ffancisco and Section 2A.53 of the Administrative
code establish requirements for General Plan Referrals to the Planning Department. Use
of the site for construction of a Public Safety Building, is, on balance, in conformity with
the General Plan, as described in the Case Report, included as Attachment 1. The
Project is also consistent with Planning Code Section 101.1(b} General Plan Priority
Policies, included as Attachment 2. :

The property, approximately 66,000 square feet in size, is owned by the City and County
of San Francisco. The proposed Public Safety Building will include a new Police
Department (SFPD) Headquarters facility, a District Police Station a Fire Station, parking
and other accessory uses. When constructed, the Police Department Headquarters and
District Police Station uses will be relocated to the site from the Hall of Justice (HOJ) at
850 Bryant Street.  The Mission Bay Land Use Flan, designates the land use for the
subject property as “Public Facilities (School, Police & Fire). The proposed Public Safety
Building containing Police and Fire Department facilities would be a permitted use at
the subject site.

www siplanning.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
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Fax
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PREVIOUS ACTIONS RELATED TO THIS PROJECT

The project site is located in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. Prior to this
action, the City and County of San Francisco took several actions related to the
Redevelopment Area. They include:

1.

The Planning Commission certified the Final Environmental Impact Report for
the Mission Bay North and South Redeveiopment Plans in Planning Case No.
1996.771EMTZR by Planning Commission Res. 14696 on 9/17/1998.

The Planning Commission Adopted CEQA Findings for the MisSioﬁ Bay North
and South Redevelopment Plans in Planining Case No. 1996. 771EMTZR, by
Planning Commission Res. 14697 on 9/17/1998.

The Planning Commission found the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay
North and South Redevelopment Plans in conformity with the General Plan, as
revised, and consistent with Planning Code Section 101.1, in Planning Case No.
1996.771EMTZR, by Planmng Commission Res. 14699 and Res. 14702 on
9/17/1998.

The Board of Supervisors approved and adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project on November 2, 1998 by Ordinance

No. 335-98.

The Mission Bay Land Use Plan, as set forth in the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan, designates the referenced project site for Public Land Uses,
including Schools, Police and Fire facilities land uses.

The Redevelopment Agency has determined that the police and fire station uses
and accessory uses are permitted uses at the Block 8 of the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Area. See SFRA letter, Attachment 3.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The Major Environmental Analysis section of the Planning Department completed
Environmental Review of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent Environmental Impact
Report (FSEIR). The review included analysis of regulatory and physical aspects of the
Plan, including; the vacation of public rights-of-way, property acquisition, acceptance of

[
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offers of dedication of land for road rights-of-way, and acceptance of offers of
Dedication of horizontal improvements (street and public rights-of-way), among other
actions.

The Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report for Mission Bay (FSEIR) was
prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act and was certified as
adequate, accurate and objective in the following actions:

s Redevelopment Commission Resolution No. 182-98 on September 17, 1998;

« Planning Commission Resolution No. 14696 on September 17, 1998, certifying the
FSEIR (Planning Case No. 1996.771E);

+ Board of Supervisors affirming the Planning Commission’s certification by
Resolution No. 854-98 on October 19, 1998.

" On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors, by Resolution No. 854-98, adopted CEQA

findings, including a statement of overriding considerations and a Mission Bay
mitigation monitoring and reporting program ("Mission Bay MMRP") in support of -
various approval actions taken by the Board to ‘implement the Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plans. |

The Redevelopment Agency has issued several addenda to the FSEIR to address various
issues and most recently issued Addendum No. 7 to address the location of the Public
Safety Building at Parcel 8; Addendum No. 7 con¢ludes that the proposed Public Safety
Building is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and will not result in
any new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects that alter the conclusions reached in the Mission Bay

The Planning Department has reviewed and considered the CEQA Findings and
statement of overriding considerations . previously adopted by the Planning
Commission, and the Board of Supervisors, and reviewed and considered the above-
referenced CEQA Findings of the Redevelopment Agency Commission and the CEQA
Findings contained in Addendum No. 7 and hereby adopts the CEQA Findings as its
own. The Planning Department additionally finds that implementation of the Public
Safety Building in Mission Bay (1) does not require major revisions in the FSEIR due to
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects, (2) no substantial changes have
occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the project analyzed in the
FSEIR will be undertaken that would require major revisions to the FSEIR due to the
involvement of new significant environmental effects, or a substantial increase in the
severity of effects identified in the FSEIR, and (3) no new information of substantial
importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR has become available which would
indicate that (i) the Public Safety Building will have significant effects not discussed in

SAN FRANGISCO
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the FSEIR; (ii) significant environmental effects will be substantially more severe; (iii)
mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible which would reduce one or more
significant effects have become feasible; or (iv) mitigation measures or alternatives
which are considerably different from those in the FSEIR w1li substantially reduce
one or more 31gn1f1cant effects on the environment.

GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL FINDINGS SUMMARY

In summary, the program for a Public Safety Building at the subject site is, on balance, in
conformity with the General Plan, as described in the attached Case Report, included as
Attachment 1. The project is also consistent with Planmng Code Section 101.1 policies,
included as Attachment 2.

ahaim

Director of Planning

Attachments -

1. Case Report

2. Planning Code Section 101(b) Priority Policies

3. SFRA letter regarding project consistency with the Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plan

cc Ed Reiskin, Director, DPW
Charles Higueras, DPW
S. Shotland, PD
Elaine Warren, City Attorney

I\Citywide\General Plan\General Plan Refermlé\ZOUQ\ZOOQ.] 136R Public Safety Building Third and Mission Rock
| Street- Miss Bay 12_29_09.doc
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CASE REPORT - . - Attachment 1

Re: Case No. 2009.1136R -
Proposed Public Safety Building located at Third
Street and Mission Rock Street, Former AB 8720,
Lot 002, AB 8719, lot 002 portion and portion of
(vacated) 4" Street right-of-way, also known as
Block 8 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area

Staff Review: Stephen Shotland
DATE: }anuary 7, 2010

Note: General Plan OBJECTIVES in Bold CAPS, General Plan Pohczes and text are ll’l bold font _
text is in regular font; Staff Comments in italic font : :

COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT
OBJECTIVE 1

DISTRIBUTE, LOCATE, AND DESIGN POL!CE FACILITIES lN A MANNER THAT WILL
ENHANCE THE EFFECTIVE, EFFICIENT AND RESPONS!VE PERFORMANCE OF POLICE
FUNCTIONS.

-

POLICY 1.1
LOCATE POLICE FUNCTIONS THAT ARE BEST CONDUCTED ON A CENTRALIZED
BASIS IN A POLICE HEADQUARTERS BUILDING

Effective police service and management require the overall coordination of departmental
activities and programs so that all citizens are assured of an equitable level of police service. Such
coordination can best be achieved through the centralization of certain key activities. Such as
adrninistration, departmental policy formulation, program planning, manpower and resource
allocation, information management, citywide operations ad communications control and
dispatch, and centralization of police records. Centralization of these functions minimizes
administrative activities at the district station Jevel, while maximizing effectiveness by freeing
police officers for patrol work and by supporting them with a comprehensive communications
and information network. '

POLICY 1.2
PROVIDE THE NUMBER OF DISTRICT STATIONS THAT BALANCE SERVICE
EFFECTIVENESS WITH COMMUNITY DESIRES FOR NEIGHBORHOOD POLICE
FACILITIES.

" POLICY 16

SAN FRANGISCO
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DESIGN FACILITIES TO ALLOW FOR FLEXIBILITY, FUTURE EXPANSION, FULL
OPERATION IN THE EVENT OF A SEISMIC EMERGENCY AND SECURITY AND SAFETY
FOR PERSONNEL, WHILE STILL MAINTAINING AN INVITING APPEARANCE THAT 1S
IN SCALE WITH NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT

43

POLICE FACILITIES PLAN Map 1

W Goneral Groupine OF Related Neighborhoods

LR Nelghborbood Edges And Barelers To Movement

sveeres Major Arterials That Define Neighborhoods

RRETE]  Recommended 9 District Grouping Of Related Neighborhoods

POLICY 1.1
LOCATE POLICE FUNCTIONS THAT ARE BEST CONDUCTED ON A CENTRALIZED
BASIS IN A POLICE HEADQUARTERS BUILDING.

Effective police service and management require the overall coordination of departmental
activities and programs so that all citizens are assured of an equitable level of police service. Such
coordination can best be achieved through the centralization of certain key activities. Such as
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administration, departmental policy formulation, program planning, manpower and resource
allocation, information management, citywide operations’ ad communications control and
dispatch, and centralization of police records. Centralization of these functions minimizes
administrative activities at the district station level, while maximizing effectiveness by freeing
police officers for patrol work and by supporting them with a comprehensive communications
. and information network.

POLICY 1.2
PROVIDE THE NUMBER OF DISTRICT STATIONS THAT BALANCE SERVICE
EFFECTIVENESS WITH COMMUNITY DESIRES FOR NEIGHBORHOOD POLICE
FACILITIES.

POLICY 1.6

DESIGN FACILITIES TO ALLOW FOR FLEXIBILITY, FUTURE EXPANSION, FULL
OPERATION IN THE EVENT OF A SEISMIC EMERGENCY AND SECURITY AND SAFETY
FOR PERSONNEL, WHILE STILL MAINTAINING AN INVITING APPEARANCE THAT IS
IN SCALE WITH NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT

POLICY 1.7

COMBINE POLICE FACILITIES WITH OTHER PUBLIC USES WHENEVER MULTIP’{.E-USE
" FACILITIES SUPPORT PLANNING' GOALS, FULFILL. NEIGHBORHOOD NEEDS, AND
MEET POLICE SERVICE NEEDS.

Comment: The Public Safety Building will be designed to incorporate the new SFPD Hendquarters Facility
and new District Police Station, which will replace facilities currently located at the Hall of Justice. The site
will also house a new Fire Station. The new facility will serve the newly developing Mission Bay District,
as well as other neighborhoods.

OBJECTIVE 5

DEVELOPMENT OF A SYSTEM OF FIREHOUSES WHICH WILL MEET THE OPERATING
REQUIREMENTS OF THE FIRE DEPARTMENT IN PROVIDING FIRE PROTECTION
SERVICES AND WHICH WILL BE IN HARMONY WITH RELATED PUBLIC SERVICE
FACILITIES AND WITH ALL OTHER FEATURES AND FACILITIES OF LAND
DEVELOPMENT AND TRANSPORTATION PROVIDED FOR OTHER SECTIONS OF THE
GENERAL PLAN,

SAN FRANCISCD
PLANNING DEPARTMENT




anec 1
Map 2

FIRE FACILITIES PLAN

@ Firc Facllities

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

SAN FRANCISCO



HOUSING ELEMENT

Objective 11 - .
IN INCREASING THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING, PURSUE PLACE MAKING AND
NEIGHBORHOOD BUILDING PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICES TO MAINTAIN SAN
FRANCISCO'S DESIRABLE URBAN FABRIC AND ENHANCE LIVABILITY IN ALL
NEIGHBORHOODS. .

Policy 11 2
Ensure housing is provided with adequate public improvements, services and amenities.

Comment: The Project calls for funding and future construction of a Public Services Building, which will

. include space for the San Francisco Police Department Héddquarters Facility, a - District Police Station and
a Fire Station. The proposed project will provide necessary public services to protect residents in. Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Area and other City.  Funding the project and the proposed land use are

consistent with the Land Use Plan contained in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan as revised, a
mixed-use development that incorporates housing commercinl and institutional uses, among other uses.
Plans for the new facility will be subject to review and approval by Ctt y Departments which will include the
Planning Department and the Redevelopment Agency.

Note: This General Plan Referral finding is limited to the location and land use for the
proposed Public Safety Building; the project’s design has not been reviewed, Prior to
implementing the project, the facility design may be subject to other City review and
approvals.

On balance, the Project is, on balance, _X__ in conformity not in conformity with the
General Plan.

SAN FRARCISCD
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Planning Code Section 101.1(b) Policies | Attachment 2

Re: Case No. 2009.1136R
Proposed Public Safety Building located at Third
Street and Mission Rock Street, Former AB 8720,
lot 002, AB 8719, lot 002 portion and portion of
(vacated) 4™ Street right-of-way, also known as
Block 8 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area

Plannmg Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority plannmg policies and requires the review
of projects for consistency with said pohcxes

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

The Project would have no adverse effect on ncighborhood serving retail uses or opportunities for
employment in or cwnership of such businesses. The Pioject actions considered in this case would

implement policies and plans contained in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which was found

consistent with the General Plan. The project would not affect the level of neighborhood serving retail.

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

The Project considered would have no adverse effect on existing hoixsiug and neighborhood character.
3) That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.
The Project in itself would have no adverse effect on the City's supply of affordable housing.

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

The Project would not adversely tmpede MUNI transit service or overburden city streets and neighborhood
parking.

(5) That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities

for resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The Project would not adversely affect a diverse economic base.

5AN FRANGISCO
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(6) That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss
of life in an earthquake. )

The Project, would not adversely affect City preparedness against injury or loss of life in an earthquake. The
proposed facility would be constructed meeting all applicable building and safety codes.

N That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The project proposes the adaptive reuse of a historic resource, Fire Station #30. The project sponsor
would be required to implement mitigation measures relating to the reuse of Fire Station #30,
including hiring an architect that meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification

" Standards, and review and approval by San Francisco Planning Department preservation staff for
concurrence that the project conforms to the Secretary of the Interior's guidelines for rehabilitation.
As a result, the project would not negatively affect landmarks and historic buildings. Once project
designs are developed, they would require additional review and approvals. ‘

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

The Project wonld not adversely affect parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas.

SAN FRANCISCG
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ENCitywide\ General Plari \Gen_e%nl Plan Réferm{s 12009\2009.1136R Public Safety Building Third and Mission Rock
Street - Miss Bay 12_29_0%.doc - A
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-Charles A. Higueras, AIA, Project Manager
DPW/PMB ‘
30 Van Ness Street, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Consistency Findings for the Location of the Headquarters of the San Francisco
Police Department on Block 8 in Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area

Block 8, as identified in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, has been identified
as the future site for a new police and fire station, In addition to the police and fire
station, the City of San Francisco is proposing to relocate the Headquarters of the San
Francisco Police Department to Block 8. :

The proposed project of would consist of approximately 265,000 square feet, plus the
option of an additional underground parking level, and would include, a police station, a
police command center headquarters, a fire station, and parking to support all three uses
and an adaptive reuse of Fire House #30 to provide for multi-use by the fire and police
departments and the community.

The development of Block 8 would be subject to the Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plan, the Mission Bay South Design for Development, and all other supporting
documents, and would have to comply with the mitigation measures contained in the
1998 Mission Bay Subsequent Environmental Impact Report.

Block 8 is within the Mission Bay South Public Facility land use district of the
Redevelopment Area, as described in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. In
this land use category, “fire/police station” uses and “other public structure or uses™ are
permitted as a principle use, as listed under Section 302.6. Based onthe description of

the proposed use, the use 1s consistent with the Mission Bay South Public Facility land
use district and is an allowable use under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan,

Catherine Reilly
Acting Project Manager




Mr. Charles Higuerds
Case No. 2009.1152R -
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

Attachment 3

GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL - Case Report

Case Number:. 2009.1152 R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond

Location, Description: This General Plan Referral regards a proposal by the Department
of Public Works to place a bond measure on the June 2010 baliot to enhance earthquake
safety and emergency response. The bond measure would provide funding for projects
including Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) seismic upgrades, Critical Facilities
and Infrastructure, a Public Safety Building, and a Forensic Science Center.

Staff Reviewer: Adam Varat Date: January 7, 2010

“General Plan Objectives and Policies concerning the project are in bold font, and General
Plan text is in regular font. Staff comments are in italic font.

Community Safety Element
OBJECTIVE1 .
IMPROVE THE COORDINATION OF CITY PROGRAMS THAT MITIGATE PHYSICAL

HAZARDS, HELP INDIVIDUALS AND ORGANIZATIONS PREPARE FOR AND RESPOND
- TO DISASTERS, AND RECOVER FROM THE IMPACTS OF DISASTERS

POLICY 1.1
Improve the coordination of disaster-related programs within City departments.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upgrades and new infrastructure

for public safety and emergency services, which wonld enable grenter coordination of the City's emergency
SCruices,

OBJECTIVE2 ' :

REDUCE STRUCTURAL AND NON-STRUCTURAL HAZARDS TO LIFE SAFETY,
. MINIMIZE PROPERTY DAMAGE AND RESULTING SOCIAL, CULTURAL AND
ECONOMIC DISLOCATIONS RESULTING FROM FUTURE DISASTERS,

POLICY 2.1 A
Assure that new construction meets current structnral and life safety standards.

POLICY 2.7
Abate structural and non-structural hazards in City-owned structures.

POLICY 2.10
Identify and replace vulnerable and critical lifelines in high-risk arcas.

SAN FRARDISCO
FLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No, 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

The Water Department and the Department of Public Works have ongoing programs to replace
vulnerable water mains and sewers and to improve performance of the systems during
earthquakes by including system segmentation, safety shut-off systems and redundant back-up
systems or other methods of reducing damage and providing alternative sources of service. Pacific
Gas and Electricity has an ongoing program, with the goal of reducing the vulnerabxhty of the
regional gas and electric networks to earthquakes by the year 2000. Caltrans has bridge and .
highway retrofit programs underway. Lifeline work may present opportunities to coordinate
construction activities. If coordmatlon is possible, it should be vigorously pursued

Discugssion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upgrades to the City's eritical
water infrastructure,

OBJECTIVE 3

ENSURE THE PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY FROM DISASTERS THROUGH
EFFECTIVE EMERGENCY RESPONSE. PROVIDE PUBLIC EDUCATION AND TRAINING
ABOUT EARTHQUAKES AND OTHER NATURAL DISASTERS AND HOW INDIVIDUALS;
. BUSINESSES AND COMMUNITIES CAN REDUCE THE IMPACTS OF DISASTERS.

‘

POLICY 3.6
Maintain and expand the city’s fire prevention and fzre fighting capability with adequate
personnel and training. Assure the provision of adequate water for fighting fires.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would pmvidé funding for seismic upgrades and new
infrastructure for public safety and emergency services, thereby improving the City’s fire
prevention and fire fighting capability and assuring an adequate water supply to ﬁght fires.

Environment_al Protection Element

OBJECTIVE 5
ASSURE A PERMANENT AND ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF FRESH WATER TO MEET THE
PRESENT AND FUTURE NEEDS OF SAN FRANCISCO.

POLICY 5.5
Improve and extend the Auxiliary Water Supply systen of the Fire Departinent for more effective
fire fighting.

The Fire Department maintains and operates the Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWS5), a water
storage and distribution network that supplements the hydrants connected to the regular water
distribution lines. The AWSS presently serves those areas of San Francisco most intensively
developed. A recent public referendum authorized a bond issue to extend this system to the
remainder of the city, and to modernize certain of its components. Recommendations to remedy
system deficiencies should be implemented as soon as is feasible.

SAN FRANCISCO
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

v

It is incumbent upon the City and County of San Francisco to undertake long-term planning for
emergency preparedness. Planned expansions and improvements to the AWSS would improve
the City's preparedness to meet potential fire disasters.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upgrades to the City’s Aux:hary
" Water Supply System (AWSS).

Community Facilities Element

OBJECTIVE 1

DISTRIBUTE, LOCATE, AND DESIGN POLICE FACILITIES IN A MANNER THAT WILL
ENHANCE THE EFFECTIVE, EFFICIENT AND RESPONSIVE PERFORMANCE OF POLICE
FUNCTIONS.

POLICY 1.1
Locate police ﬁmchons that ave best conducted on a centralized basis in a police headquarters
building.

POLICY 1.3 _
Enhance closer policelcommunity interaction through the decentralization of police services that
need not be centralized.

POLICY 1.7
Combine police facilities with other pubhc uses whenever multi-use jm:zIxt:es support plamning
goals, fulfill neighborhood needs; and meet police service needs.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding seismic upgrades and new
infrastructure for public safety and emergency services, which would enhance the performance and
efficiency of public safety agencies.

In summary, the proposed ESER Bond is, on balance, in conformity with the General Plan.
However, individual projects for the Critical Facilities and Infrastructure portion of the bond
will require project-level General Plan referrals and Environmental Review.

SAN FRANCISCD
FLANNING DEPARTMENT




Project Description for
The Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond

The Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond will provide funding to _
construct, improve and rehabilitate-facifities in San Fraricisco that provide for public
safety and emergency response. ‘ -

. L.

"SAN FRANCISCO EARTHQUAKE SAFETY AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE BOND,
2010. To safeguard and enhance San Francisco’s earthquake safety and emergency
responsiveness by constructing, acquiring, improving and retrofitting critical San
Francisco facilities and infrastructure, inciuding but not limited to the water system for
firefighting, neighborhood fire and police stations, police command center, Crime Lab,
and Medical Examiner and to pay related costs necessary or convenient for the
foregoing purposes.” : :

The proposed program can be summarized as follows:

A AUXILIARY WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM. A portien of the Bond shall be
allocated to the renovation and seismic upgrading of Auxiliary Water Supply System
(the "AWSS"). The proposed project is to improve and seismically upgrade two pump
stations, two storage tanks, and the reservoir of the AWSS. The AWSS is dedicated to
the suppression of multiple-alarm fires. It provides an additional water supply for the
city, exclusively for firefighting and critical to the suppression of large fires occurring as
a result of a major earthquake. : o ‘

The project objectives are to make seismic and operational improvements to the
following five AWSS components to preserve capacity and to assure a reliable service
life of at least 50 years, unless otherwise noted:

1- Twin Peaks Reservoir: Rebuild the reservoir divider wall, repair the
reservoir liner, and replace key mechanical equipment;
2- Ashbury Tank: Replace the tank and specific mechanical equipment;
3. Jones Street Tank: Seismically retrofit the existing concrete tank and
replace all piping and mechanical systems;
4. Pump Station No.1: Improve the operation and extend the life of the
existing pump station; and
5- Pump Station No.2: Rebuild the pump station info a modem, state-of-the-
art facility within the existing building shell. _
CEQA Determination - Negative Declaration 2009.0568E and General Plan Referral
2009.0568R have been issued for this project

B. CRITICAL FIREFIGHTING FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE. A
portion of the Bond shall be allocated to the construction, acquisition, improvement,
retrofitting and completion of critical facilities and infrastructure for earthquake safety not

1672010
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otherwise spedcifically enumerated (in the bond ordinance) including without limitation,
neighborhood fire stations, and such facilities as cisterns, pipes and tunnels for the
water system for firefighting. No specific facilities have been identified and the bond is a
financing mechanism for such improvements.

C. PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING A porticn of the Bond shall be allocated to
construct in Mission Bay (1) a Public Safety Building consisting of a new police
department command center, a southern district police station, and a neighborhood fire
station in a seismically secure facility to serve Mission Bay to accommaodate safety
needs in a growing community. The proposed project of approximately 320,200 square
feet would include, a police station, a police command center headquarters, a fire
station, and parking to support all three and an adaptive reuse of Fire House #30 to
provide for muiti-use by the fire and police departments and the community.

D. FORENSIC SCIENCES CENTER. A portion of the Bond shajl be allocated to
acquire the property and the development rights to construct a new seismically secure
Forensic Sciences Center in Mission Bay to consolidate the Office of the Chief Medical
Examiner and the Police Department's Forensic Services Division. The proposed
project is to build a new facility of approximately 260,000 square feet and improve an
appropriate area sufficient to co-locate the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and the
~ police Forensic Services Division. These city agencies are respectively involved with the
investigation of deaths and crime incidents, and frequently coordinate and collaborate.
ON Cross-over cases. ‘ )

Budget For ESER Bond Elements

Forensic Sciences Center ‘ 238,600,000
Public Safety Building* 238,100,06&
Critical Facilities and infrastructure 130,000,000
AWSS T;)tal i | ' 35,400,000
ESER Capital Improvements Total _ 641,100,000
Bond Oversight ' ' 652,070
Bond Financing Costs 10,317,930
BOND TOTAL ’
* includes Mission Bay Fire Station 652,070,000
1/6/2010
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SAN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

January 7, 2010

Mr. Charles Higueras
Department of Public Works
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4100
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Case No. 2010.0001R
1600-1670 Owens Street (AB 8709 lot 020)
Proposed purchase the property at 1600 -1670 Owens Street in Mission Bay for use by the
Office of the Chief Medical Examiner and the Forensic Science Division of the San
Francisco Police Department. '

Dear Mr, Higueras,

The Department received your request on 10/23/2008 for a General Plan Referral as required by
Section 4.105 of the San Francisco Charter, and Section 2A.53 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code. The Project is the proposed purchase the property at 1600-1670 Owens Street in Mission Bay
for use by the Office of the Chief Medical Examiner and the Forensic Science Division of the San
Francisco Police Department. '

Project Description

The project is pursuant to the Medical Examiner achieving accreditation by the American Board of
Forensic Toxicology, as required by California Senate Bill 1623; and the necessity of the San
Francisco Police Department’s Forensic Science Division to vacate the portion of its operations
now located at Building 606 in the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard and the efficiency of
consolidating its operations in a single location. The property at 1600-70 Owens Street provides
the opportunity to consolidate the Forensic Science Division's operations — now housed both at
Building 606 in Hunters Point and at the FHall of Justice - in a single location.

This project would include acquisition and the construction of a new facitity of approximately
260,000 square feet, sufficient to co-locate the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and the police
Forensic Services Division. These city agencies are respectively involved with the investigation of
deaths and crime incidents, and frequently coordinate and collaborate on cross-over cases.

Together, the Medical Examiner and the Forensic Science Division would occupy floors T through
6 — approximately 150,000 s.{, ~ of the 10-story building under a purchase agreement.

www.sfplanning.org
GALOCUMENTS Gen Plan referals athuake Bondi2601.0001R Folensic Science Conter +EW FF
edits doc 1

1650 Mission St
Suite 400

San Franciseo,
CA94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
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Case No.20081214R

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020)

Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division

The proposed purchase action would be, on balance, in conformity with the General Plan, as
described in a Case Report {Attachment 1). '

~ The project is located in Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. Prior to this action, the City and
County of San Francisco took several actions related to the Redevelopment Area. They include:

1. San Francisco Planning Commission by Resolution No. 14696 certified the Final
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report for the Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Plans ("FSEIR"). On October 19, 1998

‘ e

2. The Planning Commission Adopted CEQA Findings for the Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Plans in Planning Case No. 1996.771EMTZR, by Planning Commission
Res. 14697 on 9/17/1998.

3. The Planning Commission found the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay North and

' South Redevelopment Plans in conformity with the General Plan, as revised, and
consistent with Planning Code Section 101.1, in Planning Case No. 1996.771EMTZR, by
Planning Commission Res. 14699 and Res. 14702 on 9/17/1998.

4. The Board of Supervisors approved and adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Project on November 2, 1998 by Ordinance No. 335-98.

The Redevelopment Agency Commission by Resolution No. 199-2000, Resolution No. 163-2005
and Resolution No. 149-2006 approved a Major Phase, Revised Major Phase and Basic Concept
and Schematic Design, respectively, for development of Blocks 43-44 in Mission Bay, which area
includes 1600 and 1670 Owens Street. The Redevelopment Agency has determined that the
proposed Forensic Science Center at 1600-1670 Owens Street is a permitted use at this location in
the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. See SFRA letter, Attachment 3.

Environmental Review

The Department has determined that the Forensic Sciences Center proposed at 1600 -1670 Owens
Street, also known as Parcel 3 and 4 of Blocks 41-43 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan
Area is consistent with previous CEQA Actions. Namely, the Redevelopment Agency
Commission by Resolution No. 199-2000 and Resolution No. 163-2005, adopted CEQA Findings
and approved a Major Phase and a Revised Major Phase submission for Blocks 41-43, finding the
proposed Major Phase development and Revised Major Phase development as within the scope of-
impacts analyzed in the FSEIR. The Redevelopment Agency Commission by Resolution No. 149-
2006 approved a combined basic concept and schematic design for a proposed project containing
laboratory, office, retail and ancillary uses, finding the basic concept and schematic design within
the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR. The Planning Department by this reference
incorporates these prior findings and adopts these findings as its own.

SAN FRANCISCO
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Case No. 2008.1214R .

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020)

Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division '

Planning Code Section 101.1 Policies

The proposed purchase action for the Forensic Science Center has been reviewed for consistency
with the Eight Priority Policies of the Planning Code Section 101.1 and the findings are included
as Attachment 2. '

Fhe proposed ESER Bond is, on balance, in conformity with the General Plan.

If you have any questions, please feel to contact me at 558-6411, or have your' staff cali Adam
Varat of my staff at 558-6405. Thank you.

Singerely,

n Rahaim
Director of Planning

ce Charles Higueras, Department of Public Works
Elaine Warren, City Attorney
Stephen Shotland, Planning Department
Adam Varat, Planning Department

Attachments:
1. General Plan Case Report
2. Eight Priority Policies Findings ~ Planning Code Section 101.1
3. Mission Bay consistency findings

IACityvide\ General Plan\General Plan Reforrals\ 2008\ 2008.1214R 1600 Ouwens Street Purchase doc

SAN FRANGISCO
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Case No. 2008.1214R

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020) :

Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division ‘

Attachment 1
Case Report

Case No. 2010.0001R
1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020)
Proposed Purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science

st:s:on

Staff reviewer: Adam Varat
Date: 1/07/2010

General Plan Policy Findings |
Note: General Plan Objectives are in BOLD CAPS, and Policies are in bold font,
General Plan text is-in regular font, and staff comments are in ifalic font.

COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE Y .
ASSURE THAT INSTITUTIONAL USES ARE LOCATED IN A MANNER THAT WILL
ENHANCE THEIR EFFICIENT AND EFFECTIVE USE.

California Senate Bill 1623 requires that the Medical Examiner achieve accreditation by the American Board
of Forensic Toxicology. A move from its current location at the Hall of Justice to a site with the physical
amenities of 1600 Owens Street is necessary to receive such accreditation. The San Francisco Police
Department's Forensic Science Division must vacate the portion of its operation that is now housed in
Building 606 in the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard. The property at 1600 Owens Street accommodates this
necessary relocation and allows Forensic Science Division to consolidate it operations at both Building 606
and at the Hall of justice info a single location.

The Project is _XX_  in conformity not in conformity with the General Plan

SAt FRANCISCO :
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 4

1



Case No, 2008.1214R
1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020)

Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical

Division

Attachment 2 :
Planning Code Section 101.1{b) Priority Policies Findings

Case No. 2010.0001R -

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020) ‘
Proposed purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division - |

The following Priority Policies are hereby established. They shall be included in the’
preamble to the General Plan and shall be the basis upon which inconsistencies in the
General Plan are resolved:

1.

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

" The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in
order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods;
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced;
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

That commuter traffic not impede Muni transit services or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking;
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service

sectors from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future

opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced;
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and
the loss of life in an earthquake.
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved; and
The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

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

AN FRANCISCO
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Case Nu. 2008.1214R

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020) :

Proposed Lease to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division ' '

The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

SAN FRANCISTO
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San Frantisco GAVIN REWSDM. Mayor
Redgveinpment Agency Samon E. Romeso. Presdent
Rick Swig. Vice President
London Sreed
One South Van Ness Avenue Linga & Loy
San Francisee, CA94103 Feancee Cavinglen
Leroy King
" Darshan Singh
415,749.2400 Freg Blackwell, Exgputive Director -
December 22, 2009 ‘ ‘ 126-66.09-150

Charles A. Higueras, AIA, Project Manager
DPW/PMB -

30 Van Ness Street, 4th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: REVISED Consistency Findings for the acquisition of the property and the
developments rights to construct a new facility at 1600 Owens in Mission Bay
South Redevelopment Area (Parcel 4 of Blocks 41-43), and the purchase ofa
tenancy-in-cormion interest in the 1670 Owens parking garage (Parcel 3 of
Blocks 41-43), to allow for the relocation of the Office of Chief Medical
Examiner and the Forensic Sciences Division of the San Francisco Police

Department

‘This letter replaces the original consistency findings prepared for this project, dated
December 16, 2009, E

The City and County of San Francisco is proposing to acquire the property and the
developments rights to construct a new facility at Parcel 4 of Blocks 41-43 in Mission
Bay South to allow for the relocation of the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and
Forensic Sciences Division of the San Francisco Police Department to the site. These
city agencies are respectively involved with the investigation of deaths and crime
incidents, and frequently coordinate and collaborate on cross-over cases. Parking spaces
for the building would be located in the existing parking garage located on Parcel 3 of
Blocks 41-43 through the purchase of a tenancy-in-common interest in the garage.

The development of Parcel 4 of Blocks 41-43 would be subject to the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan, the Mission Bay South Design for Developnient, and ail other
supporting documents, and would have to comply with the mitigation measures contained
in the 1998 Mission Bay Subsequent Environmental Impact Report,

Parcel 4 of Blocks 41-43 is within the Commercial Industrial land use district of the
Redevelopment Area, as described in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. In
this land use category, “manufacturing” uses, including “medical research and bio-
technical research facilities” and “experimental laboratories” are permitted as a principle
use, as listed under Section 302.3(A). Based on the description of the proposed uses
related to the Office of Chief Medical Examiner and the Forensic Sciences Division, the
uses are consistent with a “manufacturing” use and are an allowable use under the '
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.



In addition, the Option Term Sheet, dated December 11, 2009, for the purchase of 1600
Owens and a portion of 1670 Owens by the City and County of San Francisco ’
specifically states that: the “City acknowledges that among the other items, the Mission

Bay Restrictions requite payment of ad valorem taxes, potential Community Facility
District (“CFD”)and other taxes and fees as if the City were an entity not exempt from
such taxation.” Since the City has agreed to pay taxes as though it were not a tax exempt
entity, the purchase of the property by the City would not affect the ability of the San

~ Francisco Redevelopment Agency or the Master Developer, FOCIL-MB, LLC, to
implement the Redevelopment Plan, including construction of affordable housing and
infrastructure, through the use of funds collected from property and special taxes.

Sincerely,

Catherine Reilly
Acting Project Manager
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.]anuary 7,2010

Mr. john Updike -

Assistant Director of Real Estate
25 Van Ness Avenue Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:  Case No. 2009.1136R
Proposed Public Safety Building located at Third
Street and Mission Rock Street, Former AB 8720,
Lot 002, AB 8719, lot 002 portion and portion of -
(vacated) 4" Street right-of-way, also known as
Block 8 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area

Dear Mr. Updike,

We are in receipt of your lettér dated December 7%, 2009, as revised on December 15,
2009, requesting that the Planning Department consider a General Plan Referral
application for a Public Safety Building, proposed for a site located at Third Street and
Mission Rock Street (former AB 8720, lot 002, AB 8719, lot 002 (portion) and a portion of
the 4% Street right-of-way (now vacated). The site is also known as Block 8 of the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Area. The submittal is pursuant to Section 4.105 of the
Charter of the City and County of San Francisco and Section 2A.53 of the Administrative
code establish requirements for General Plan Referrals to the Planning Department. Use
of the site for construction of a Public Safety Building, is, on balance, in conformity with
the General Plan, as described in the Case Report, included as Attachment 1. The
Project is also consistent with Planning Code Section 101.1(b) General Plan Priority
Policies, included as Attachment 2. ' '

The property, approximately 66,000 square feet in size, is owned by the City and County
of San Francisco. The proposed Public Safety Building will include a new Folice
Department (SFPD) Headquarters facility, a District Police Station a Fire Statjon, parking
and other accessory uses. When constructed, the Police Department Headquarters and
District Police Station uses will be relocated to the site from the Hall of Justice (HOJ) at
850 Bryant Street.  The Mission Bay Land Use Plan, designates the land use for the
subject property as “Public Facilities {School, Police & Fire). The proposed Public Safety
Building containing Police and Fire Department facilities would be a permitted use at
the subject site.

www sfpianning.org

1650 Mission St
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103.2478

Recaption:
415.558.6378

Fax:

415.558.6408

Planning

{nformation:
415.558.6377




PREVIOUS ACTIONS RELATED TO THiS PROJECT

The project site is located in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. Prior to this
action, the City and County of San Francisco took several actions related to the
Redevelopment Area. They include:

1.

The Planning Commission certified the Final Environmental Impact Report for
the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment Plans in Planning Case No.
1996.771EMTZR by Planning Commission Res. 14696 on 9/17/1998.

The Planning Commission Adopted CEQA Findings for the Mission Bay North
and South Redevelopment Plans in Plarining Case No. 1996.771EMTZR, by
Planning Commission Res. 14697 on 9/17/1998.

" The Planning Commission found the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay

North and South Redevelopment Plans in conformity with the General Plan, as
revised, and consistent with Planning Code Section 101.1, in Planning Case No.
1996.771EMTZR, by Pianmng Commission Res. 14699 and Res. 14702 on
9/17/1998.

The Board of Supervisors approved and adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project on November 2, 1998 by Ordinance
No. 335-98.

The Mission Bay Land Use Plan, as set forth in the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan, designates the referenced project site for Public Land Uses, |
including Schools, Police and Fire facilities land uses.

The Redevelopment Agency has determined that the police and fire station uses
and accessory uges are permitted uses at the Block 8 of the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Area. See SFRA letter, Attachment 3.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The Major Environmental Analysis section of the Planning Department completed
Environmental Review of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent Environmental Impact
Report {FSEIR). The review included analysis of regulatory and physical aspects of the
Plan, including: the vacation of public rights-of-way, property acquisition, acceptance of

4
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offers of dedication of land for road rights-of-way, and acceptance of offers of
Dedication of horizontal improvements (street and public rights-of-way), among other
actions. '

The Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report for Mission Bay (FSEIR) was
prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act and was certified as
adequate, accurate and objective in the following actions:

+ Redevelopment Commission Resolution No. 182-98 on September 17, 1998;
Planning Commission Resolution No. 14696 on September 17, 1998, certifying the
FSEIR (Planning Case No. 1996.771E);

« Board of Supervisors affirming the Planning Commission’s certification by
Resolution No. 854-98 on October 19, 1998. '

On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors, by Resolution No. 854-98, adopted CEQA
findings, including a statement of overriding considerations and a Mission Bay
mitigation monitoring and reporting program ("Mission Bay MMRP") in support of -
various approval actions taken by the Board to implement the Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plans.

The Redevelopment Agency has issued several addenda to the FSEIR to address various
issues and most recently issued Addendum No. 7 to address the location of the Public
Safety Building at Parcel 8; Addendum No. 7 con¢ludes that the proposed Public Safety
Building is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and will not result in
any new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects that alter the conclusions reached in the Mission Bay

'‘The Planning Department has reviewed and considered the CEQA Findings and
statement of overriding considerations  previously adopted by the Planning
Commission, and the, Board of Supervisors, and reviewed and considered the above-
referenced CEQA Findings of the Redevelopment Agency Commission and the CEQA
Findings contained in Addendum No. 7 and hereby adopts the CEQA Findings as its
own. The Planning Department additionally finds that implementation of the Public
Safety Building in Mission Bay (1) does not require major revisions in the FSEIR due to
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects, (2) no substantial changes have
occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the project analyzed in ‘the
FSEIR will be undertaken that would require major revisions to the FSEIR due to the
involvement of new significant environmental effects, or a substantial increase in the
severity of effects identified in the FSEIR, and (3) no new information of substantial
importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR has become available which would
indicate that (i) the Public Safety Building will have significant effects not discussed in

SAN FRANGISCD
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the ESEIR; (ii} significant environmental effects will be substantially more severe; (jii)
mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible which would reduce one or more
significant effects have become feasible; or (iv) mitigation measures or alternatives
which are considerably different from those in the FSEIR will substantially reduce
one or more significant effects on the environment.

GENERAL PLAN REFERRAL FINDINGS SUMMARY

In summary, the program for a Public Safety Building at the subject site is, on balance, in
conformity with the General Plan, as described in the attached Case Report, included as
Attachment 1. The project is also consistent with Planning Code Section 101.1 policies,
included as Attachment 2. : : '

ahaim
Pirector of Planning

Attachments -
1. Case Report
2. Planning Code Section 101(b) Priority Policies
3. SFRA letter regarding project consistency with the Mission Bay
Redevelopment Plan

cc Ed Reiskin, Director, DP'W
Charles Higueras, DPW
5. Shotland, PD
Elaine Warren, City Attorney

I\ Citywide\ General Plan\ General Plan Referrals\2009\2009.1136R Public Safety Building Third and Mission Rock
Street - Miss Bay 12_29_09.4doc
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CASE REPORT . Attachment 1

Re:  Case No. 2009.1136R
Proposed Public Safety Building located at Third
Street and Mission Rock Street, Former AB 8720,
Lot 002, AB 8719, lot 002 portion and portion of
(vacated) 4™ Street right-of-way, also known as
Block 8 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area

Staff Review: Stephen Shotland
DATE: january 7, 2010

Note: General Plan OBJECTIVES in Bold CAPS ‘General Pian Policies and text are in bold font;
text is in regular font; Staff Comments in ztahcfont :

COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT
OBJECTIVE 1

DISTRIBUTE, LOCATE, AND, DESIGN POLICE FACiLlTIES IN A MANNER THAT WILL
ENHANCE THE EFFECTIVE, EFFICIENT AND RESPONS!VE PERFORMANCE OF POLICE
FUNCTIONS.

POLICY 1,1
LOCATE POLICE FUNCTIONS THAT ARE BEST CONDUCTIED ON A CENTRALIZED_
"BASIS IN A POLICE HEADQUARTERS BUILDING

-

Effective police service and management require the overall coordination of departmental
activities and programs so that all citizens are assured of an equitable level of police service, Such
coordination can best be achieved through the centralization of certain key activities. Such as
administration, departmental policy formulation, program planning, manpower and resource
aliocation, information management, citywide operations ad communications control and
dispatch, and centralization of police records. Centralization of these functions minimizes
administrative activities at the district station level, while maximizing effectiveness by freeing
police officers for patrol work and by supporting them with a comprehensive communications
and information network. '

POLICY 1.2
PROVIDE THE NUMBER OF DISTRICT STATIONS THAT BALANCE SERVICE
EFFECTIVENESS WITH COMMUNITY DESIRES FOR NEIGHBORHOOD POLICE
FACILITIES.

- POLICY 1.6

SAN FRANCISCE
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DESIGN FACILITIES TO ALLOW FOR FLEXIBILITY, FUTURE EXPANSION, FULL
OPERATION IN THE EVENT OF A SEISMIC EMERGENCY AND SECURITY AND SAFETY
FOR PERSONNEL, WHILE STILL MAINTAINING AN INVITING APPEARANCE THAT IS
IN SCALE WITH NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT.

POLICE FACILITIES PLAN Map 1

General Grouping Of Related Nelghborhoods

Neightarhood Edges And Barriera To Movement

Major Arterialys That Befine Neighborhoods

Recommended 9 District Grouping Of Related Nelghborhoods

POLKIY 1.1
LOCATE POLICE FUNCTIONS THAT ARE BEST CONDUCTED ON A CENTRALIZED
BASIS IN A POLICE HEADQUARTERS BUILDING.

Effective police service and management require the overall coordination of departmental
activities and programs so that all citizens are assured of an equitable fevel of police service. Such
coordination can best be achieved through the centralization of certain key activities. Such as
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administration, departmental policy formulation, program planning, manpower and resource
allocation, information management, citywide operations ad communications control and
dispatch, and centralization of police records. Centralization of these functions minimizes
administrative activities at the district station level, while maximizing effectiveness by freeing
pohce officers for patrol work and by supporting them with a comprehensive communications
. and information network.

POLICY 1.2
PROVIDE THE NUMBER OF DISTRICT STATIONS THAT BALANCE SERVICE
EFFECTIVENESS WITH COMMUNITY DESIRES FOR NEIGHBORHOOD POLICE
FACILITIES.

POLICY 1.6 :
DESIGN FACILITIES TO ALLOW FOR FLEXIBILITY, FUTURE EXPANSION, FULL
OPERATION IN THE EVENT OF A SEISMIC EMERGENCY AND SECURITY AND SAFETY
FOR PERSONNEL, WHILE STILL MAINTAINING AN INVITING APPEARANCE THAT IS
IN SCALE WITH NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT

POLICY 1.7

COMBINE POLICE FACILITI‘ES WITH OTHER PUBLIC USES WHENEVER MULT!PLE—USE
" FACILITIES SUPPORT PLANNING' GOALS, FULFILL. NEIGHBORHOOD NEEDS, AND
MEET POLICE SERVICE NEEDS.

Comment; The Public Safety Building will be designed to incorporate the new SFPD Headquarters Fucility
and new District Police Station, which will replace facilities currently located at the Hall of Justice. The site
will also house @ new Eire Station. The new facility will serve the newly developing Mission Bay District,
as well as other neighborhoods.

OBJECTIVE §

DEVELOPMENT OF A SYSTEM OF FIREHOUSES WHICH WILL MEET THE OPERATING
REQUIREMENTS OF THE FIRE DEPARTMENT IN PROVIDING FIRE PROTECTION
SERVICES AND WHICH WILL BE IN HARMONY WITH RELATED PUBLIC SERVICE
FACILITIES AND WITH ALL OTHER FEATURES AND FACILITIES OF LAND
DEVELOPMENT AND TRANSPORTATION PROVIDED FOR OTHER SECTIONS OF THE
GENERAL PLAN,

SAN FAANCISGO
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FIRE FACILITIES PLAN

@  Firc Facilitles
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HOUSING ELEMENT

Objective 11 ‘ ' .
IN INCREASING THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING, PURSUE PLACE MAKING AND
NEIGHBORHOOD BUILDING PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICES TO MAINTAIN SAN
FRANCISCO’S DESIRABLE URBAN FABRIC AND ENHANCE LIVABILITY IN ALL
NEIGHBORHOODS, - \ |

Policy 11.2
Ensure housing is provided with adequate public improvements, services and amenities.

Comment: The Project calls for funding and future construction of n Public Services Building, which will

- “include space for the San Francisco Police Department Headquarters Facility, a District Police Station and
a Fire Station. The proposed project will provide necessary public services to protect residents in. Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Aren and other City. Funding the project and the proposed land use are

comsistent with the Land Use Plan contained in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan as revised, a
mixed-use development that incorporates housing commercial and institutional uses, among other uses.
Plans for the new facility will be subject to review and approval by City Departments which will include the
Planning Department and the Redevelopment Agency. ’

Note: This General Plan Referral findi‘ng is limited to the Jocation and land use for the
proposed Public Safety Building the project’s design has not been reviewed. Prior to
implementing the project, the facility design may be subject to other City review and
approvals.

On balance, the Project is, on balance, X _ in conformity not in conformity with the
General Plan.
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Planning Code Section 101.1(b) Policies Attachment 2

Re: Case No. 2009.1136R
Proposed Public Safety Building located at Third
Street and Mission Rock Street, Former AB 8720,
lot 002, AB 8719, lot 002 portion and portion of
(vacated) 4'" Street right-of-way, also known as
Block 8 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area

Planning Code Section 101.1(b} establishes eight priority planning policies and requires the review
of projects for consistency with said policies:

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

The Project would have no adverse effeck on neighborhood serving retail uses or opportunitics for
employment in or ownership of such businesses. The Project actions considered in this case would
implement policies and plans contained in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which was found

consistent with the General Plan. The project would not affect the level of neighborhood serving retail.

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

The Project considered would have no adverse gffect on existing housing and neighborhood character.
€] That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.
The Project in itself would have no adverse effect on the City’s supply of affordable housing.

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

The Project would not adversely impede MUNI transit service or overburden city streets and neighborhood
parking.

{5) That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities

for resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The Project would not adversely affect a diverse economic base.

SAN FRANGISCD
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®) That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss
of life in an earthquake.

The Project, would not adversely affect City preparedness against injury or loss of life in an earthquake. The
proposed facility would be constructed meeting all applicable building and safety codes.

{7 That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The project proposes the adaptive reuse of a historic resource, Fire Station #30. The project sponisor

would be required to implement mitigation measures relating to the reuse of Fire Station #30,
including hiring an architect that meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qunlification

' Standards, and review and approval by San Francisco Planning Department preservation staff for

concurrence that the project conforms to the Secretary of the Interior’s guidelines for rehabilitation.

As a result, the project would not negatively affect landmarks and historic buildings. Once project

designs are developed, they would requirc additional reviw and approvals.

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

The Project would not adversely affect parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas.
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San Francisgo GAVIN NEWSOM, Azyor

Redevelopment Agent:
P Agency Rick Swig, Acting } resident
Loadon Broed
Fi .
One South Vian Ness Avenua Qﬁ%ﬁwmg‘m
San Franciseo, CA 84103 Oarshan Singh
Fred Blackwel), B cutive Director
415.744.2400
December 16, 2009 126-061.09-150

*Charles A. Higueras, AIA, Project Manager
DPW/PMB

30 Van Ness Street, 4th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Consistency Findings for the Location of the Headquarters of the San Francisco
Police Department on Block 8 in Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area

Block 8, as identified in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, has been identified
as the future site for a new police and fire station. In addition to the police and fire
station, the City of San Francisco is proposing to relocate the Headquarters of the San
Francisco Police Department to Block 8. :

The proposed project of would consist of approximately 265,000 square feet, plus the
option of an additional underground parking level, and would include, a police station, a
police command center headquarters, a fire station, and parking to support all three uses
and an adaptive reuse of Fire House #30 to provide for multi-use by the fire and police
departments and the community.

‘The development of Block 8 would be subject to the Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plan, the Mission Bay South Design for Development, and all other suppoiting
documents, and would have to comply with the mitigation measures contained in the
1998 Mission Bay Subsequent Environmental Impact Report.

Block 8 is within the Mission Bay South Public Facility land use district of the
Redevelopment Area, as described in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. In
this land use category, “fire/police station” uses and “other public structure or uses’ are
permitted as a principle use, as listed under Section 302.6. Based on the description of
the proposed use, the use is consistent with the Mission Bay South Public Facility land
use district and is an allowable use under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.

Catherine Reilly
Acting Project Manager
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ADDENDUM TO SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Date of Publication of Addendum: January 7, 2010

Date of Certification of Final Subsequent EIR: September 17, 1998
Lead Agency: San Francisco Redevelopment Agency

1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5 Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103

Agency Contact: . Stanley Muraoka Telephone: (415} 749-2577

Project Title: Redevelopment Agency Case No. ER 919-97 Addendum #7
Mission Bay Public Safety Building

Project Sponsor/Contact: Charles Higueras, San Francisco Department of Public Works

Telephone: (415) 557-4646

Project Address: Block 8 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. Approximately 1.5 acres, located
south of Mission Rock, east of Third Street, and north of China Basin Street within the Mission Bay South

Plan area. Mission Bay South is south of China Basin Channel.

City and County: San Francisco

Determination:

Based on the analysis described.in this addendum, the proposed Mission Bay Public Safety Building does
not entail any substantial changes that would require major revisions to the 1998 Mission Bay Subsequent
Final Environmental Impact Report (Mission Bay), nor would there be new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects.

Since certification, no changes have occurred in the circumstances under which the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan would be undertaken, and no new information has emerged that would materially
change any of the analyses or conclusions of the Mission Bay SFEIR; therefore, no additional
environmental review is necessary beyond this addendum.

{The basis for this detérminatian is provided on the following pages.}

I do hereby certify that the above determination has been madé pursuant to state and local requirements.

St~ e

Stanley Muraoka Date of Determination
San Francisco Redevelopment Agency

Mission Bay SFEIR Addendum 1 ER-919-97 Addendum # 7



