File No.__ 4\ K71 9 ~ Committee Item No.___ 2
Board ltem No. oy

COMMITTEE/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
AGENDA PACKET CONTENTS LIST

Committee BUDGET AND FINANCE Date 1/20/10

Board of Supervisors Meeting Date I/Q’[e"/k’i‘f‘ |

Cmte Board

Motion

Resolution

Ordinance

Legislative Digest

Budget Analyst Report
Legislative Analyst Report
Introduction Form (for hearings)
Department/Agency.Cover Letter and/or Report
Mou

Grant Information Form

Grant Budget

Subcontract Budget
Contract/Agreement

Award Lefter

Application

Public Correspondence

O
0

OTHER (Use back side if additional spa%g is needed)

0 O ER eAldendam?t

O

.

Ll O

L O

Completed by:___Gail Johnson Date 1/15/10
Completed by: /éﬁ.é), Date W“‘/W

An asterisked item represents the cover sheet to a document that exceeds 25
pages. The complete document is in the file.

Packet Contents Checklist 5/16/01

349



450



© 0 ~N O O D oW N -

N N ™ A" ] ™ - —_ - sk - - N — — -
87| RS w N - O w (@ e] ~} (o)} [$3 NN w B —_ o

FILENO. YA\ & RESOLUTION NO.

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

Resolution 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 1o notify the |

Contfroiler 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
facilities to improve freatment reliability by increasing the plant's sustainable capacity to
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 Hetchy 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

* san Erancisco Public Utllities Commission®
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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 Pténning 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
tmprovement Program Environmental Impact Report ("PEIR") adopted by the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission in Resqiution No. 08-200 dated October 30, 2008, as authorized
by and in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, On December 8, 20_09, the San Francisco Public Ultilities Commission
(SFPUC), by Resolution No. 08-0203, a copy of which is included in Board of Supervisors File
No. 84 V& 1% and which is incorporated herein by this referénce: (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. 09-0203, and all written
and oral information provjded by the Planning Department, the public, relevant 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

* San Francisco Public Utilities Commission*
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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 Budgét and Finance Committee reserve
pending review and reserve release by that Committes. 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 fhat the FEIR is adequate for ifs 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 mp!emented 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 require major revisions to the FEIR due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or aﬁ increase in the severity of previéusiy 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 to the Controller.

* San Francisco Public Utiliies Commission®
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

1390 Market Street, Suite 1025, San Francisco, CA 94102 (415) 554-7642
FAX (415) 252-0461

January 14, 2010
TO: Budget and Finance Committee |
FROM: Budget and Legislative Analyst

SUBJECT: January 20, 2010 Budget and Finance Committee Meeting
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING TANUARY 20, 2010

tems#1and2 -~ = Department(s): L
Files 09-1490 and 09-1478 .| Public Utilities Commission (PUG -

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Legislative Objectives

» File 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).

e 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

o 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.

» The Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion 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 sustainable water
treatment capacity to meet the demands of the PUC’s water system.

s 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 January 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).

» Approve the propésed resolution adopting the findings under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) (File 09-1478).

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
1&2-1
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING IANUARY 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, fo 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) T
Anticipated March, 2010 Appropriation Request, Subject to Future Board of
. 18,278,321

Supervisors Approval

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, (c) 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 FHetch Hetchy water system.

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
1&2-2
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BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING JIANUARY 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 LEGISLATEON

" The PUC is requesting that the Budget and Finance Commiftee 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 Expenditare 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
Censtruction 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 confract would not be subject to Board of
Supervisors approval because the PUC is authorized to award construction contracts, 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 Reservoir 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 modlﬁcatzons necessary to
mitigate the environmental zmpact 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 reserve.

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 of 2013. As discussed
above, (a) approval of the proposed resolution (File 09-1478) would adopt environmental
findings required by CEQA, (b) the: Project is currently 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 SUPERVISORS BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
1&2-4
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PUBL?C UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTION NO. 09-0203

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff have developed a
project description under the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) for the improvements
to the regional water supply system, otherwise known as Project No. CUW28101, Sunol Valley
Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir 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 SVWTP,

s 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 basm) 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

o 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 Comuments 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 doctiment 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

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained in
the FEIR, all written and oral information provided by the Planning Department, the public,
refevant 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
SFPUC 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
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Reporting Program (MMRP) in Atfachment B to this Resolution, which material was made
available to the public and the Commission for the Commission’s review, consideration and
action; and ~

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

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

WHEREAS, Thereafier, 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 review‘by 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 seck 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, (¢} 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 to 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 or 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 (a) 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, frees, or other vegetation, 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 nof limited to the following;
U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of
Transportation, State Historic Preservation Officer, California Department of Fish and Garne,
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San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, 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 Overiiding Considerations,
attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein as part of this Resolation by this reference
thereto, and adopts the MMRP aftached to this Resolution as Exhibit B and incorporated herein
as part of this Resolution by this reference thereto, and authorizes a request o the Board of
Supervisors to adopt the same CEQA Findings, Statement of Overriding Considerations and
MMRP; and be it

FURTHER RBESOLVED, 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 Commission 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 Mansger
to negotiate and execute a Memoranda of Agreement to facilitate and coordinte the Project
wotk, if necessary, with Alameda County (the “Project MOA™) in a form that the General
Manager determines is in the public interest and is acceptable, necessary, and advisable to
effectuate the purposes and intent of this Resolution, and in compliance with the Charter and all
applicable laws, and approved as to form by the City Attorney. The Project 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 procedures
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
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, to exercise amy 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 ufility facilities or improvernents on, along, over, adjacent to, ot in the
vicinity 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 such 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
regilatory 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,
California Department of Fish and Game, and San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality
Control Board, including terms and conditions that are within the lawful authority of the agency
to impose, in the public interest, and, in the judgment of the General Manager, in consultation
with the City Attorney, are reasonable and appropriate for the scope and duration of the
requested permit or approval, as necessary for the Project; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission authorizes the General Manager 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 Attorney,
determines are in the best interests of the SFPUC and the City, do not materially decrease the
benefits to the SFPUC or the City, and do not materially increase the obligations or labilities 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

Wbl

Secretary, Public Utflities Commission
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“SAN FRANCISCO
PL AR R

Planning Commission Motion No. 17992
HEARING DATE: December 3, 2009

Hearing Date: ~ December 3, 2009

Case No.: 2006.0137E ‘

Project: Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated
Water Reservoir Project

Zoning: Various

Block/Lot: Various

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 [MPACT
REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED SUNOL VALLEY WATER TREATMENT PLANT EXPANSION AND TREATED
WATER RESERVOIR PROJECT.

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Comimission”) 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 ef seq., (hereinafter
“CEQA Guldelmes”) and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code (heremafter
“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 comment 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 meeting 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 period are included in AppendixX A of the Draft EIR.

wiww siplancir porg

6%

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisce,
CA 04103-2472

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
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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

B. OnJune 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

2. The DEIR was circulated to local, state, and federal agencies and to interested organizations

Clearinghouse on June 3, 2009.

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 ori

the DEIR to accept written or oral comments were held; one hearing was held in Sunolon

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.

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 Cé&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.

SAN FR
1

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 process, ény additional information that became available, and the C&R document,
all as required by law.

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

ANCISCO 2

LANMING DEPARTMENT
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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 WSIP 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 WSIP:

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 FAANEISCO ' 3
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Motion No. 17992 Case No. 2006.0137E
Hearing Date: December 3, 2009 ‘Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated
: N Water Reservoir Project

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its

regular meeting of December 3, 2009.

rs

e .

Linda Avery
Commission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Miguel, Antonini, Borden, L.ee, Moore, and Sugaya
NOES:

ABSENT: Commissiéner Olague

RECUSED:

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

SAN FRANCISCO . 4
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Alameda County 1o fagilitate and coordinate the proposed construgtion
work

186 any Clty Gr San Fradeisce Publiu Utilitles Commission
: Gy right upder aniy degd, leags, perrmt orlicende ae necersary,
and negouam and exeente it_h ownets of {}Ccuplers of pmperty

APPROVAL:

DEFARTRENT !
BUREAY

COMMISEION
SEERETARY

-

“.mv-«:iubﬁﬁ L?- g
ha -‘\j‘;“

FINANEE

Tddd L. Rydstirom

Mike Housh

GENERAL Ed ﬁgrrlngil:@u” -

MANAGER
Pra =

i \.ﬂ
20 w“ ;f%ﬂ‘} el

469 F.w‘”“'




Contrack: WD-2582, Sunol Valley Water Treatment Piant Expansian and Treated Water Reservoir Project

Cormnsiesion Meoting Date:

Decetniber §, 2009

Diistricl and California Department of 1 ransportation.

Implementation actions will include adveitising for construction bids;
liowever, staff will seek Cominission approval to award the

construction contract at a future date,

Backgrouni:

| 8YWTP) for

e Project s located adjacent to the oxisting SYWTE I

uningorporated Alameda County in the Sunol Valley. The SVWTP
primitily treats water from the Calaveras and San Antonie Reservoirs
and, when needed, Hetch Hetchy water can bé diverted to the SYWTP
for treatnient. '

The SFPUC is obligated by the California Departiment of Public
Health (CTYPH) (Order 02-04-96C-001) to provide additional tredted
water storage at the SVWTP to serve as a balaricing tesérvoir, The

Project therefore proposes to install 4 néw 17.5-million-gallon treated -

water reservoir adjaceiit to the gxisting gititiés, Additionally, the
Project Wéitfd BOHSEACE jig nigw facilifies to increase the
sustatnable tieatiient capacity at the SYWTP from 120 million
gallons per day (mpd) to 160-mgd (the hydtaulic capacity of the
ays. The Pibjeet would niot ificiéase the total volume

& treatedl and served to the publies it would only

nd thisreby operation flexibility to ensute that,
reiting 160 mgd, that-watet will meet

Key projest components include;
« 78-<uch pipetine from the new treated water reservoir (o the
existing SYWTP discharge pipeline o cotifiect o the regional
transmission system;

o 17.5-million-pallon treated water reservoir
»  3.5:million-gallon chlofine contact tank;

o  Water freatment chemical storage and feed systems;

« Flobculation and sedimentation basing

»  Wash tvater recovery basin and piping; and

«  Miscellaneous piping, valyes, iechanical and electrical work.
Construction would be completed in about thiee yeats,

Tesult of Inaction: -

The SEPUC will 10t be able to propeed with plans 1 inpleient the
SVWTP Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Projeet. This will
prevent the SFRUC to comply with the € DPH tequirement for
additional treated water storage and build the facility imiprovements
needed to ifioteage the plant’s sustainable capaeity and erthance
reliable treatmient of local water to-meet custorner demands,

Deseription of

[T Tn order to move forward with the Prajest, the Comunission must
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Comtract WD-2582, Suigl Valley Water Trestment Plant Bxparsion and Treated Water Resarvoly Praject
Commicsion Mooting Dafer December 8, 2000

Praject Actiom:

review and consider the eertified Final Envzranmantal Impact Repost

(EIR), and adopt the Project CFQA Dmdmgs and the MMREP,
including the Statement of Overriding Cotsiderations. The Final BIR
was provided o each mémber of the Commission. The CEGA
document was developed by the San Franciseo Planning Departiment.

fiffcaiit impacts and found
potenﬁally sigruf“ TCAfE Tnd , wiotrce aréas of sesthstics,
eultial resotirces, transporiation and cireiilation, nioise, air quality,
recreation, ufilities and service systenis, bidlogical resources,
liydrology and water quality, havards aid hazardous materials,
agriciltnral resolices, and Giimiilative impacts. Potentially significant
intipacts will be redioed to 4 less than signiticant Ievei ‘by
i ame&ntmg the mitigation measires i
during the deszgn ¢onstruction, and ~ootstriction phases,
except for these signi E‘ieam 'md unwa zdable hmpacts causetl by the
Wsiy w&t@f-’sﬁpp : ;48 a-component of
Ehf: WHIP, w1I fied 1 in the Emal EIR

CEQA, The 'f' FOA Fmdmgs and MMEP age. attached as Exi‘nbﬁs' A

i B to the Conimission Resolution for this'agends item.

2. Upgn apptoval of the Project, SERUC staff will procesd to

ke e Project, including advertmng for constraction bids, apnd
taitiing necessary agreements and permiits. Staff will seek
Conimlssion approval to award the constitiotih contract at a fufiise
date.

3. The Project: w:ii mvolve wolk in Alameda Cmmty. I“ he Resgolution

rov d b’y th& Czty Attoi ﬁﬁy
delrass. mattes,s including but not Hmited to: (2)
t‘s:mmmltments to restore or-replace; pursuant to agreed
speeifications, ceitain iniproverents awned by the local jutisdiction,
(b ooperative pmcedures anil fees rciatlng to local pekiits,
ingpections; and comtnunications to the public caiceniing Project
congtruction, (¢} the form. of necessary encroachtgnt permits or ofher
teal propetty licenses for Project consfruction, and (d)-the parties

| respective indemnification and insurance obligations, subject to the
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Cartrack: WD-2582, Sunol Valley Watér Treatmanit Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservolr Project
Commission Mae:ﬁ:mg fate: December 8, 2009

San Franoisco Risk Manager's approval.
4, For pﬁrtzons of the City-owned SFPUC right of way whero the
Project work will oeeur, the SEPUC bas issued leases, purmlts. or
lieenses fo certain parties to use the right of way for various purposes,
and in some instances there is apparent use of City-owned property by
other parties for which there is no evideriee of SFPUC nuthorization,
ot othér };;'irtws hold property tights or inferests on lands aleng, over,
adjaceiit to or in the vieinity of the right of way that may be aff‘ected
by the Project. The Resolution authorizes the Gerietal Mansger, or his
designee, to (1) exercise any City ot SFPUC right under any deed,
lease, perimit, of, licetise as necéssary or advigable in connection with
the Projest, and (u) negotiate and execufe with owners or oceupiers of
property tterests or utility facilities or improvements, ofi, along, over,
adjacent to or in the yicinity of; the SFPUC'S fight of way, new ot
amended leases, petmits, licensgs, enctoachiment-retmoval or other
project related agreements {each, a "Use Instrument”)-with respect fo
uses and structures, fences, and other above-ground or subterranean
improvements or interests, orchards; trees, or other vegetatioh. The
General Manager's authority so granted wdl iriclude the aiithority, if
necessary for the Pigject, to enter inta, 4 d, of exercise rights ynder
axisting or new Use Instruments with atty owier o occyupier of
propetty on, along, over, adiacent to or in the visinity of the SFPUC
‘ rtght of way, including Use Instmments required 1o accommodate
project construction activit 3]
mitigation meagiires related to grol , G
of water service, végetation and habitats, and settlement momtmmng
Any such new o amended Use Instrumsnt will be in a fotin that the
General Manager determiiries is in the public fiteiest atid is ageeptable,
neoessary, and; advxsabie tir effectuias the putpo 8 aid mteni of ‘this
Resslittion, dnd i camphanae , 1ar
laws, and approved 4s to form by the City Attmmey

5. Implementation of the Project Wil involve tonsultation with, ot
required approvals by, state.and feders regulamry agencies; includipg
bt not hmxfad th the foilo mg: U:S Ariny. Corps of Engineers, U.S.

servatmn Gfﬁcer\‘, Cahf ; rma De:partmeni of Fish and
y Control Board, and Bay
Area Alr Quahty 1 'aﬁagement Bxstrwt Tha Resolution authotizes the
gl y fory-and if necesse ek Board of
Supemsers appmval anﬂ ifapproved, aceeptand sxecute reduired
ls by these re:guiatary agenmes Tu t.he extﬁnt that tha tefirs

remew dnd appmval by 1ha San A-x‘an sco Risk Manager. T
General Manager fs atthorized 16 agredid stich tenis afid conditions
that are withinthe lawful authomty of il shey to imposs, in the

publie intérest, and, in the )udgment of the General Manager, in
congtiltation with the Clity Attﬂmey, are reasonable and appropnata for
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Contracty WD-2582, Suncl Valley Water Treatmant Flant Expansion and Trested Water Reserveit Project
Cormmrission Moeeking Daler Decernber §, 2009

the scope and duration of the required approval, as necessary for the
Projet,

Ernvirenmental
Review:

The San Francisso Planning Commission certified a Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for I’m;em‘ No. CUW38101, en
Digeember 3, 2009

Recommpndation:

SFPUC ’»"E@fflﬁcommands that the Cemmtsszon adopf the auached T
resolution.

Attnehmenis:

[, FPUC Resolution
2. Attachment A: CEQA Findings

o 3. Attachment B: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
City and County of San Francisco

RESOLUTION NO.

WHERHEAS, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) staff have developed a
project desoription under the Water Systes Improvement Prograni (WSIP) for the improvements
to the regional water supply syster, otherwise fnown as Praject No, CUW38101, Sunocl Valley
Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Treated Water Reservoir Project; and

WHEREAS, The objestives of the Project are {o:

s Comply with the Califotnia Department of Public Health (CDPH) Compliance Ordet
(Order 02-04-960-001) to provide treated water storage to serve ag a buffer for potential
trsatment failures at the SVWTR;

s Add redundant facilities at the SVWTP to improve treatment reliability by increasing the
plant’s “sustaipable capacity” to 160 migd, defined as the ability to treat 160 mgd for at
least 60 days with the largest. piece of equipinent or process comiponent (e.g., Hoeculation
and sedimentation basin) out of service for maititenance (overall hydraulic peak capacity
at the plant wold remain 160 mgd);

o Provids ability to reliably augment water supply with as much as 160 mgd of water from

| the-Alameda Creck watershed during unplanned outages of the Hetch Hetchy supply; and

s Provide ability to sustainably treat as much as 160 mgd of Hetch Hetchy water at the
SYWTP duting an unplanned Hetch Hetehy water quiality evetit,

WHEREAS, On December 3, 2009, the Planaing Commission reviewed and considered
the Final Environmental Impaet Report (FEIR) i Planning Department File No. 2006.01378,
consisting of the Draft BIR, the Comments and Responses document, and found that the contents
of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR wag prepated, publicized and reviswed
complied with the provisions of the Califorriia Erivitonmental Qnality Act (CEQA), the CEQA
Guidelines and Chapter 31 of the San Frandisco Administrative Code and found furthet that the
FEIR reflests the independent judginent and analysis of the City and County of San Frabeisco, is
adequate, acourate and objective, and that the Comments and Réspotises document contains to
significant revisions to the Draft BIR, and certitied the completion of said FEIR in compliance

with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines in its MotionNo. s and

WHEREAS, This Commission has reviewed and considered the information conitained in
the FEIR, all written and otal informiation provided by the Planning Depatiment, the publis,
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 béen 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 part of the record before this Cominisgion; and

 WHHRBAS, 8FPUC staff prepared proposed findings, as required by CEQA, (CEQA
. Pindings) iit Aftachment A 1o this Resolution and a proposed Mitigation. Mouitoring and
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chmuug, Program (M MIREPY int Attachiment B fo this Resolution, whu,h material was made
available {o the piblie and the Coramisgion for the Comintssionn’ s review, congideration and
action; and '

WHEREAS, The Project is 4 vapifal itnprovement project appreved by this Commission
as part of the Water System ﬁnpmv&men‘t Prograim (WSIP), rl!’ld

WHEREAS, A Final Program EIR (PEIR) was piepaieci for the WSIP and certified by
the Flanning Commission on Ostober 30, 2008 by Motion No. 17734; and

WHEREAS; Thereafier, the SFPUC approved the WSIP and ddoptad findings and a
MIVIRP as requited by CEQA ot October 30, 2008 by Resclution No, 08-200: and

WHERHAS; The FEIR prepared for the Project is tisted from the PEIR, as atthorized by
and in acobidanee with CBEQA; dnd

‘mspeetlmis, and cammlmicatmns o the pubho mncemmg
netpachmient rmatsﬁmthe e

&ty Jed .‘?parmm‘_ F
!&asesﬁ partnits, licanses, or encioachimétit terhoval o other
Use [nstinment”) with owiers of ocsupiars of property i §-0TU 55,0
improvements on, along, over, adjacent to or in the vicinity-of, Czty property wﬁ i respect (o
uses apd structures, Tences, and other 1bave»gmund or subteiranean improvements or interests,
orchatds, tress, of other vegetation, or to nnplement Broject mitigatich rieasures of
accominodate Priject constitiction astivities and schedule; and

iy

WHEREAS, Implementation of the Piojeer will involve consuliation with, of required
dapprovals by, state and federal repulatory-agericies, ineluding but not limited to the following:
U.8. Army Corps-of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serviee, California Department of
Transpoitation, State Historic Presetvation Officet, California Dépattment of Fish and Game,
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San Francisco Bay Regional Watet Quality Contiol Boatd, aid Bay Area Adr Quality
Management Digtidet; now, fhierefore, be it

RESOLVED, This Commission has reviewed and congsidered the Final BIR (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 F ms:imgs, including the Statenienit of Overtiding Considerations,
attacked heteto as Exhibit A and incorporated hetein as part of this Resoliition by thig reference
theteto, and adopts the MMRP 4ttachied to this Resolution ag Bxhibit B and ingorporated herein
as part of this Resolution by this tefererice thereto, and authorizes a request to the Boatd of
Supervisots. to adopt the same CEQA Findings, ‘Statement of Oveniding Considerations and
MMRP; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Corurission heréby approves Projéet No.
CUW38101 Sunol Valley Water Tréatment Plant Expansion and Treafed Water Reservoir
Praject and authotizes staff to proceed with actions necessary to implernent the Project congistent
with this Resolution, inchiding advertising for construction bids, provided, however, that statf
will retuin to seck Coinmission approval for award of the ¢onstruction contract; ad be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Generdl Manager will vonfer with the Commission during
the negotiation process on real estaté ‘aptesments ag necessaty, and report to the Commmsmn on
all agreernerits subtiitted to the Board of Supervisors for approval; and be-it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That thi§ Cotnsitssion hefshy dtthorizes the Gerieral Manager
to negotiate and éxbdite 4 Memoranda of Agtesnient o facilitate and coordinate the ijeet
work, if necessary, with Alameda Cowty (the “Pro;ect MOA" in a form that the sl
Manager deterntiines is in the public interest and is acceptable, necdssaty, and advizable to
c—..ffe:ctuata lhe PuIpOSEs a.nd mtcnt ef tlrus Resolunon, and in campiij e thh the Charter and all

AAAAAA

spemﬁcattms 'certam merove;meﬂts owae;d by the: ipcal jur ‘d,
and fees frela g to tooal pertm,s mspecﬁons, and comtmm i
Project constey i K
required ‘to permit iject ceﬂstmétion, andl (d) the p&t'ttes' raspecﬂve mda 4
insurance obligations, submc\t t0 the San Franeisco Risk Manager's approvaly and, b it




FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Conunission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designee, 16 exercise any right a8 necessaty under any deed or Use Lus{rumiernt aind negetiate and
execuie new of amerided Use Instrumetits, if necessary for the Praject, with owners of cmcupicrs
of property interests or utility facilities or improvemenis on, “dung over, adjasent to, or in the
vicinily -of the SFPUC right of way, in a formn that the General Manager determines is in the
public interost and 13 acoeptable, necessary, and advisable fo accommodats Project vonstruction
activities and schedule, carry out Project related mitigation measurés, and to otherwise effectuate
the purposes ang] intenit of this Resolution, in cotplianse with the Charter and all applicable
laws, and in such form approved by the City Attoifiey; and be it

FURTHER, RESOLVED; That this Commission authorizes the General Manager, or his
designes, to cofisult with, of apply for, dnd, if necessary, seel Boatd of Supervisors' approval,
and if approved t apoept and execute permits of required approvals by state and federal
mgulatm"y ageneies, including bue not limited to: ULS. Army Corps of Enginicers, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Sexvice, California Depaitient of Transportatiot, State Historic Preservation Officer,
C‘ahi@rma }I)epartme;lt of Fish and C‘xame {mci San 1*1&!101%0 Bay Kagxoml W&ier Qua[siy
to 1mpese: fix llw pubhc lilt&.tebl and in the judgmunt of tbe Gﬁﬂeiai Manager, in consm’catmn
with the City Attorney, are reasonable and appeopriate for the seope and duration of the
requested permit or approval, as necessary for the Project; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Commission anthotizés the Geneéral Manager to work
with thie Dirgotor of Real Estate to seek Bodtd of Supervisors appioval if necessary, and provided
any necessary Board approval is obtaingd, to accept dnd éxecute the rgal property aghesmehis
authorized herein; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That this Cotainission authorizes the Clefieral Managsr, of his
designee, to enter into any subsequent additions, améndments of other modifieations to the
permiis, licenses, encroachmient removal apreements, leases, eagements and other Use
Instrofmetits or feal propeérty agreements, or amendments thereto; as described herefn, that the
- General Mandger, it ciinsultati oir with the Commersial Land Managei and the City Aftorney,
detetniings are in the best intetests of the SFPUC and the Ciiy, do not miateiially decrease the
benefits to the SEFUC or the City, and do not materially increage the obligations: ot linbilities of
tlie SFPUC ot the City, such determination fo be: conslusively evidenced by the execution and
dalivery of any such additions, atiendinents, or other modifications.

I hereby certify that the foregomg resolution was. adopted by the Public Utilities
Comivitssion at its meeting of . Degemiber 8, 2009 . e

Secretary, Public Utilities: Commission
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ATTACHMENT A
SUNOL VALLEY WATER TREATMENT PLANT EXPANSION AND TREATED

WATER RESERVOIR

ORNIA ENVIRONVIENTAL QUALITY Al T FINDINGS:
W PACT, EVAL N OF MITIG: MEASURES AND
ALTERNATIVES, AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMIMISSION

In determining to approve the Suiol Valley Water Treatimeiit Plant Bxpansion and Trsated Water
Reservoir Project (“Projeet?”) deseribed in Seotion I Project Déscription below, the Qan
Fiancisco Public Utilities Commission (“SFPUC™) makes and adopts the following fridings of
fact and decisions reparding mitigation meas ' i A

lies and alternatives, and adopts the statement of

ovértiding consider baged on substantial svidence. in the whole record ofthis procesding
der the Callifornia Environtental Quality Act (“CEQA™), Califoria Public Resonrces
1ans 21000 et seq., oulatly Sections 21081 and 210815, the Guildslinas for
Implementation of CEQA. ¢ Guidelines™), 14 Califbrnia Code of Regulations Sections
15000 ef.5eq., paiticularly Sections, 15091 throuigh 15093, and Cliapter 31 of the San Pranvisco
Admiinistration Code,

This dbéurment is.orpanized as followss

1 proviges a de iﬁnﬁidf“tbe.:lj’mjﬁdt proposed for adoption, ,-t‘h;.ejw;gfgmmﬂtal review
brovess for the Projest; the approval dotions to be taken and the locafion of vecords;, |
Beetion I ideiififies fhe impacts found nof fo be significant that do not require mitigation; |

Secttont UL ideriffies potentially signifisant impacts that pan be avoided or redioed to fessahan.
significatit levels thirough mitigation and describes the disposition.of the mitipation raepsies;
Section IV identifies significant impaets it cannot be avolled of reduced to lesshan-
sigtiificant levels and describes any applicable mitigation measures Ag well as the disposition of
thie mitigation measures; ' : ;

Section. V. evalyates the differerit Projest alternatives and the eoohonile, legal, sosial,
tecbnological, and other considerations that suppot approval of the Praject and the rejection of
the alterratives, ot elémients thersof andlyzed; and

Seetion V1 préseitts 2 statement of oveniing considerations seiting forth specific reasons in
suppost of the Commisslons actions-and its reféction of the altematives fiot incorporated int the
Priject. ' , .

Lhe Mitigation Monitoring eid Repotting Prograin (‘MMRP™ for the nifigation measuzes that
have beeni proposed for adoption i attaghied with these fidinigs as Attachinent B to'Resolution
No. . The MMRP is required by CBQA Seofion 2108].6 snd CEOA
Guidelines Section 15091, Attachirient B provides a table setting forth cach mifigation meade

listed in the Final Environmerital Impact Report for the Project (“Final BIRY) that is recquired fo

[
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reduce or avoid a significant adverse impact. Attachment B also specifies the agency responsible
for impiemanmtiﬂn of each measure and establishes monitoring actions and a monitoring
schedule. The full text of the mitigation measurés is st forth in Attachment B.

These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the Comitilssion.
The references set forth in these findings o ceftain pages or sections of the Diaft Erivitofimental
Impact Report (“Draf EIR” or “DEIR™) of the Commetits and Responses dosupnient (“C&R™),
which tegether comprise the Final BIR, are for cage of reference and are not infended to provide
an exhaustive list of the évidence relied upon for {hese findings.

1. APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT
A, Project Description

By this action, the SFPUC adopts and implemints the Project identiffed in the Final EIR to
cristiuct and operate a new treated wWatét resérvoit aid water trestment Facilities adjacent to the
existing Sutiol Valley Water Treatment Plént (“SVWTP”) in an uningorporated Alamaéda, Cotifity
in the Sunol Valley. The Project is locdted adjacent to the existing SYWTP in uniticorporited
Alameda Cousity in the Sunol Valley. The 8VWTP primarily treats water from the Calaverasand

San Antonio sservoits and, when needed, Heteh Hetchy water can be diverted to the-SVWTP
for treatmieéiit,

Thé SFPUC is Has been ordered by the Califoitiia Department of Public Health (“CDPH")
(Order 02-04-96(-001) fo provide additional treated svater storage ai the SYWTP to serve 28 2
balancing teservoir. (See Appendix B of the Draft BIR). The Profect thercfore proposss t6 instal
2 new, 17.5-million-gallo treated water reservoir adjacent to the existing facilities. Additionally,
the Project would construct yarious dew facilities to increasé the sistatnabile treatmetit caphcity
at the SVWTP from 120 million gallons per day (“nigd"™) to 160 mad (the hydraulic capacity of
the SYWTD) for 60 days, The Project would not inictease the total volume of water that.could be
treated and served to the public; it would only fnereass redundanoy and thereby operation
flexibility to ensure that, when scenarios require treating 160 mgd; that water will rieet
regulatory réquiringnts, ‘

Key featutes of the proposed Project include:

« 78-drich-diameter discharge pipe to cornedt fo the new tredted water reservolr fo the
existing SYWTP discharge pipeliné that sontiects to the Regional Transmission System;

17 5-million-gallon treated water rgSeryoir; |
3.5-million:gallon chietine sontact tank;

Water tréafifient cher gand feed systems;

Fiodculation anid sedimentation bagin;

Wagh water recovery basin and piping; '

2,000-kilowatt diesel generator arid a new 8,000-gallon diesel fugl storage tank;
Miscellaneoys piping, valves, and mehatiical and elegtrical work; and

Spoils dispesal and cofiversion of an existing nursery to-grassland habitat,

2 d—
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B.  Preject Objectives
The Preject objectives ars to:

o Comply with the CDPH Conipliance Order fo provide tigated water storige t6-8érve as a
butfer for potential treatment failures af the SVWTP;

o Add rédundant Facilities at the SYWTR to improve tredtmignt teliability by greasing the
plant’s “sustainable capacity™ to 160 mgd, definied as thability to freat 160 mgd foratleast
60 days with the larg e¢é of equipment.or procees component (e,g.; floccilation and
sediifientation basm) outol Setvice for maintenance (ovaiall hydreautic. peak-capaéity at the
plart-would remain, 160 mgd);

= Provide ability to reliably allgment water supply with 4§ titich a5 160 mgd of witer f‘mm the
Alamigda Creek watershed during unplanned outages of the Hetch Hetehy supply; an

¢ Provide abi.hty to suc;tamably freat as miseh as 160 mgd of Hel:eh Hetchy water at thc:
SVWTP 1 _urmg an unpiamied Hetoh Hctchy Vidter: q: _ ‘

eIt Improvament Program.
¢ Resolution No, 08-0200, The:
-mm‘t f:am;ect& that would Icresss
JDEjOT seish vand prolenged
1 Ah Servies "'reas thmugh the ye:ai*
2018 Tha ,_egr' - , ongiste {5 - yanee; tros
thcilities, and da!wers water 16 fetail and whelesale custorners The
several of the WSIP goals and objectives for i‘ha av‘erall regionai Wite
- imiprove seisiic reliability by cons Bl
‘ rove delivery relighility

W adopt : Mi'ss&cmo Octabcr
WEIR _=consz5t§ o _qvez Q Iocai and 5

Projesc afscs serves 1o meet
system, by helpmg m (1)
éarthquake
siditions by

quahty

3 Ag
overal]. apera jons-of the systein through addxtzqnai f@duudanwy, and (3) 1 Hiprove
relfakili lity under a variety of operation conditions through jireviding additional fitated water
storage and- operatmnal ﬂexlbtilty .

€. Environinental Review
L Systent Xinprovement Prograim Environmental Iiipact Report

On October 30, 2008, the SEPUC adopted the regional Wetes System Isprovemert | Brogram (the
"WSIP") (ﬂflgmaﬂy ldenii tied #s. the "Phased W8P Vamam.-\).r The W§Ip Wlﬂ prove
regiondl systein with respect fo water diality, smsmw TesE Wi i Hafe
to meet Water delivery noeds ini the s AifeR h the :
oals dnd systemt’ perform fiteria, The "r@gram el
and modifications to system operatmng, and sofstivetion of a seff

r Wate:r !‘rom the WWI*P systert is cofiveyed fo theHeteh Hetshy Systeit tigih 2 28sinch- pijpeling. fiite parallefs Caliirag
Road, Peripdizally, hawever, thg Hﬁotch ﬁatr.hy f‘aczhnes e m]t of $ervick for Riginfenanee, Durmg thisse peki the-§VWTP
mlsst trem [:;cza! wuter % eampms Pty Thereare dlso relafivel ly short etiads tehen the Heich
indards {orwerbidity, ly dué fo-fite changesor i

| e L : fail 1 Tosla Pnrt&i thit-alst 1% due to unusuafly h:gh levelg
of sedlimsal pirried by stormwater tunsft Bllowing 4 K o wa%nrch&d laids, fisoding, or sther sich extraondinary events.

3

481




prejects spanning seven counties, including Tuolumne, Stanislaus, San Joagquin, Alameds, Santa
Clara, Sant Mateo and San Francisco, The Project, one of the fagility improvement projests
adopted as part of the Phased WSIP Variant, is within the Suriol Valley Region of the WSIP and
is located in Alameda County. .

To address the potential environmental effects of the WSIP, the San Frapcisco Planning
Departinent prepared o Program EIR ("PEIRY), which. was cerfified by fhe San Prancisco
Planning Commission on Oetober 30, 2008 (Motion No. 17734). Ata project-lgvel of detail, the
PRIR evaluated the environmiental imipasts of the WSIP's water supply strategy and, at a plogiain
tovel of detail, it evaluated the envirostental fpacts of the WSIP's factlity rprovement
projects, The PEIR contemplated that additional projeet-level environmental review would be
conducted for the facility improvement projects, including the Project.

7. Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant Eiivironmental Impact Report

Pursuant to and in ascordlance with the requirements of Section 21094 of the Public Resources
Code and Sectiont 15152 of the CEQA Giidelines, the Final BIR prepared for the Project
described below, tiers from the PEIR. and ingorporates by réfererice the relgvant aalyses of the
PRI with fespect to the WSIP's linpacts and miitigation measures. The Final BIR summarizes
and {ncorpotates by reference the PEIR's analysis of the impacts associated with the WSIM's
water supply strategy; including the PEIR apalysis and conclusions regarding impacts on the
SEPUC's watershed§ and growth: inducement impacts. The Projest was filly anialyzed sind

considered in sufficient detail in the PEIR's analysis of water supply aid growth. induégment

In accordance with Sections 15063 and 18082 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Sau Francisco
Planning Depariment, as lead agency, released & Notice of Preparation ("NOP”) on Avgust 3,
2007 and hield a pubilic seoping meéting on Angust 29, 2007, in Bunol, California. (See Appendix
A of the Draft EIR.)

The NOP was distributed to the State Clearinghouse and mailed to: governmerital agancies with
potential interest, éxpertise, and/or authority over the project; ntercsted tmembisis of the public;
and occupdhts and owners of real property surrounding the project ared, The sooping meeting
was held af the Surol Glen Elementary Sehivolat 11601 Main Steset in Sunol, California, and six
people attended, The.purposé of the scopitig. mesting s to present the-project deséription and
receive oral comments fegarding the scope of the Draft BIR for the propiosed pioject.

3

MBA recsived eorithsnts between August 3 and September 18, 2007, on the NOP, In additlon
to comients recefved during ¢, Sai
received vititten eomments in the form of letters or efails, The.comment inventoty is ineluded
in Appendix A of the Draft EIR. Commerits received addressed environmental issues such as
acsthetics, biological resources, hazardous mateidals, hydrology ahd water quality, and recreation
inipacts. Gomments also addressed poject description and CHQA. alternatives.

The San Franeisco. Planning Departiient then prepared the Draft BIR, whichi descilbes the
Project and the erivironmental sétting, identifies potential impacts, presets mitigation measues
for impacts found to be signifisant or potentially significant, and dvaluates Project Alteratives.
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The Draft BIR analyzes the impicts associated with cach of the key coiiipbrients of the Froject,
and identifies mitigstion meagures applicable to reduge impacts found fo be significant or
potentially significant for each of those key components. It also includes an analysis of four
allernatives i the Project. Ii 438essing construction and operational impacts of the Project, the
EIR congiders the impact of the Pioject and the cumulative iinipacts associated With e proposed
Project in combination with other past, present, and futine dctions with polential for itipasts on
the same resouices, -

Hach environmental issue presented in the Drafi BIR is analyzed with respeet fo significance
oriferta that are based ont the Sdn Franciseo Planning Department Major Bnvironnental Anslysis
Diyision (‘MEA") guidance regarding the environmental effects to be cofisidersd signific

MEA guiddnce is, in turn, based on CEQA. Guidelines Appendix G, with s thedifications,

ignifioant.

The Draft BIR was eireulated 1o local, state, and federal agenci

arid individuals for review and conmient on June 3, 2600 fo
which closed on July 17, 2009, Public hiearings on the Tia
comments were hield in Sunol on Jums 30, 2009 and in Sa Fr

d, the San Fia hning Depatlr

hearing, A court reporter was present at each of the public lredsivggs, transdiibed the oral

comments Verbatiii, and prepired Writter transoripts,

 Planning Departinent then prepared the Cotnments and J
Vides wuitien responise to each comment recéive
hed on November 18; 2009 aiid ineluded copies of s

IR and individual responses to thisse comments, -The &R provided

issties presented in. the Diaft BIR, including (bixt n
deseription, acsthetics, traffic, hydrology and water qualits
measures. i ceriifying the Final BIR, the Planging Commnission
does not add significant new information to the Draft BIR. that would

EIR under CEQA betause the Final BIR contains no i
significatit environmental jimpact that would result frorm, the |
measiire proposed to be implemefited, (2) any substantial i in the seves
identified environmental fmpast, (3) any feasible. projecs . terfnative or mifigation measyre
different from others préviously analyzed that would cleatly lessen the

Fa previously

congiderably

éavifonmental impasts of the ted by the Pioject’s proporierits, or (4)
that the Dra 1§ &0 futid ate. A0, c6 -
meaiingiul public revie
detetinitation,

The Final EIR fully analyzed the Projeet proposed for approval herein. No fiew impacts have
been identificd tht have not been analyzed ih the Final HIR.
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B. Approval Actions

1. Planaig Commission Actions
Ori December 3, 2009, the Planning Commission cerfified the Final EIR.

2. Pablic Utilitics Commission Actions

The 8an Fraricisco Public Utilities Commission is taking the following actions and approvals to
imiplement the Project:

o Adopt these CEQA findings and the aifached Mitigation Monjtoring and Reporting
Program,
o  Approvethe Project, as described herein,

% San Feanciseo Boyrd of Supervisors Actions
« The Planning Commission’s certification. of the Final EIR may be appéaled to this Board
of Supervisors. If appealed, the Board of Supervzsurs will deterimine whether to uphold
the certification. ot 16 remand the Fioal BIR to the Planning Deparbment for forther
review.

« The San Prancisco Board of Supervisers approves an allocation of bond mdnies to pay
for 1mp1amentat1@n of the ij fzct

4, Oﬂler—mF ederal, State; and Loeal Agencms

[mplementa%mn of" the Projéet mltufatmn measirds will involve .
approvals by ather loeal, state and federal regulatory agencies, includin
foilawmg ;

U8, Aty Corpsof Erigineers

11.8: Fish & Wildlife Service

Btate:Historie Preservation Officer

Cal/OSHA, -

California Departtient of Fish and Gamg

State, Water Resources Gontrol Board

San Frangisoo Bay Regional Water Quality-Control Board
Various munieipal public works departinients

tation with or requirsd

* 2 % % & © 2 @

To the extent that the identified mivgation meégsures requ:re consultaﬁon or approval by these

other ageticies, this Comiission uiges these agencws fo assist in implementing, coordinating or
approving the mutigation measures; as appropriate to the particular measure,

E.  Findings About Significant Environmental lmpacts And Mitigation Measures

The following Sections II, TII and IV set forth the SFPUC's findings about the Final EIR’s
detefrhinations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures

6
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- lmnpacts and. miifigation measties.

propased to address thent, These findings provide thé wittten analysis and cohdlusions of the
SFPUC ragarding the envirorinsiial impacts of the Projest atid the miitigation incagures inelyded
a8 part of the Final EIR and adoptad by the SFPUC as part of the Prajeet, To avoid duplication
and rechindancy, and beeauss the SEPUC aprees with; and heveby adopts, the conclissions b the

- Final EIR, thete findings will aot repear the analysis: and conclusions in the Final IR, but

instead incorporate them by referenice herein and rely upon theth a¢ substential evidence
supporting tidse findings. :

In making thise findings, the SFPUC hag osnsidered the opipions of SFPFUC staff and GRpéLts,
other agencies and members of the public. The SEPUC finds fliat the determination of
significance thresholds is a judginent deciston within the diseretion of fhe City wid County of
Sani Francisco; the signifiéance thresholds used in the BIR are-supported by substantial evidenee
U the revord, ineluding the expett opinion of the BIR preparers and City stafft and the
significance thrsshiolds used in the RiR provide rensouatile and appropriate means of agsessing
the: significuice of the adverse environmental effects of the Project. Thus, although, a5 .2 lspal
matter, the SFPUC is not bound by the significance deterrminations in the EIR (see ub,
Resources Code, § 21082.2, subd (€)), the SFPUG finds them persuasive snd hereby adopts them
ds 1ts oW _ ‘

These findings -do' not -atteript to describe the fll aiiglysis of each etrvironmental impaet
contaitied in the Final EIR. Instead, a full exp of thiess eavironmerdsl findings dnd
conclusions vat be found in the Final BIR and these findings heveby incorporate by reference the,
discussion and analysis in the Final EIR supportifig the determinstion tégarding the Project
impacts and ritgation measites dosigned to-addiéss those impasts. Tn making these. Ardin
thé SFPUC ratifies, adopis and ihcorporates i these Hndings £ ;
of the Final EIR relating to environiigiital impacts and m

any such deietrhinations and conclusions are specifically
findings, |

‘ epLio
4and éxpressly modified

As set forth below, tie SFPLIC adopts and ineorporates all of the 1
the Final EIR and the attached MMRP o substantially fesse

and significant fmpacts of fhe Project. The 8 ‘
measures proposed in the Fimal EIR.  Accordingly, in
recormended. in the Final EIR has jnadye :

such mitigation medsy

" been omitfed in
piotated in

In the Sections IT, 111 and IV below, the sanie fitidings are miade for a vate 208y of environmental
5. Rather than repedt the {dentical finding dozens of times fo
sure, the intial finding obvidiss the
JG rejecting the conclusions uf the
EIR for the Project,

address each and every significant sffect and mitigation i
need for such repatition beanse in no instanee iy the SFP
Final BIR: of the ihitigation meastres feeomimended in the Final
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. IMPACTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT AND THUS DO NOT REQUIRE
MITIGATION

Under CEQA, no mihgatmn measires are rx,quued 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 precee;dmg, the SFPUC finds that iinplerfientation of the
Projeet will pot result in any significant impacts in the foilewmg arcas and that these impact
areas therefore do not require mitigatiorn:

Plans and Policies
o  Conflict with San Francisco plans and policies or other applicable land uge plans and
policies
Land Use
o Adverse impact on the existing land use chardcter of the vicinity

Aestheties

#  Adverse effect on scenic vistas
» Degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings
e Resultin a substantial néw source of substantial lght or glare.

Population and Housing
e Induce substatitial populatmn gmwih dua t{a an mcrease in e;rnpioyment epportunities

Tmnsporfatmn and Circulation

» Exceed, eithierindividually or.cunudatively; 4 level of servies staridard estublished by the
county congestion managenent agency for dcsxgnated roads or highways
Hequate émergency access
in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic l6ad and capacity of
the street‘system dhiring operation

Noise and Vibration
Expase pexscms to or genemte‘excesswe groundbame vibration
‘nmse: levels i excess of standards established in the

i the projent Wcmﬁy abova evels emstmg thhaut tha prmect dw:mg aperatxou
Air Quality

o Conﬂmt with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan
(pose sensz‘tiva peceptors to diesel particulate matter ("DPM") axceeding repulatory

e Create ijectlonabla odors
«  Conflict with the staté goal of reducing greenhouse. gas (“QHG‘”) enussmm it California
fo 1990 levels by 2020
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«  Operation eraissions that would violate or coiitribute to an existing Violation of air quality
standards for emissions of ROG, NOy, and PV,

Utitities and Service Systems
¢ Generate solid waste that would excead perenitted landfill capacity

Public Seyvicos
o licigase demand for publie services

Bivlogical Resouress,

@ - Restilt in distuibance, injury or mortality of and substantial loss of Toraging habitat for
San Joaduin kit fox ' 4

o Adverie tiipacts on Amerdoan badger - |
[mpact the movement of nafive resident or migratory fish or wildlife speciss or on
established niative fesident or migratory wildlife corridors, o on the use of nafive wildife
nursery sites ' . o

o liipuct Califer -Liegged Frog, Faothill
Tutls dise to operational disoharges to Alamedg Cresk |

v Titpactsesideit trout/native fish due to operational discharges t6 Alameda Creek

lio%-Lagged Frog and Weostern Pond

Geology anid Soils

Cilities 1o ¢ il adv: fteets di urface £ e
acilities to adverse -effects dup to seismically induced ground

the proposed facilities to adverse efféots dus 15 seisntically induced ground
ilnte, including liguefaction, landslides, and seftlamént )

°  Bxpose the proposed faoilities to-adverse effécts due to slope fistability _

| profiased facilities to adverse effeots due-to location o géalogio or sofl uilts

ey

| ¢ fgcilities o expansive or cortosive soils
o Result inasubstantial ehunge in-ths satural topography of the site

Hydrelogy and Water Guiality

o Degradation of water quality due to. operationsl dischatpes of tregted witer fo Surface

wilers ‘ , o ,

* Bxpose peaple or strustures to 4 sighificant flovding hazard dié to operation of the
treated water réservoir '

"¢ Deplets groundwater resoiie

L waitild impede or fedireat flaod Bows

a8y




%Eamrds and Hazardous Materials

(-]
w

Risk of loss, injury, or death as a result of fire during construction agtivities
Result in substatial gassy conditions during tunnel excavation activities-
Release of hazardous interials during operation

Mineral and Energy Resourees

a

-3

Result in the use of fuel, watet, or encrgy in a wasteful mariner ‘
Result in the substantial loss of availability of known mineral resources of impoitarice to
the region and the state

Cumulative Impacts

&

" B2 2 8 B

& B

* &

111,

AVOIDED OR REDUCE

Considerable gontribution to a cumulative impact régarding vonsistency with plans and
policies

Considerable contribution to a cumulatwe impaot on existing character of land uses in
Sunol Valley

Considerable gontribution to 4 cuulafive impact on views from Calaveras Read due te
spoils plageinent :
Considerable contribution to a cumulative impact on aesthetic chatacter due to new
aboveground. facilities

Considerable \ccmtributmn to-a-cumulative unpact oi popilativhand howsing

Coitg itribution to:a.cumulative ftnpact on historic resouress

in to-a eumulative impact to-degradation of Calaveras Read

o nsidérable cantrtbu_ jon te 2 cumulative impact to traffic on Interstate 680
Congiderable contribution to a cumulafive ihpact on noisd levels from constiliction
traffic on Calaveias Road during the day

Congiderable contribution t6 4 suiulative tmpact of DEM emissions

Congiderable. canfsibution to.a cumulative iinpacs of greenhouse gas emissions
Considerdble contribution to a cumulative need for increased publie services and
associated effects

Considetatile contribution fo -4 cimulative impact of incieased geologival hazards
Considerable contribution to-a curaylative impact on regional groundwater lovels within
the watershed

Congiderable contribution to a cumulative impact-of increased flooding

Considerable.contribution te a cumulative zmpact of incteased wildland five hazatd

Considerable contibition to a clitnuiative fmpact of loss of minerdl resources

Considerable contribition to a cutitulative iimpact of wasteful usé of encrgy

FINDINGS OF EOTTJNTIAL NT IMPACTS THAT LCANBE
TO ' NT LEVEL THROUGH

MITIGATION AN THE DISPOSITION OF THE MITIGATION MEASURES

CEQA requirtes dgencies to adopt mitigation measures that would aveid or substantially lessen a
project's idsntified significant impacts or potential significant impaets if such medsires are
feasible (unless mitigation to such levels 1§ achiéved through adoption of & project altétriative),

10
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- treafment facil

The Andings in-this Section III and in Sgction IV concern mitigation messures sef forth iy the
EIR. These ﬁngiings diseunss mitigation measures.as proposed in the BIR and recommietided for
adaption by the SFPUC, which can be implemented by the SFPUC. The mitigation measures
proposed for adeption in this. sﬁeé‘tibﬁ are the same as the fiitization meashies identified. in fhe
Final EIR for the Project. The full text of the mifigation measures is confajhisd in the Final BIR

.

and in Altachaent B, the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, Tho Commission finds
significant lovel
fimeni B,

that the impaets identified i this seetion Would be reduced to a lessethar
througlh the mitigation medsures coftaingd i s Final EIR and set forth in Atta

This Conunission tecogrives that some | igation, measliés ate paetially within the -
jurisdiction. of other agensiss, incliding the US Fish and Wildlife Sevics, the California
Departineat of Fish and Game, the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the U6, Aty
Corps of Bngineers:  The Eomimission urges these apeneies to assist in implementing thege
mifigation measures, and finds that these agencies can wnd should participate in implementing
these mitigation measures, : : -

Imapaet ARS-2: Projet coustruetion eould damage scenic resoirces that confribute fo 2
seenie publiesetting

The trées altng Calaveras Road and on the Hill ides West of Calaveras Read ave seenic resourees
that eontiibute {0 a seetiie public setting, Alameda Creek and assoviated vegetation is dlso @
seenic 1e ittéitly visible from Calaveras Road dug to i eniny vegetation
ed distant Vantage points an.the teails,

Construg | ‘
of these trees would largely be spreensd by

“dlaveras 5&¢aﬁrland Alartieda Cresk; which would
 stgnificant impact,

ies would

itervening topog
ot s removed, Ne

Empact ABS:6: Project operations could permancntly damage seeiie esoutees

The proposed new facilities, including the treated watet reservoir, chlotine contact fank, angd
retaifiing will would require veinioval of frees west of Cal3veras Road that constibute:16 a scenic
public setting. The area around the exisiifig treatment plat 15 lieavily wooded and existing
vegetation and free fesources along Alameda. Creck would largely séfeen views. Nevatthieless,

lon Measure BIO-1d: Prepaie dnd Inplement i Vegetation Restoraivn tid
ition Plan

Projeet sonstruction could vesult in impacts o pa

A substantial tioztion of the
Pleistocene age, which are d highly |
excavation in: these argay could result Tn dfsturba
Additionally, f earthwork ih areas 6f Holoeshe subst

T L - gical tesources,
rate is deep enough to imvslve: tndertying

1
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‘ Pieisto‘cene strata, activities in such areéa could also result in digfurbarce or loss of

paleontological resources, This would bé 4 gignificant impact.

s Mitigation Measwirg CRI-a: Conduet Precanstruction Sut veys for Significant
Palwnfgfagzcal Resources in Areas of Undetermined and High Paleovitological
Sensitivity
Mitigation Medswe CRI-b: Paleontologicel Resources Worker Awareness Training
Mitigation Meagire CRI-c: Perform Presonstruction Surface Sulvage of Any Significant
Paleoriclogical Résayrses Discovered

o Mitigation Measure CRI-d: Conduct Paleontological Resoyrces Monitoring during
Camfmfitlofz if1 Areas of Unideterminied and High Paleontological Sensitivity, as
Require

o Mitigation Medsuie CRI<¢: Stap Work if Knovin or Suspected Poléontologicul Resources
Are Encountered

Intpact CR-2: Project constritetion could result in impacts on ankaown oF kaown pre-
bistoiic and historic-era archaeologieal résources

Mo known prelilstoric or archaeologlca[ resgiiices were identified through the investigation
condugted to support the EIRB. However, the seil types and ge@mmphoimgwaj configuration of
the Project area indieate that undiscovered prehistoric archagologital resources colild be buried
beneath the ground surface. Such réstittces cotld be dispovered thronph subsurBict construction
activities. This would be d sxgniﬁcant iinpast,

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

Pmpact CR-37 Project construction conld patentially disturb huried humun rexing

Flimsat remaing have not been identified within the Project arca through the records search,

archagologiedl fieldwork, or consultation with the Native American Heritage Corimission

(“NAHC™). Howevet; subsurfice constiiiotion activities could inadvertently unearth’ and rmpact

unkdown (ie, not yét recerd@d) hitthan remgins assocsatad wuh m'xmwtded archagological
deposits. This would be & significant impact.

o Mitigation Measure CR-3; Protéction of Hupidit Remams if Encaumered diging
Excavation Activities

Im pact TRANS:1: Project constriiétion could resilt in an jnerease in traffic that is
subytantial in relation to the ex:sting traffic load and capacily of the sireet system

Ptd;ect sonstruction would generate vetiicle and jrck trips o a temporary basis, which would
result in a temporary increase in fraffic on the existing circulation system. Project consfinetion
would generate thrée kinds of traffic—truck tipé assoéiated with the maretials ad equipthent
delivery necessary for cartying out the prqpemi work, -vehiele tipy agsociated with workers
etiployed on the sité, and spoils hapling wips. Project taffic would affect existing level of
gervice (“LOS™ at the 1-680 north, btmnd ragig dnd Calaverag Road; however, these roadways
would continue fo operate at LOS I or above and would not exceed the operational threshold of

LOS B established by the Alameda County Congestion Management Agency. However, if spoils
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- weke hauled on Calaverss Road 1o the spoils site north of the SYWTP dining peak hours, o
sighificant impact on traffic eould acour,

i

& Mitigotion Measure TRANS-1: Freparation and Implemeniation of Traffic Control Play

Impaet TRANS-3: Proféct constrizetion eould substantially inerease hazards die to 2
design feature or ineompatitile uses

Project delivery and hauling trucks would tis latge, travel atslow speeds, and have wider tufning
radii than atitemobiles, aud, When turtiing in and out.of the SVW TP atoess road, would fegent a
hazard 16 6% i vehicle fraffic, The: proposed  Projest would algo presat the pofential for
contlict betwedn heavy trucks and bicyolists on Calaveras. Road, Becausdé of thei dize
when copared 1o latge constrvetion-related trucks, bi /elists can b
notice for Huck drivers. Project eonstiuction may ocony d 'g’-"%&kengﬁg;m L

to recteational Bicyelists would be heightened during the weskends, This would b
impact,

5
efore, hazards
&4 §ignificant

¢ Mitigation Measure TRANS-I: Prepuration and Implemeintation of Truffis Control Plan

joct conlstruction could tempararily expose pérsons to or generate noise

£ standards cotablished in the Alaeeda Counity Noise Ordinange
Constraetion activities would resufe in femporary noise fncreases in the Project area, There site

<t o L. The.tioisq analysis foun that fy
' activities would excéed the

g and nighttime hours. This would b significant impach,

s Mitigation Measire NOEL: Implementation af Noise Contiols

Fmpact NOI-3: Project eonstriction eould generats o substantial b fary or periodie
projaer. T lentnolse levels o th projec viinity ahove levels existing without the
project | .

ild bf:

e Mitigation Measure NOL[: Iiplementation af Naise Controls

.'1"‘\_
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Feppract ANR-2: Cnnstmctmn emxssmns af PMm, Py s, ROG, and N(h could vislate air ﬁ.aw_)
quality standards p

Construction of the SVWTP expansion, treate:d waier reservoir, discharge pipeline, and spoils
hauting and placement would generate fugitive dust® (including PMys and BM,, sy and other
ctiterfa pollufants as a result of construotion activities, ineluding excavation, gradmg, yehicle
travel on paved and unpaved surfaces, and vehicle exhaust. Combustion emissions from
construction equipment and vehicles (1., heavy e:qmpmﬁnt and délivery/haul tracks, and worker
coraute vehicles) would result ip emissions of ROG and NO,. Congtriétion-related emissions
could substantially inerease localized concentrations of PMIQ and affect PM to comphance with
ambient air qua,!;lty standards on a regional basis, Criteria pollitant emissions of ROG and NO,
from these émission sources would incrementally add to regional atmospheri¢ loading of ozone
precuisors difing project construction, Particulate efnissions from consirtiction setlvities could
also ledd to adverse health effects and nufsance concems (e:g; reduced visibility and soiling of
exposed sitfabes). This would be a significant impact,

¢ Mitigation Measure AIR-2a; Implementation of Dust Contol Plan
v Mitigation Measure AIR«2b: Implementation of BAAGMD Dust Comrol Measures
o Mitigation Measure AIR-2¢: Impleinentation of BAAQMD Exhaust Conirol Measures

Tmpact REC-1t Project constrnction could temporarily bipact fecreation uze of Cilaveras
Road during project construction

Duting the appmmmatcly 3uyear construction period, the tempoiaty ineresse in trafﬁc on
" Calaveta§ Read eould affect access, to ihe Sunel Regional Wilderess and G}ﬂone Re tmal
'Wlld P operateci by the Fast Bay Regional Parks Distriet, In addition, Calave
(o a3, oonsiderable bioyole tiavel on the weekends and the Fdst Bay Bioyole
1dentnﬁes Calg oadl hetween 1-680 and Milpitas 48 an dnasad rotite fedormmended Ebr
bicycle travel, This would be & signifivan) impact

o Mitigution Measure TRANS-1: Preparation and Implemenration of Traffic Control Plan

Impact UTL~2: Temporary disruption to. regional and local-utilities

Censtruction activities could inadveriently confliet with regional and local utifities, mciudmg the
SFPUC s ekiiting underground water service pipelines and culverts extending under Caiaverag
Road into Nurgery Sites | and 2 and. the North Spoils site. The. Project. ¢
required to comply with the California Odcupational Bafety and Health / i tion
Construction Safety Orders for excavation and trenching, and with the ufility not cation
requirements under Arficle 2 of the California Government Code Ssetivn 4316 which would
reduce the p@t&ntlal for temporary service disruptions. IF servics wers digtupted, this woiild ke a
gignificant impact.

« Mirigation Meéasure UTL-2: dvoid C'onﬂzcrs with Existing Utilities and Covridinate
Efforts with Affected Utilities

Fugnth ermissions generaﬁy refer {o thQSe emissions that are released to the atmosphere (
by some means other than through.a stack or tailpipe. S
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- The Project dould résult T éinmo

Imapraect 1’%?{?&«3: Tempoyary andk E’*‘EE*&H&E@EE?LG&'S of Sutitable Habitat for und Potcntial

Tajury or Moriality of Califorais Tiger Salamiznder
The Project conld résult in temporary adverss sffests to California tiger salamander, itteluding
mortality and/of infuy; distuption of migration or ovement patieins; sfitraprnent fis excavated
trenches if left open vvemight; distirbance or disoribritation due to Hoise, vibratiop, presenge of
huinan activity, and nighttime lighting: inadvertent release of hamardous materialy that could
degrade habitat and cause infury or mortality; and tempotacy Joss of Babitat, The Project would
also result in permanent loss of Upland lisbitat. This would be a sighificant impaet,

¢ Mitigarion Medsure BIO
Trdinlug for All Project Persormel
Miligation Measure BIO-]p: Install Wildlite eing along the Pevipeter of
the Construetion Work Arés and Impleniint General Measures fo Aveid Lpdicts to
Speciol-8 and Sensitive Natura o

d: Conduct Mandatory Biologieal Resviirces Awgreness

Imipact BIO-2; Tempora

and Pesma tient Loss of Suitable Habifat for aiid Potential
Injury or Mortali Urnisg

lifarniz Red-Leggéd Frog

mortality and/or injury; disruption. £ migration
trénches if leff apen overnight; distiirbance or di
huftids activity, and nighttiing lighting: inadvertent
degrade habitat and .caiise injury or momtality; an
Alanigda Cresk eould sdyaise affed

frog habitat it '

o Miigation Measure BIO-1

Training for A1l Project Persoy
7 1 BIO-15: Iy

o Mitigation Meagyre BIO-1e: Commpensats jor Permepennt Loss of Upland Hebitit for
California Tiger Suldmander, Callfoinia Red-Legged Frog, and Algmedy | ipsike
Mitigation Measure HYDeJa; Construption Water Gualihy Besi Management Prdctices

& Mirigdtion Measure HVD- b Management of Dewatering Effhiert Discharges
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" Impact BIO-3: Fotential Degradation of Suitable Habitat and Potential Injury or Mortality o

of Foothill Vellow-Legged Frog and Western Pond Turtle

The Project-could result In temporary adverse effects to foothill yellow-legged frog and western
pond tustle, jncluding, mortality and/or injury; disruption of migration or movement patteris;
entrapment in excavated. trenches if left open ovenght* digtinbanice or disorientation due to
noise, vibration, présence of humah activity, and mgh‘t&ime lighting; Tiadvertant release of
hazardous materials.that could degeade habitat and canise Injury or inoitality; and teinporary loss
of habitat. Erosion aind sedimentation of Alameda Creek dug to adjacent consirnetion activities
cotld adversely affect aquatic habitat in the creek. The Project would alse result in permanent
loss of upland habitat. This would be a significant impact.

-3

o Mitigarigh Measure BIO-l1a: Conduct Mandotory Biological Resources Awareness
Training for All Projest Persennel

s Mitigation Measure BIO-1b: Install Wildlife Exclusion Fencing along. (he Perinigier of
the Construction Work Area and lnplement General Measures to Avold Impacis to
S’pe?‘r‘.ﬁial*‘&atus‘ Spames and Sensitive Natural Commumx fes

14 Pl ‘e BI@~I d' Prapérre and Implemmt a Vegetarton Restorarion and
fad ain
i o Measum BIO-1¢: Qampensate ifor Permanent Loss aj Upland Habitat for
; Sals cmd ‘rnitz ﬂed~Lc¢ ; "ed Frog;_ l d, ¥ psnake

The ijeat cmﬂd result i témporary adverse gffeets 1o Alameda; whxpsnake, incloditg mortality
and/or irjuty; disruptwn of migration or moverhent patterns emrapment in.excavated trenches if
feft open overnight; distufbance or digerientation due to. foise; vibration, presénee of hiuman
activity, and mghttim@ hgmmg, inadvetent feleass af Havardous midtedials that could degrada
habitat and cause injury or mottality; and temiporaiy Joss of habitat, The Project would also ragult
in permanent loss of upland habitat, This would be a significant i ispact, _

s Mitigation Measure BIO-1a: Conduct Mandatory: Biological Resources Awareness
Training:for 411 Project Persannel

o Mitigation Meésire BIO-Ib: Iastall Wildlife Exclision Fenging along the Périwieter of
the Construction Work Area and Implemient General Measures to Avaid linpiucts 1o
Special-Status Species and’ Sensidve Naturgl Communifies

“ Mztigaﬁon Meéasure BIO-16: Conduct Pre-Constraetion Surveys and Monitor
Construction Activities for California Tiger Salamander; California Red-Legged Frog;
Western Pond Thirtle, and Alameda Whipsnake

s Mitigation Measure BIO-1d: Prepare and Implement a Vegetation Restoration and
Compensation Plan

s Miligation Measure BIO-le: Compensate for. Permuanent Loss of Upland Habitat for .
California Tiger S’alamafzder* California Red-Legged Frog, and Alameda Whipsnake
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Eripract QE&E‘%.‘:-T@nmwazy;md Permanent Loss of Suitible Habis for aid Potential
Iujury or Mortality of Western Burrowing Qwl

The Project -could result it temporary sdverse offects o western butrowing: owl, ineluding
moitality and/or-Infury; distirbance or distrisitation dus o noise, vibration, presence of hunan
activity and ighttime lighting; dnadvertent ralease of hazardous raterials that could degrade
habitat and causs iijuey or mortality; and temporary loss of habitat. The Project would also Fésult
int permanent loss of upland habitat, Thig would be 3 significant irapast,

Corighivt Mendatory Biological Resowroes Awtireness

s Mitigation Measurs BIO=;

& Mitigafior ,
Compensation Pla | |
o Mitigation Measviré BIO-5; Coriduet Preconsiruction Surveys for-Active Burrowing Owl

Burrows and Implement CDFG Guidelines for Buirowing Owl M gation; if Necessary

Trees.and Potentiul Disturbarice; Tnjuey or Montality

Linpact BIO-6; Loss
of Nesting Special-8t
The Project could have an ad iieekon special-siatus or othe
of suitable tigst tré: During constrtiction the Projest could result i

eggs, disruption of daily activities, nest destruetion or

al, Noise, dust, vibrai o, presence of hian ag

uf Syitable Nest

atus and other Migratory Birds

edling Season

ting ihe ‘
Establish

V 14) for Birds oF Coriduct Nesting Bird Syrveys; .

{duigy 1y 14) fon
No=Distitglyanee Buffers; os Appropriate

Lipact BIO-7: Potential Disturbance, Injuey or Mbrtality uf wiid Loss of Potential
Roosting Habitat for Pallid Bat '
The Projeot esuld Have

stduet Procorstiuction Siiveps for Seitsitive Bats and

Imization Megsures if Found

Inpact BIO-10: Potential Disturharics, Yajusy, or Mottality of San Frariciseo Dusky
Foated Waodrat |

Suitabile habitat for San Francisco dusky-fboted woodrat i located wifhin the. ripainy

nd/oi tiests are preseit in thig area; they ¢ould be

forest/seriib along Alameda Creek. If woodrats pre |
ties. This would bé-a sipnificant impact,

disturbed, injured, o killed by constiietion act
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o Mitigation Measure BIO-la: Conduct Mandatory Biologival Resources Awareness
Training for All Project Personnel

o Mitigation Megsure BIO-]0: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys for Dusky-footed
Woodrat and Fuplenient Avoidance and Minimization Measures {f Found

Imipact BIO-11: Dewatering during projeet construction could vesult in inipacts on resident
troutfother native fish ‘
The Project would rot involve any work within the Alameda Creek channel. However,
dewatering discharges of groundwatér to Alamada Creek during installation of the proposed 78-
inch pipeline under the éreek and other adjacent activities could affect residerit trout/other native
fish if the water lemperature substanitially exceeds ambient temperaturés. This would be a
significant impdct.

o Mifigation Measure BIO =1a: Conduct Mavidarory Biological Resources dwareness

Training for All Project Personnel ‘
o Mitigation Measure HYD-1a: Consiruction Water Quality Bést Maviagenrent Prastices

o Mitigation Meastive HYD-1b: Management of Dewartering Effluent Discharges

Impact BIO«12: Temgorary or permanent impacts on sensitive riparian and oak woodland

natiral commpnities | \ -

The Prafect veould adversely effoct two sensitive habitatst willow ripatian forest/serib and mixed
ook woodlands. Stormwater runoff and wateting for dust control could carry sediment and
pollutants from areas distusbed diring projéct construction to the willow riparian habitat, which
could have detrimentsl effects, including disease or mortality, The Project would result in the
temiporary loss oF 0.1 ackes of willow riparian foréstiserab and up to 4.1 acies of mixed oakt
woodlands, No perntanent impacts are anticipated in willow ripatian forest/serub. The Project
would. perianently displace approximately 0.6 acre of mifged vak wondland. This wauld be a
significant impact.

BIO-la: : Conduict Mandaiory Biological Resources Awareniess
fardll Projept Personnel _ ‘
m Measupe BIO-1b; Install Witdiife Exclusion Fevicing along the Perimeter of
wstiuction Work Area and Jmplement General Medsures fo Avoid Impicts to
tive Netupal Gommunities |
: Prepare and Implement 4. Vegetation Regtoration and

Tmpact BIO-13: Temporary and perinanent impaits.on wetlands or waters of the U8 or of
the state

The new treated water reservoir site would resulf in the permanent loss of a 0.04-acre-perénnial
spring wetland. The project would aveid direct work within Alameda Cteek as the new 78-irich
pipeline would be installed 40. feet under the creek using micro-tunneling copstruction method
and the sssoviated launching and receiving pits and staging: area would be set back af least 100
feet from the banks of the creck. Stormmwiater runoff dnd wateting for dust cuntrol could carry
sedimenit and pollutants from temporarily disturbed areas during construction fo Alameda Creek,
Groundwater encountered during excavation could be diseharged to Alameda Creek and could
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Creek flows

result in discharge of sediment and other pollutaiis to the ereek. Thig would be a sign'iﬁcant
éi'ﬁlﬁaﬂi; .

i

Mitigation Megsure BIO-Iq Conduct Mandutory Biplogical Resourees Avwdreness

Training for All Pégjeet Persoinz]

o Mitigation Méasiire BIO-1b; Tngtenl! Wz{cﬂz}% Lxelusivn Fencing wlong the Perimeier of
he Constinction Wark Ajea g Implement General Measures to Aveld Inpacts to

Speczczi~8tafus Species and Sensitive Nafural Comminities

fegsure BIQ-1d: Peepaie and Implement a Vegetation Restoidtion and

13; Minimize Disturbonoe of Waters of the Haited States trd
te Wetlandy

Ta: Comptruction Weter Quiality Begt: Mariggement Prociizes

@ Maf:gatmn Measzrre H?Dn

tmpact HYD-1: Projest tonstraction sould de; rade Water
westlanids as o resn!t of erdsion zmd ged!mentatwn or g hdz,

juglity of Alameda Creek and
rdons matetigls reloase

wtion dﬁwatermg, atid handh g of
> 58 meni andlo igs pollidants

{f and be trangported fo sritfice. wate
i Ially ‘vwlata waier quiality standards This Wonld be: asip

ti Gyt m{pact |

g

Higation Affeasm‘a HYD-Jo C’ansfrfuctmfz
to¥ Measure H YD— 1;5 ‘ a_r_/z_

iig: "',:'Méaéursé AIR 2a; ; fmpfemef- ation of Dust
Mifigation Measure A1R-2b: linplementation of BAAGMD Dust Conr of Mesitres

[YD-2: Project congtiviction could deplete groundwater resoriices and Alamicda

To safely and efff cwnt!y cqmplete Wé)rk standmg groundwater m ‘the

exeavated areas would. be.
pumped @ut of the B ;

K mxrat‘ermg.

& M{ﬁg";‘zon Meafure HYD-2: Meitenance ofAlameda Creek quw;sf‘dz‘;ﬁi@g‘ Canstryetion

Limpact FHYD-3: Projeit construction é‘a(:tiﬂitiesﬂ;ﬁﬂﬁlﬁ..temp&f*afﬁy%ifﬁ# site diainage
patieris

Excavation and fempotaty stockpiling of spoils could temporaiily aifedt the existing draindge
patiern of the Pm’ il site 16t that could result i-substantial eraiion . or giltation ohi- of

offsite; For ext , stoc g of stioils could redifedl stormwater dr e In o mianer thdt
iicreases seoilf and eigsion, Shoring used durmg exeavation 45 well ag stagzﬁg of tnatetials and
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equipment could also alter site drainage patterns i a manner that would increase scour and
erosion. This would be a significant impact.

e Mitigation Measire HYD-1a: Canstruction Waier Quality Best Management Pravtices

Empact HY®-7: Projeet operation cotild vesult in increased stormwater runoff due (o new
impervions surfaces .

The proposed project. would create dpproxiiately 4.6 acies of new impeivious surfaces where
new facilities would be installed. Impervious surfaces prevent nattiral absoption and pollutant
filtration of storm tunoff compared to natual vegetited pervious grouiid cover, which could
result in greater volumie and velecity of runoff and potentially increnzed sediment and pollutant
load discharggd to creeks and greater velooity where water enters the cresk, which could result in
increased scour aid erosion of creek banks. To reduce new impervious surfaces, the Préject
would use pervious asphalt for the rew 0.2 acre parking area at the flocculation and
sedimentation basin and, as pait of p}zwement of spoxis at Nursery Site 1, removing
apptoximately 0.6 acres of existing pavenent, refiove eiiing impefvidus tarps, and decompact
soils and resfore it to patural: grassland, Restorat] it Gf fhis 19 acré site would +esult in
signifieantly mote pervious ground cover; which would reduce existing stormwater- runoff frem
being transported, thwugh this gred to Alameda Creck, Theincrease in impervious surfice would
be a significant impact. Congistert with the Alameda County Clean Water Program, impacts of
additional stormwater rupoff off cresk hyc’ir" logy, 1h0mh0]0gy5 and: water quality would be
reduced to less than significant if the po ject runoff doex not exeeed the pre-project rates
and durations and theatment for runoffis provided,

e Mitigation Measure HYD-7: lic
Medsures.to Accommodate Additio

{@af‘ﬂre Alame‘c?a Cournity Clean Water Progmm Deszgn
wal Rurigff from New Impervious Surfaces

Impact HA 558 Constructmn of the proposed projéet could ¢¥édte potential hazards
through transportation, use, and disposal of kazardous materialy

K. ek

Constiuetion scfivities would include the routing use, traﬂapozf and disposal
matemals 11’1‘:‘3'ludm ﬁmi" oils; cheriicals dnd other maferi vy eaithihoving equipm
ties | mf petroleis - hydrocarbsi-based fuels and hibncants. Improper
torage, and disposal of these matenaly could fesult in exposure of
canstmutmn workers or . the public to these hazardaus ihatertals, This would be a sigmﬁcam
impact,

» Mitigation Measure HAZ-1ex: Soil Tnvestigation Priof to Construction .
o Mitigaiton Measure HAZ-1b; Preparation of a Consteuction Risk Manageient Plan

Yinpatt HAZ-2: Constriction of the proposed pmject could create the potential for upset
and aceident conditions mvnlvmg the release of hazardeus materials in the ehvironment

Hazardous materials would be used for the operation’ of heavy equipment during pmjes,t
construction. These hazardeus iatsials migy include fusls, oil, diid dther materials used in
equipment maintenanee. Improper eqmpment use or accident éonditions could resulf in
incidental rsledges or spills, potentially posing heglih risks to workers, the public and the
erivironmént. This wotild bé a significant impact.
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e Mitigavion Measure HAZ-Ia: Soil Investisarion Prior to Congtruction C
o Mitigation Measure HAZ-1b: Prepavation of « Consiruction Kisk Managewient Plin

Dupact BAZ-3: Coustruction of the proposed project coild ereats the potential ¢
eticounter hazardous materials i soil and groupdwater

Soils and groundwater Vithiy the projest site may contain hazardoys materials relafed to past
2 ang e SYWTP. The Phase T repoirt

agricultiiral land uses and hagardous materialy stored and used ; ¢
concluded thai several areas on the project sfte may be con finated, and recSmmended
littonial soil and grovndws ing 1o deterinine.the presence I hazardous nuaterials. The
presence of contaminated $oils or groundwater at these sites, if erigvuntered, could pose # ritk to
constriction workers or the envirdriment. This wouild be a significant impact. '

Mitigation Medsure HAZ-1a; Soil Investigation Prioy to Construgion.
o Mitigation Meastipe HAZ:1b: reparation of a Construcrion R:iskMamrgmem;ﬁzag

Lutpdet AG-1sCperation of thie proposed projest could resﬁigt?igi garversion of farmilands o
noun-agriculfural nies

The proposed projest would result in the permanent cohivatsion of appicximately 21 aores of

Uslgie: Farmland for the placement of spoils at Nursery Site ! aind Nursery $ite 2. This would

be a significant impact.
& Mitigation Measure AG-1: Compersation for loss of Usique Farmilapd

Cumiilative Jmpict on Assthetics

jéict wotild contribute éQﬁéidcr:afﬁIy to.2 sumulative impact to the scenip character of the
Sunol Valley dug to removal of végetation, .
o Miltgotion Measyre RICh1d: Prepare and buplement o Vegetdtion Restoration and

Chumiulative Impact on-Cultirsl Resources
The Projest wioidd contribute 153 ctiiulatiye fpact to previously uidliScavered atehzolopical

and paleonitologieal fesouroes; as wall ag htiman reinaiss,
¢ Mitigation Maasure CR-2: Pracedisres to be Followed in the Evem of an Accidenial
Discover '

Condugt Preconsimiction Survieys f

indreqs of Undetermined and High

¥

giegical Resorges Monitoring during
High Paleontological Sensitivity, as
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S Mitigution Measure CRI-e: Stop Work if Known or Suspécted Paleontological Resources

Ave Envountered

Cumulative Impact on Transportation and Circulation
Due to the potential for overlapping projects in the Sutiol valley regmn as ell ag for construetion

associated within Calavetas Road 48 an aceess route to all project sites, the project would
contributé considerably to a signifieant traffic impdet. n

s Mitigarion Measure CUM-1;: Combined Sunol Valley Traffic Control Plan
o Mitigation Megsure TRANS-1: Preparation and Inmplementation of Traffic-Coritrol Plan

Cumulative Impzaet to Noise and Vibrition

The Project could contfibute cansxde:rab!y to a cumulativé fmpact to noise. resuitmg from pight-
time traffic on Calaveras Road if more than 14 trucks per hour use Calaveras Road at night.
Additionally, overlapping setistruction. schedules of the Project and the Alameda Siphon No. 4
Project, New Ierg’mn Tutmel, and the San Antonio Backup Pipeline Project could result in
curinlative noise and vibration impacts at night, to which the Project would contribute
considerably,

o Mifigation Measure NOE1; Implementation of Noise Controls

Cumalative Biipacts to Air Quality and Climate

The Project would contribute. wnmderably to potentially significant curmulative conistriction #ir.

quality emission 1mpacts, including impacts related to PM o, PMy.s and ozone precursors.

o Mitigation Measure AIR-20: lmplementation of Dust-Gantrol Plan

»  Mitigation Measure AIR-2b: Implementation of BAAQMD Dust Control Medsures

o Miligation Measure AfR-2¢: Implemévitation of BAAQMD Exhaust Control Measures
Cumulative Irnpact to Reereation

" The Project would contribute considerably to potentially sigmﬁccmt cumulative construction
impact 61 access fo rec;reatmnai facilities and bicyclists due to increase in traffic on Calaveras
Rﬁada

v Mitigation Measure TRANS-1: Preparation and Implenmentation of Traffic Conirol Plan
Cumulative Impact to Utilities and Service Systens

The Project would contribute -considerably to: potentially significant impdet or itilfties and
service systems.

s Mitigation Measure UTL=2: Avoid Conflicts with Existing Utilities and Coordinate
Eifforts with zfiﬁeﬂt@d Utilities

Within the Stmoi Valley, tha P‘rq;ect could contribtite considerably to signiflcant cumiulative
impacts to: grassland (including upland habitat for Califomia tiger salamander, California red-
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 Igged frog, burrowing owl, and Alameda Whipsnake); riparian vegetation and the Alameda

Creck channel (ineluding habitet for resideit rainbow trout, fosthill yellow-] egged frog, westers

pond turtle, and Califoraia red-legzad fiog); and individual tress that gould pravide siesting for
special-statos bird and bat. species, Constrtiction discharges sould affest water fuality in
Alureda Creek and ifs habitat for comyuiion ard special-status specics, Additionally, if bartiers to
steathead migration were removed, it is possible that steelhead could evetitually be i  in the
project work area within fhie Bunol Valley; the Ploject could coplribute 4o 4 curnulative hipaet ta
steelhead, if preseit,

e

©  Mitigation Mecsuré BIO-1a; Condust Mandatory Biolagical Resources Awariness
Tf'&ifi{iﬁg Jor e

& Mifigation |

BIO-1b: Jnsyall Wildlife Exolusion Fericing along the Petimater of
@ gind Liiplement General Medsures ta Avoid Jmpacs o

Uy dpecies Nedural Co) ‘

fiviti e Tiger Salaitinder; California Be

' d-Legged Frog,
and Turtle, and Alinbia Whithsrigke

« Mige '""‘?ﬂ M ‘55”"‘*3!9—’4Pf‘éﬁatemdfmplemafzt d Vegetation Resiovdtion and

ranent Lass of Unlund Habitat for
A Frog, aid Al hipsnake

water, dewat: it and tunnel drainage. . The

, ' 10 & curilative impact to femporary reduetion in

water level flow in Alameda Cresk and hydrology due to alteration of topography and 4n

increase it fisipaivious areas at fhe pioject site apd the vigitiity, resulting in ﬂﬁWﬁéﬂgam-:grgﬁiﬁn
itpacts in local cresks. '

o Miligativn Measure HYD-1h:

Vion Measure HYD-La Consiruction Water Quality Best Masagément Practives

Management of Dewatering Effluent b f,;_-'@]gg;—gg;g
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o Mitigation Measure HYD-2; Mamtemmw of Alameda Créck Flows during Construction
Dewatering
o Mitigation Measure H YD-7: imarpamie Alameda County Clean Water Program ﬂeszgn
Measurés (o A‘ceommodare Additional Runoff from New Impemzam Surfaces
Cwnulative Tmpact to Hazards and Hazardous Matérials
The Project would contribute considetably to a curulative impact related to exposure of workers
16 hazardous materials if they work on multiple projects in the Sunel Valley.

o Mitigation Measure HAZ-la: Soil Investigation Prior fo Construciion
o Mitigation Measure HAZ-Ih: Prepamti(m of a Construction Risk Managemert Plan

Th«z Project would contribute consxdﬁrabiy to a cumuolative impact to agricultiral fésotirces
associated with the conversion, of ateds mapped as Unique Farmland.

o Mitigation Measure AG-1: Compensation:for-loss of Unigue Farmland

1V.  SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED OR REDUCED TO A
LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL

The f’mject does not have any Project-specific significant and unavoidable | Lm." cts, Becauge the
Project is a component of the WSIP, it will eontyibute to the significant and unaveidable inpacts
caged by the er supply deision. Thesé itnpacts wéte: GﬁSCliSSEEd in this. Commmsum’s
Resolution Ng. 08-0200, snd riitigation metsures. that Were proposed i the Prograr Vet
adopted by this Cotnraission for thasa it pacts, howevar, tha ‘ fori ril
reduce the impacts to a less th,' g tie 1
significant and unavmdable ] y " ad thi
proposed in the Prograimn BIR to reduce these unpa : whem it ag;pmvad I:he WSIP m Its
Resolution No.-08-0200. This Gammlssum a!se : ‘ciap’ 'daM’ i Men

Program. ag part of that [ :

measures set forth it 1
reference; as though fuliy ss:t forth herem The s:gmﬁe_, nt
inx Reselutian Na, (8-0200 as follows:

and izﬁ%?hldﬁbka 1mpacts were ixsted

Pateut‘iauy Sigﬁiﬁeaut angd Una'vnidable WSIP- Water Su‘ppjy Impacts

*

Significant and Unavoidable WSIP Water Supply Tmpacts
o Streamflow (Alameda Creek helow Alameda Creek Diversion Dam): Effects on

stream flow in Alameds Creek between the diversion dam anti the gonfluerice with
Calaveras Creck.

V.  EVALUATION OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES
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This Section desesibes the Project as well as altenatives and the reasons for approving the
Profect and for rejecting the alternarives. CEQA. mandates that an. EIR evaluate a reasonable
range of alisratives to the Fioject or tho Poject location thas generally fedoce or avoid
potentially significat irapacts of the Project, CEQA requires that every BIR also evalate 2 %No

ive: Alterpatives provide a basis of sompatison 16 the Project in ferm of thef
“ to inest Profect objetiives, This cotmparative analysis fsnsed
for minimizing envitonmental sorisequences

A, Redsons for Approval of thie Project

The ovérall goals of the WSIP for the tegional water system ate tor
Mainiain high-quality wafer agd & gravity-driven system
teduce vidnerability to eapthynakes

Increass delivery .féﬁ‘aﬁilifg .

Mt Lustomer water supply needs theough 2018
Achieve 4 ¢pstetfictive, fully-operationdl system

® 8 £ 0 o @

The Prdject confribites to alifevement of these goals. In addition; the Profect was desigried to
' . over Hme and 1o tesist damage. fon eatthiimkes, Specifically; the
Project dre tor

B.  Alternativés Rejected and Reasons for Rejoction

wold sontribute o significant and uiaveidable
Commmission refects the Altain i I BIR and ligted bt be p
Commission finds that thers is substantial evidence, i uding evidenge of eéonsm ., logal,
social, techitological, and vthier considerations described in this Section in add tor those
deseribed in Section VI below under CEQA, Guidelines 15091(a)(3), that melks infeasibie such

Although the Project would have no project-spesific significans aud wriavoidable impacts, it

Alterndtives, [n inaking these detérminations, the Cdinmission is aware that CFQA definies
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“feasibility” to mean "capable of being accomﬁ'iishéd i 4 successful manner wi‘th_in 4 reagonable
period of time, taking into account economnic, envirenmental, social, legal, and technological

factors.” The Commission is also aware that under CEQA casé Jaw the concept of “feasibility™

encompasses (i} the question of whther a particular alté:—rﬁatiw promotes the underlying goals
and objectives of a project. and (ii) the-question of whether #h alteriiative s “desirable” from a
policy standpoint to the ektent that desirability is baged on 4 reasonable balancing of the relevant
economic, eavironmental; social, legal, and techfiological frctors.

Alteriiative 1: No Project

Under the No Project Alternative, the exisiing SVWTP would continue to operate as under
curtent conditions. This alternative would avoid all of'the impacts assoctated with the proposed
Project. However, under this alternative, the SYWTP would not meet the requirements of the
CIPH to provide treated water storage 10 serve as a balancing fessivoir thit the SFPUC is
obligated to fulfill. Hence the SYWTP would continue to eperate out 6f compliatice with the
(DPH Compliance Order.

Further, under this dlternative, the ‘a:,{,i,sti,n;g sustainable capacity would remainat 120 mgd, which
is below the SFPUC’s objective to sustainably auginent watet supply with up to 160 ingd of
water from the Alameda Watershed during unplanned Hetch Hetchy outage or water quality
sveit. The SVWTP would contiie: t6 operate with limited storage capicity and operational
tedundancy sueh that, following & mufor seismic event ot unplanted Hetch Hetchy water quality
ovent requiring 2 higher volume of water treatment at the SVWTP, the SVWTP could be
constrained in its ability to contain on-site or treat the. water to regulatory standards prior to its
-transport into the regional water system..In such.sittatioris, failure to fake ; ‘

sirvitonmental impacts to aesthetics, traffie; viotse und vibration, dir quality, hydrology dnd
lity, and hazards and hazardous materials asseciated with. the fieed 1o donstruct

ystetns andfor fransportatio e

lity instaltation could potentially result in greafer impacts to

pared to the propased Project bupause there may not be adéqtiate

e activities away ffom sensitive environmental xésourcas.

comply with the CIDPH requitements, the likelihood of 4 severs séistii
and thé potential for atunplanried Hetch Hefehy watet ¢
wild require increased water trégtment at the SV

The U.8. Gedlogical Siiivey hias ated a 62 pe
or greater earthquake between 200 032,

cuistortiers vulnerable to the impacts of att interription of water supply if sufficient water meeting
régillatory requirements can not be derved.

Alternative.2; Regulatory-Compliatice Alternative
This alternative would ttofude construction of the essential failitics 10 comply with the CDPH
Compliance Oidet, which inglide the:

o Newtredted walet reservoir;
s Chlorine confact tank;:
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i

ngmﬁcz;ht unpacts of the
augrient water supply with up to 160 mgd of water frofi the Alamisd

= 78-inch dischargs pipe under Alameda Cresk;

«  New-chemical storige atd foed facilities; and

¢ Miscellaneous piping, valves, mechanical and eleugsical work,
The facilities that wotld not be built uiider this alietiigtive are the foconlation/sedimentation
basin arid assoeiated modifications to the flow distribution chamber pipéling to the new

Hooculaticn bawm, and pipeline fo the settled water condisft, wish w
filters, and néw air blower assoctated with haskwashmg the: filtsrs,

Hetige, fo-feet thie requzr&ments of the ¢
proposed Project wotld sfll be z:onstmcte

The installation of the COIpongnts undm* this altepative vmuld Cohtribute-dry wensral. fo the
Pm;ect goals of oy g OpErativi ] y and reliable. d&hvary of swaier miseting:
regiilator staniddrds by s ‘e : r. Namely, m lhe eviént @f a if&&ﬂ"j’iﬂnt
upset, Walel coi ! IS hlmrmﬁ B! tact‘.taqk and treated w : :
teih 6 transhission system ‘The 11'
resepvis w‘muld alsq serve as 4 balancmg réservmr tha’c would f‘acxi;tate

thereby SUpho; £ ; 1

: a '?.:sup il 1 g 16 16
"durifng unplanned Hetoh Hetchy Gutag@ oF Wates

qizahtj,r o

Becaiise. the facilitws t:oumbutmg the fr
water rese.rvon and ehiormc contact t
C‘realc) Wi 1)

‘ cui; axf'qualityf .hydmlegy and Water
G, AN rmnera,ls and- energy,

's-',erbjectwe of ¢t
'f‘th"s a\tem&fwe becanss it wi ld
e propuSed- Project and would not meet the !

.....

plying with the CDpY
at - suhstantxally Jessen
UC’s fo sugtainably
4 Watershed duging
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anplannied Hetch Hetehy oufage or water quality event.. Further this alternative would not
substantially decrease costs while it eliminates the significant value of imporiant facility and
system redundancy to sustainably treat up to 160 mgd with enly very minimal additional impacts
as comnpared lo not constructing the facilities.

Alernative 3: Above Ground Treated Water Reservoir Alfernative

This alternative would construgt the new treated water reservoir approximsately 1 niile north of
the existing SVWTP. Additional facilities to the proposed Project that would be constructed
under this alernativé include: a pzpelme to move water from the existiig SVWTP discharge
pipelitie 6 the new treated water reservoit; a new puimping plait to move the water through this
pipeline becduse of the axa.stmg effluent pipeline would be lower than the yiew site. (g, it could
not flow to the reservoir via gravity); a new overhead power line to supply clectricity to the
pumiping plant and a new paved peimanent access road and bridge from Calaveras Road that
woild require abutments and at least one intermediate piling in lhe Alameda Creek: channel.
Pumping the water from the treated water reservelt would fc,qmre apprdxlmataiy 6 mxlizen
kilowatt hours of énéfpy per yéir, The chiorine contact tank, flo on aird sedi
basih, and other project componetits would still bs constructed at thie exis ing SV
the proposed Project. .

A

Thls alwmatwe; was analyzed because it wonld substantially reduce the amount of excavation
1‘ ,__1sp<}sal w‘bmb, under the pmpnsa iject, con"-tﬂbute to szgmﬁeant envxrunmental

ha]f of the pmp@sed Prqject Spmls wouid be hauded e‘:iiher id Cala‘ ras R.oagl of. vxa 2
- tempaoraty haul. route that would b&‘ Onsimetad parallal 1. Caia‘% 5 Raad that wou
L . 1

Alameda Creek, hydmlagy due to smng t‘aozlzéxes in the mlddle af' the ﬁamdpiain betmen £WG
creek channels; opetational ngise i close pi'oxumty to a private residence; and energy usageand
gregnhoiise gay emissions Associated with the ceqifisite putiplig pladt,

Morecwer, th,‘ls .al_‘amatwe wculd reqmre hzgher construction cost and resq re mstallatian ofa
vew pump station, which would submannaliy tiicrédse entgy s dufing operation thereby
resuftmg in mcreased greenhouse gas emxssmnﬁ. Mareaver, this alterhative would result i miore

¢ nance and system operation scenarios beeause it

ity atid is not gravity operated,

wsanuaily involves Qpﬁmtmg a who..ie h.ew 3

VI.  STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
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Although the Project would lave no prq]eawpemf 18 sxgmﬁcant and unaveidabls. zmpacts, it
wou!d wmubuie m ,&.xgnzhnmzt «iﬂd g :dabl& d _‘af ed in the WSEP PEIR.. Pirsuant
Chui 6. Conunission hereliy fitids, afier
; ; . ,’-;IR;&H& th;% ﬁvitimme in 1he :ecmd that, cach-of the specific overriding
econo legal samaf L"“hné:l@g;w&! and other benefite of the Piojeet ag set forth beif;w
aﬁd o@flc s, weighs; thﬁe t and unave able impacts and is an
; g the Project, Any one‘ & reasons for approval
cited belowm sulficient to-justi woval of the; Project. Thus, sven if a court w g to conclude.
that not every vedson i supported by sitbstantia svidence; the. will. stand by jts
detepriination that each individusl reason is sufficient, The g stasmal evidenca supportmg the
varios bieriefits cant be found in the prac:edmg fi ndmgg which ar incorporated by rafemnce into
this Seetion, and in the dosiiments found in the Record of Procesdinigs, as defivest 15 Ssction 1.

On the basis of the above fmdmgs and the sabatanfial evidense i the whale fetord. of this
proceeding, the Commission specza!ly findy that thers. are sigriificynt beﬂcﬁts of the l’rq;eci in
spite of the imavoidable significant impacts, and thstéfore makes thig Statement of Over
Consxdera‘non& The Commission further ﬁncis that; ag part af the process of obitati
dpproval, al] mgmhcant effecls on the erivionment fron fiplementation of the Pt )
i i ; e fﬁﬂg}b Al suitigarion EHSTES pr __Qsed in

art of this approval aclion, & fhei‘thorcg

ﬁ:ix fheenv GHmMERT fous

\ “omipliarics Order to proyid
By ltreat nent falires gt the S £

# Add reeiundam f‘"czhtleﬁ at 1he 3VWTP t6 iinprove: ireatment rel:abﬂxty by mcra"f;mg the
plant’s “susta 1> mgd d&ﬁnqad agthe &
lanist 60 days wi nt ¢

and. sedimen

i ,:‘ - fo relxably ugment water Supply with a5 much as 160 mfd of water o
4 Creek k watershed diting unplamned gutages of the Heteh Hetuhy Supply: and

*  Provide ability 1o Sustainably treat as ttiuch as (60 itigd of Hetch: Hefeliy wates at the

SVWTP dutirig an unplanned Hetch Hetéhy water quality svent.

In addition, the Project implements the WSIP's gqals and objectives, and the Statemmignt of
Ovemdmg Considerations from SFPUC Resolutmn 08-0200 is adopted and incorperated in these
ﬁ‘ndmgs as though fully set forth, In particiilar, this Praject tislps to implement the following
berefits 6 the WSIP:

1. linplementation of facility i lmprovenient projects will redoce vulnerabihty 1o earthquakes,

Imiprovements are designed to meet CHErent seismic standards, The regional water system
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- operational _ ' _ ¢
 order to impleinent 4 feasible asset management program it the fiture thet will provide

is a critical and vulnerable link in the City’s and whelesale customer’s ability to survive
after a major carthquake and to migintain-agcess to eriticatly needed water supplies. The
SFPUC will beable to mieet the fundamental and most fressing néeds of the water system
-+ to ititprove the seismic safety and roliability of the Wwatét system as a means of saving
huitian 1ifs and property tndér & catastrophic €arthuake scennrio .of even a disaster
sceniaiio riof ‘tising to the level of catastrophic. Bffecting the nécegsary ropairs and
improvements to assuze the water system’s contifiied reliability, and eveloping it.as part
of & largen; integiated water security sirafegy, {8 c¥itica] to the Bay Area's epoHoic
secusity, competitivetiess and quality 'of life.

The SFPUC will be able to deliver basie service to the three Fegions in the servies area
(Hast/South Bay, Peninsula, and San Francisco) within 24 fiouns after s major earthqtiake.
The Water systein will taintain & high guality water systeifi,

Improvements are designed to meet curent and foreseeable futire federal and state water
quality fequiremients: -

Tho WSIP will ingrease defivery reliability and improve the ability to maintaln the warer
systém, providing operational fleibility to allew planned maintenarics shutdown of
individiial facilities without inferrupting custormer service, operational flexibilty o

risk of service intgfruption dug o wnplanned facility upsets of autages, and

flexibility and system capacity to replenish local réservoirs as needed. In

" confimicus maintenance and repaing to facilitles; the regicnal water system -FequIres.

rediindancy (e, backup) of some critical facilities necessary to meeting day-to-day
custorngr water supply needs. Witheut adequate redundancy of ciitical facilitiey, the
YEPUC bas limited opérational flexibility ini the event of an. emgrgency or a gyStem

failure, as Well as congtrains on coniducting-adequate systein inspection and mainienance.

fhctive, fully operational systém, chsuring costefivotive

The WSIP Wil dehieve a cost
v system.

use of fids, maintaiting a gravity-

Having ¢onsidered these benefits, including the benefits disoussed in Sectioh 1 above; the

Comniission findg that the benefits of the: Project and the WSIP outweigh the unavoidable
adverse environmental effects, and that. the adverse environmental effects are therefore
acceptable. .
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ATTACHMENT B

PROJECT NAME AND CASE NO. Sunof Vailley Water Treatment Plapt Exgansion, Case No. 2006.0137E

MITISATION MONTTORING AND REPORTING PROGRAN,

impact Summary

Project construction
could damage scanic
resources that
contribite o & scenic
public setting

Witigation Measure

Monltoring and Reporting Program

impiementation and Reporting

Responsikle
Party

J:\a vv.
e

Revigwing &

Manitoring and Reporting Actions

Impiementation
Schedule

AES-6

Project operations
could permanantly
damage seenic

WQWQCﬂnmm

m.d..mﬂ no:mwego:
couid result in
impacis to
paleontological
resourees

meummo: _smwwc_.m nw..._m. no:mcﬂ vanoﬂmﬁcﬂmo: Surveys for Significant vm_mos»o_omwnm_
Resources in-Areas of Undetermined and High Palesntological Sensitivity

Before construction begins, the SFPUC shall retaln a California Registered Professional mmo_om_mﬁ
with appropriate experiise or a qualiiied professional painontolagist, -as defined by the Society of
Veriabrate Paleoniology’s Conformable Impact Mitigation Guidstines Commitlee {1985} {o conduct
a more detailed gvaluation of potential paleontological resourcas in those areas of the project
identified as undetermined or highly sensilive for pateontological resources, namsly areas of
Holocens, Plejstagene, which occur where the treated water rassrvoir, flacoulation and.
sedimentation basin, wash water recovery basin, and chloring contact tank faciiies would ba
constructed. The following shal be adhared to;

= The evaluation shat include a thorough literature-based and fisld-reconnaissance survey of the
highly sensitive and undetermined areas where surficial excavation achiviiies are planned. The
field survey shall be limited o identifying potentially significant features at the surfacs.

= TFhe evaluation shall bs documented in 2 report 1o be submittad for review ang muuwocm“ by the
SEPLIC prior to the start of construetion.

= Ifthe svaluation and survay result in the discovery of 2 pal mo:”o_um_om_ resource mxmomma at the
surface, or confirm the potential forimpacis on significant paizontelogical resources, Mitigation
Measures CR-16 and CR-1d shall also be impiemented. Mitigation Measure CR-1a ghall be
implemented as a safeguard regardiess of the identifiad Hkelhood of potential impacts,

1. CM Team
{FPaleontologist or
a California
registered
professional
geologist)

1 m_n_uco wm_,s

1 OEm_: m_.a review resume or om:m«
dogumentation of consulting pateontologist's
qualifications, Conduct precenstruciion
paleontological surveys and document. Include
dosumentation of qualificationd of
paleontologist (e.g., resume).

4. Preconstruction

Mitigation Meastre CR-1b: Paleontological Resources Worker Awareness Tralning

Befora consiniotion bagins, the SFPUC shall snsure that all construction parsonnet raceive
palecniciogical resources ewarengss fraining that includes information on the possibility of
encolntering fossils during construction; the types of fossils likely to be sean, basad pn finds in the
site vicinity; and proper procedures in the svent fossils are encountared, Worker training shall be
prepared by a qualified paleoniologist as definad by the Sociely of Vertebrate Paleontology (Society
of Vertebrale Paleontclogy Conformable Impact Miligation Guidelines Committes, 1985) or other
appropriate personnel {e.g,, Califernia Registered Professional Geologist with muuaﬁ:mﬁm expertise}
experenced in teaching non-specialists.

1. OM Team
{Paleontologist}

1. SFPUC BEM | 1, Ensure that tralning program is developed

and that alf personnal attend prior to heginning
wark and sign training sign-in sheet. Maintain
Tiie of sign-in sheats,

1. Preconstruction

Sunot Vallay Watsr m_.amasmsw Plant MMRP, Alachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
R Monitering and Repeorting Program
Implamentation and Reporiin i
Impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure P £ - 2 Implamentation
No. Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Approval
Party
Party
Mitigation Measure CR-1c: Perform Precenstrustion Surfaca Safvage of Any m_mamomﬁ 1. CM Team 1. SFPUC BEM i 1. Conduct paleontological salvage activilies, 1. Pra-construction,
Palegntologicat Rescurces Discoverad (Paleantolagist) Prepars written rapot of salvage activities, i necessary
If a significant paleontological resource i3 discovered at the ground’s surface as a result oq include documentation of qualifications of
pre-construction surveys conducted per Mitigation Measure CR+1a and cannot be avolded trough paleontologist (s.9.. resums),
exclusion of the area from project disturbanse (e.g., through the Instaffation of exclusion fencing), the
SFPUC shall ratain a California-Registered Professional Geoleglst with appropriate experilse or 2
qualified professional paleortologist as definad by the Society of Verigbraie Palsontology's
Conformable impact Mitigation Guidelines Commities (1995) te salvage and treat the resource prior fo
construction in the immediate viciity of the find. Salvage of the resource would include recovering the
#em and properly documenting, preparing, and curating the find, Treatrnent of the resource may
include preparation and recavery of fossil materials for housing In an appropriate museum. or
unjversity collection, and may also Include preparation of a report for publication describing the find,
Mo construction activities at the location of the find shall be allowed untli the salvage oumﬁwa: i
completed and authorization is provided by the SFPUC. ;
Mitigation Measure CR-14: Conduct Paleontological Resources Mondtoring nE._nm 1. SFPUC EMB 1. 8FPUGC BEM | 1. Ensure that maeasures applying to 1. Design
Construction in Areas of Undstermined and High Paleontoiogical Sensitivity, as Roquirad palecntolegical discovery are incorporated in
If determined necessary afler implementation of Mitiation Maasure CR-1a, the SFPUC shali retain a contract documents.
qualified paleontologist as defined by the Sociely of Vertebrate Paleoniclogy’s Conformabie impact 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Monitor to snsure that the contractor 2. Construction
Miligation Guiidslines Committes (1985} ta conduct on-site manitoring for unaniieipated diseavery of implements measures in contract documents,
potentially significant paleondological rasources during initial ground-disturbing activities (8.9, grading repori noncompliance, and ensure corrective
and excavation) in the areas with geological units identified as highly sensitive for palsontological action.
regources and as field-verified by the qualified palsontologist. After initial ground disturbance activitles
in the patecntologically sensitive areas, monitoring shalt cease but a paleonioiogist shall ba retained 3. CMi Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. File documentation of palsontelogiss 3. Construction
on-call by the SEPUC thyoughout the projectin the event of an unanticipated find during subsequent | {Palsantologist) qualifications {e.g., resume}. Document
construction activities. The menitor will have authority to divert grading or excavation away from palsontoiogical monitoring activities in logs. In
axposed surfaces ternporasly in order {0 examine disturbed areas more closely, andfor recover fossis. the event of a discovery, confim suspension of
: work, examine fossil, and raport as required.
Mitigation Measure CR+1e: Stop Work if Known or Suspected Paleontological mmmos.nmm Are | 1. CM Team 1. SFPUC BEM | 1, If required, prepare a Recovary Plan to 1. Construction
Encountered miligate effects of the project Froceed with
If fossil materials are discovered during any projest-related activity, all ground-disturbing work within recommendations of palecntologist,
50 fast of the find shalf stop immediately until the paleontologicat manitor can assess the nature and
imporiance of the find and recommend appraprizte treatment. Recommendations for treatment shall
be consistent with SVP guldelines {Sacisty of Verdebrate Paleontology Conformable w_._uma
Mitigation Guidelines Committes, 1995) and may include preparation and recovery of fosst
materials so they can be housed In an approprate museum or university collecton. :
CR-2 Project construction Mitigation Measure CR-2: Procedures to be Followed in the Event of an Accldental Discovery | 1, SFPLC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that measures related to 1. Design
cotdd result in {Ineluding Implementation of an Archaeclogical Monitoring and Yesting Program} archaeological discoveries are included in
impacts on Unknown | Tq avsid any potential adverse effect from the praposed project an accidentally discoverad busied or confract documents.
or kmawin pre-historit | submerged Historical resources 25 defined In CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)(c}, the SFPUC
and historic-era shall distribute the San Francisco Planning Depariment archasclogica resaurcs *ALERT sheet & the .
archaeological project’s prime contracfor; 10 any project subcentractor finchuding firms providing services such as
resourcss demoittion, excavation, grading, foundation, or plle driving), or uilities firm Invoived in soils disturbing
activities within the project se.
t
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METIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Menltoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Repeorting

resource. The archaeclogisal consultant shall make a recommendation as to what action, if any, is
wamranted. Basad on this information, the ERO may require, if warranted, spacific addiignal
mieasuras to be implamented by the SFPUC,

Mieasures might include: preservation in situ of the archaeologleal resoures; an archaeolpgleat
monitoring program; endfor an m_.nummo_mm_nmm testing program, if an archagological monitering
pragram or archaeological testing program is required, it shall bs consistent with the San Francisco
Planning Depariment's ?_EE Environpmentai Analysis Division (MEA) guidelines for mca: programs.
Tre ERC may also require that the SFPUC Immediately Implement a site security program if the
archasological resource s at risk from vandafism, leoting, or other damaging actions.

The project archaeglogical consultant shall submit an accidentat discovery Archaeologichl Data
Recovery Report (ADRR) to the ERO which, in addition o the usuat contants of the ADRR, includes
an evaluation of the historical significance of any discovered archaeological resource, as well as
describing the archaeoiogical and historical research methods employed in the archaeolbgicat
monitoring/data recovery pregram(s) undartaken, and presenting, analyzing, and intarpreting the
racovered data. Information that may puf ai risk any archaeologica resource shall be uno..&mma na
separale removable insert within the final report,

Copigs of the Draft ADRR shall be sent to the ERO for revisw and approval. Once muwscmn 3. the
ERO, copies of the ADRR shall be distributed as follows: o

o California Archaeclogical Sita Survay: NWIG [Nerthwest Information Omswm;wmw%
recelve one copy, and the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmiital of the.) m>mm i
the NWIC.

+ The San Francisco Planning Department MEA shali receive three copies of Em FARR,
along with copies of any formal site recardation forms (CA DPR 523 series) ang/or
daocumentation for nomination to the National Register of Historic m._momw._Om_aoawm
Register of Historical Resources.

‘The SFPUC shall receive coples of all documents prepared in conformance with this Bmc.wmmmom
measure. In instances of high public interast or interpretive value, the ERO may reguire a different
final report content, format, and distribution from that presented above.

Procesd with recommendations, evaluations,
and implementaticn of additional measures in
consultation with ERO. Prepare and submit
Final Archasclogical fesources Report.

impact " . Implermnentation
Ne. impact Summary Mitigation Maasure Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions nmnwmmm_m
Approval
Party Party
The "ALERT" sheet shall provide warkers hotice that arshaeological remains may be encontered 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Ensure that all perscnnel attend 2. Preconstruction
during excavation and instniclions on what te do if evidence of an archaeologlcal site is enlcounterad. environmental fraining prior to beginning work, | and Construction
Prior te any solls disiurbing activities being undertaken, each soniraclor shal be respongible for receive "ALERT sheet, and sign the training
ensuring that the "ALERT"” sheet is circtdated to ali field personnel, including machine operaters, sign-in shest. Maintain fie of signin sheets.
field crew, pile drivers, and supervisory persennel. The SFPUC shall provide the Envirorimental Ionitar 1o ensure that the contracior
Review Ofilcer {ERQ) with a signed affidavit from the respensible partles (prime contractor, implements measures in contract documents,
subcontracter(s], and utifities firm} to the ERC confiming that 21l field personnal have recelved report noncempliance and ensure corrective
copies of the ALERT Sheet. astion.
Should any indicaion of an mi._mmo_omam_ rescurce be encounterad dusing any soils a_mmnmv_:m L .
activity of the project, the contracter andior the SFPUC shall immediately nolify the ERC and shalt - 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Ensure that all potential discoveries are 3. Construetion
immediately suspend any seils disturbing activities within 150 feet of the discovery untl the ERC {Archeologist) reperted as required and that the contractor
has getermined what additional measures should be undertaken. suspands work In the vicinity. Mobilize an
- " . archeeologlet to the area ifthe ERC
if the ERO determines that an archaeologicst resource may be present within the project site, the determines that an archaeologiss! resource
SFPUC shall retain the services of @ qualified archaeotogical consuliant. The archaeological may be present.
consuRant shall advise the ERD as to whether the discovery is an archasological rescurce, retalns .
sufficiant intagrity, and is of potential sclentific/historicaliouiturat significanca. [f an archascingleal 4. CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4. Bvaluate the potential discovery and adviss | 4. Construction
resource i presant, the archaeological eonsultant shall identify and evaluate the archasclogical (Archasologist) and ERO ERD as to the significance of the discovery.
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Monitoring and Raporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

_ua_mnm noumn.comc:
could resultin an
increase in iraffic that
is substantial in
relation to the
existing traffic load
and capacity of the
street system

unassocigted funersry objects (CEQA Guidelines Section 18064.5(d}. The agresmant should take
Into considaration the approprate excavation, removal, racordation, analysfs, custodianship, curation,
ang final dispostiion of the human remains and assoctated or unassoclated funarary objects. California
Public Resources Code aflows 48 hours to reach agreement on these matters, If the ML and the
ather parties do not agree on the rebutial method, the project will follow Saclion 5097.98(0) of the
California Public Resources Code, which states that “the landowner or his or har authorized
representative shait reinter the ftiman gemains and iters assaciated with Native American burigls with
muvwou:mﬁm dignity on the Eouwnz na Eamn_om not subject o further subsurfacs disturbance.

g:_mng Moasure TRANS-1: Preparation and “Humoamzﬁmmo: 9. Traffle Control Plan

The SFPUC shall snsure that the construction confractor prapares and successfully implements a
project-specific traffic confrol plan. The traffic contral plan shall contain the appropriate Isvel of detai
necessaty to minimize iraffic impacts and hazards on Calaveras Road, incluging adequate
consideration for both moterized vehicle traffic and bicycle traffic. This traffic controt plah shail be
approved by the Alameda County Public Works Agency prior to construction. Ata minimum, the
plan shall include the following: 5

+  Advance waming signs shall be installed on Calaveras Road to the scuth and north of the
project access poinis {namely o the SYWTP area and fe the spolls disposal areas) advising
motorists of the construction zone ahead o minkmize hazards associated with activifies
immediately adjacent to Calaveras Road and the entry and egress of projeci-related vehicles.

+  Eilher flaggers, illuminated signs, a temporary stoplight, a flashing yellow Bght, ora combination
of these metheds shall be ulilized fo slow approaching traffic at project access points thraughout
the construction period,

* Padestian and bicycle access and circulaion shall be maintsined during project nsww::nmoz.
whers safe o do so.

« Af egilpment and materials shall be storad in designated sontractor stating areas on or
adjacant to the wark area, in such a manner as to minimize abstruction of fraffie.

1. mﬂvCO EMB

2. CM Team

3. CM Team

a SFPUC BEM

2. SFRUC BEM

3. SFPUC BEM

lmpact : Insplementation
i Mitigation Mea: )
Na. mpact Summary tigation Moasure Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Seheduls
Responsgible
Appraval
Party Party
CR.3 Projest construction | Mitigation Measure CR-3: Protection of Human Remains if Encountered during Excavation 1.CM Team 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design
could potentially Activitiss measures related to discovery of human
disturb buried human i human remains are encountered diring construction, the location shall be protectad, and there shall remains.
remaing be no further excavation or disturbance of the location and any nearby area that may contain human . y
. " et PR 2, CM Team 2. 8FPUC BEM | 2. if human remains are encountered, 2. Construction
remains, SFPUC shall retain m. quaiified marwmo.on_m” mﬂagmm,_m».m_w {o assess Ew. m_Emeo«w. tomperarily redirect activities, nolify Gounty
The treatment of human remains and of associated or unassociatad funerary objects discaverad Coroner and oualified archasologist and notify
during any soii-disturbing activity shall comply with applicable State laws. This shall include immediate ERO. Confirm suspension of work and later
notification of the County Coroner and, in the event of the Coroner’s determination that the human startup of work in atcordance with mitigation
remains are Native Arnerican, nofification of the Calfornia State Native American Heritage measura,
Cenmwmission (NAHG), who shall appoint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD} (PRC Secticn 5097.98). The 3 . . .
archaeological consultant, SFPUC, and MLD shall make ali reasonable efforts to develop an 3.CM .m.mm_us 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Evaluation remains mwo:u. with nomma‘ 3. Construction
agreamant for the treatment, with apprapriate dignity, of human remains and associated or {Archeociogist) ' Coronar. if remains are Native American,

contact NAHC and MLD and determing
treatment and disposition of remains in
consultation with NAHC and MI.D,

IS,
S

1. Ensure that mmnc_wm_.;a:n .a _u«wum_.m a Traffic
Contral Plan and applicable measurss are
ingluded in contract documents,

2. Ensure contractor submits a Traffic Control
Pian and verify it complies with the
requiremants, including preparatien by a
qualified civil engineer {i.e., obtain resume).
Subrnit {0 agencias for review and ensure
recommendations are Incorporated as
apprapriste,

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor
Impiemsnts measures In the Traffic Confrol
Plan and contract documents, reporf
noncompliance, and ansure corrective action.

1. ﬂmmﬁ:

2. Preconstruction

3. Construction
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RN T

NOi-1

P.an” oo:mﬂmo:o:
could temporarily
axpose persons to or
generate noise lavsis
in excess of
standards
established in the
Alamerda County
Noiseé Ordinance

Mitigation Emmmmcqm NO1: _Ev_mamnﬂmo: am Noise nonn.umm
To mitigate for potential nolse-related impacis, the project m:mm Implement the ﬁo__oé_:m noise
control measures:

+ Pile driving activities shall he uas_gnmm mmz:m the evening and nightfime hours Q v m, to
7 am. Monday through Friday and 5 p.m. to 8 a.m. Saturday and Sunday).

« i noise from any construction activitiss exceeds 50 dBA at the nearest residences, then the
{ollowing noise reduction measures shall be implemented 1o limit noiss levels to 50 ABA:

+ Reduce the number of pieces of construction equipment that operate m_BESgcam_%
»  Provide temporary batriers around rvise-generaling equipment.

o Total project-related haul and umwcwé fruck volumes on any parlicular haut fruck Hﬁm shall be
firndted fo BO trucks per hour fo minimize noise,

o Haul and defivery trucks shall be prohibited from operating within 200 fest of any qmw&msﬁ_m_
usas during the nightlime hours (10 p.m. to 7 a.m.). if senshilve receptors are _umu.o:m 200 feat
fram the haul route, then limited fruck operations shail be allowsd during the more sensitive
nightiime hours, however, noise generated by thess operations cannot excaed the 50-dBA
sleep Interference criterion at the closest receptors. i trucks must operate during thése hours
and residential uses are located within 200 feat of the haul route, then deliverias shall be made
to staging areas outside residential areas, and transferred to the construction site n_:zsm
daytime heurs (7 am, fo 7 g}

» {f nighftime construction is anticipated, then the SFPUC shall send out a nolice to «mmam:nmm
logated within 3,000 feet of the project worl area, which contains the proposed mﬂm& date and
provides contact Information for reporting complaints related to nofse. :

The SFPUC shall deslgnate a project falson to respond fo notse complaints during con: truction.

The name and phone number of the liaison shall be conspicucusly posted at censtruclion areas and

on all advanced notifications. !

A wﬂwcﬁ" mgw

2.CM Team

3. CM Team
{Communications

)

1. mun_uCO wmg

2. SFPUC BEM-

3. SFPUC BEM

Impact Impaet Summary Mitigation Measure E N Impiementation
No. Raviewing & Monltering and Repsriing Actions Scheduie
Responsible Approval
Party Party
s Locations shall be identiffied for patking by construction workers, either within the work areas or,
if necessary, at a nearby location with {ransport provided betwesn the parking _onmco: and the
work arsa,
+  To the extent applicable, the iraffic control plan shall conform te the Caltran's zmmcw_ of Traffic
Conirols for Construction and Mairtenance Work Zones.
«  To the exdent applicable, the traffic cenlrgl plan shall confirm 1o the Califomia Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices,
Spoils havling shall be limited to non-pask hours (a.m, peak hour is between 7 a.m. and Qatm.
[weakdays] and p.m. peak hour Is betwesen 4 pm. and 8 p.m. fweekdays]). Spoils hauling trips foany
of the identifisd disposal sites shall be limited to only ococur on Calaveras Road and shali not entail use
of }-B80, the 1-680 ramps at Calaveras Road, or any other roads-in the viehity of the site.
TRANS-3 | Project construction implement Mitigation Measure TRANS-1 - - - -
could substantialy
increase harards due
o a design
T ,Ji\.:‘ ,»w. .l 2 = T

‘_ mmew that noise 833_ Bn:_ﬂmam:ﬁ.
including providing advance notification of
construction activities to allow SFPUC to
distribude notices, ars includad in contract
documents.

2. Provide advance nofification of construction
activities o residences. Malntain records of
notizes

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor
implements measures in contract documents,
report noncompiiance, and ensure corrective
action.

2. Precanstrustion

3. Consfruction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORYING PROGRAM

impact
Ne,

impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

implamentation and Reporting

Responsible
Party

Raviswing &
Approval

Party

Manitaring and Reporting Actions

implementation
Schedule

v Hnoise complaints are received, and noise isvels are exceading the thresholds of 70 dBA Leg
during the day or 5G 4BA Leq at right, then the SFPUC shall require #$ contractors to
implernent additional noise controls, such as using best available noise controf technigues
{inciuding mufflers, intake silencers, ducts, engine enclosures, and acousticafly attenuating
shieids ar shrouds) for noise generating ¢quipment. As nacessary, noise monitoring shaii be
performed io deferming if these thresholds are exceeded,

« The SFPUC shall maintain documaentation of complaints received, actions taken fo _,mwo_cm
problems, and effaciiveness of these actions.

NOi-3

Projact condtruction
could genersie a
substantial temporary
or periodic increase
in amblent noise
levels in the project
vicinity above levals
exigling withoui the
project

Canstrucion smisslons
of PMug, PMag, ROG,
and NOy could violate
air quality stendards

Implement Midigation Measurs NO1

Emzmmnwo: Emmmc..m AlR-2a: Haw_mamammon of wcmw Control Plan

1. mm.._ucou mmE

pavad, waiefed three n__.smm daily, or nontoxic scil stabilizers shall ba appiied.

1, SFPUC mam 1. Ensure ﬁwmﬂ ratjuirement for coniractor S 1. Umm_mn
The SFPUC shafl develop a Dust Controf Plan. All construction contractors retained for the prapare and submit a Dust Controf Plan be
proposed project shall be required to wsummBmE the Dust Contral Plan. The plan shaj include the Incorporated in contract documents.
following elements: -
* Roles and responsivilities for coniractor staff and SFPUC sta#f assigned to implement dust 2. CM Team 2. SFPUGC BEM | 2. Ensure that contragtor prepares and submils | 2. Preconstruction
control measures, a Pust Control Pian and varify that it complies -
+  List of minimum dust control measures to be used. All contractors shali use the mvn_.o%m»m with requirerments.
“BAAQME Dust Control Measures™ listed in Mitigation Measure AIR-2b. -
«  Methods 1o selact the appropriate dust control measures for any given construction activity at 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 3. Construction
the site. implaments measures in the Dust Control #lan
. ' . and contract documents, report
. ?__m_:.omm and schedudes for inspecting the effecliveness of the chosen dust condrol measures. nencompliance, and ensure comractive sction.
+  Conlingency measures to implement corrective action, if inspactions revaal the mintmum list of
’ dust control measures are not adeguate for any given activity.
+ Procedures for recordkeeping and reporing for dust control measures.
Mitigation Measure AIR-Zb: Implementation of BAAGMD Dust Control Measuraes 1. SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUC EMB | 1. Ensure thaf applicabis basic, enhanced 1. Design
The SFPUC shall ensure, through construction-contract specification, that its contractor(s) andfor optional dust contro! measures ars
Impiement condrol measures for construction smissions of PMy, in order fo comply with BAAQMD included In confract documents.
Feasible Control Measures for Construction Emissions of PMyg as listed below
+  Allactive construction areas shall be watered at least twice dally.
+  All frucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose debris shall be covered or all trugks shall be
required to maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard on public roads.
+  Allunpaved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas at construction sites shall elther be | 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 2. Construction

implements measurss in contract docurments,
report noncompliance, and ensure corrective
ackon,
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPDRTING PROGRAM

Impact
No.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Meonitoring and Reporting Pregram

Implementation and Reporting

Respensible
Party .

Reviawing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reparting Actions

Implementation
Scheduie

v_d._wn» constnsction
couid tempararily
impact racreation use of
Calaveras Road duting
projest consiruction

+ Al pavad access roads, parking areas, and staging areas at consiruction sites shall be swaept
daily (with water sweepers). i visible soil material is carled onto adjasent publie’ &_.mmw
agjacent streets shall be swapt daity (with water sweepers). '

o Allinactive construction areas {previously graded arsas inactive for 10 days or aoav shall be
hydrosesded or nonioxic soil stabilizers shall be applied.

+  Exposed stockpiles (digh, sand, ele.) shall be enclosed, covered, and watered, or nontoxic soi
binders shall be applisd.

= Asieasible, treffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 miles per hour.

» Sandbags or other erosion-control measures shall be installed to pravent silt runoff fo public
roadways.

o Disturbed areas shall be replanted as guickly as possible,

o Wheel washers shall be installed for ail exiting trucks, or ail trucks and equipmant _mwasm the
site shall be washed off,

+ Wind-breaks or rees/vegetative wind-breaks shafl be installed at E.:n&wma side{s) 2
construction areas.

o Excavation and grading activity shall be suspended when ﬁsz exceed 25 mph.

s The area subject to excavation, grading, and other construction activity at any ona tine shall be
Jimited,

Mitigation Measure AlR-Zc: Implementation of BAAQMD Exhaust Control Measures

To further fmit exhaust emissions, SFPUC shall implement the following exhaust controls:

»  Grid power shall be used instead of diesal generators at &t construction sites where'itis
feasible to connect to grid power. Wi t may not be practical to connast to grid power for
pipefine projecis {since construction sites keep moving along the afignmentsy, arid power shall
be used for projects with fixed locations, such as tunnel entry and exit shafts/portals.

+  Alf coniracts specifications shall include Sections 2480 and 2488, Title 13, California Code of
Regulations, which limit the igling of all digsel-fueled commercial vehicles (welghing'over
10,000 pounds, both California- or non-Califormia-based trucks) to 30 seconds at a school or
8 minutes af any facation. In addition, the.use of diesel auxliary power systems and main
engines shall be Brited o 8 minutes when within 100 faet of homes or schools ...._:mm the driver
Is resting.

» Al contracts specifications shall include Seclion 83115, Tille 17, Californla Code of 335&63
Airborne Toxic Control Measure for Stationary Comprasslon ignition Engines, which specifies
fuel and fuel addiive requirements; emission standards for operation ef any m$¢.o:mé.
diesalfueled, comprassion-ignition engines.

+ A schedule of low-emissions tune-ups shall be developed and such fune-ups shall be performed

on ail equipmenit, particularly for haul and delivery tnicks. A log of required tune-ups shall be

maintained and a copy of the log shall be suhmitied to the SFPUC o1 2 monthly basls for
revigw.

. _.os,mn_mmw Emﬁ shall be used in all mﬁmzozmw_ mmu Bovmm mnc_uama

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team

1. SFPULC BEM

2. 8FPUC BEM

1. Ensure that applicable measures are
ingluded in confract documents, ineluding
requirement for monthly submittal of fune-up
log.

2. Maonitor {o ensure that the condractor
Implements measuras in contract documents
inziuding monthly submittat of tune-up log,
repori noncompliance, and ensure corrective
mn“_om.

1. Design

2. Construction

. Sunol Valtey Watar Trealmant Plant MMRP, Alachmeant B

PAGETOF 28

December 2008

515



Temporary and
Permanent Loss of
Suitable Habitat for
and Patendial Injury
or Mortality of
Califorria Tiger
Salamander

m.m_mmmzon msmmmcum BiQ-fa: Oo:amﬂ z_m:mmwoa_, Biologleal mmmo:«nmm _?:m_.»mmmm Trafaing
for All Project Personnel

Tha SFPLIC shall ensure that mandatory biclogical resources awaraness training is Eosnma to alf
construciion personnal as follows:

+ The fraining shall be developed and provided by a USFWS-approved biologist familiar with the
special-status species that may oceur in the project area. The training program shall be
approved by an SFPUC staff blologist prior to implementation if prepared by a noumcssm
biclogist.

s The iraining shall be provided before any work coeurs in the project area, including equipment

ation, vegetation clearing or site grading. '

+ The fraining shall provide educational information on the natural higtory of the special-status
specles potentially occurring in the project area, a discussion of required mitigation measures to
aveid impacts on the special-status species, and discuss penalties for not complying with
bislogical mitigation requirements.

2, CM Team
{Approved
Biologist)

2. 3FPUC BEM

auaooau__mﬁom mun_ ensure no:.mneqm action.

1. Obtain and review resume or oﬁmn
docurmentation of consuiting biclogist's
qualifsations, including obiaining agency
approval if required.

2. Ensure that trainin program is developed
and that sl personnet attend prior to beginning
work and sign training sign-in m:mmn Mainiain
file of sign-in sheats,

S N
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
. Monltoring and Reperting Program
s implemantation and Reportin
impact Impact Summary Mitigation Measure £ e implamentation
Neo, ) v Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
. Approval
Party Party
UTte-2 .m.m:._noama. ame_&_u: z_nmm:«a UTL-2: Avoid nonm_nﬁ E_E mxmmr:m E.:smm and Coordinata mmo..ﬁ with Affected 1. SFPUC EMB 1. 8FPUCBEM | L. m__._“_wEMm @MM E_&u_w,mmaﬁm“ amﬁ ummmanocﬁm«"& 1. Design
to regional and local | Utilities are identified in cont oouments. Ensure hal
The SFPUC shalt implement the followlng measures te avoid confiicts with existing utiitles and, no:eum awm:amm, _:n:nm.,m Enc_ﬁmamn; far
should they oceur, respond in an appropriate and imely manner. wﬂhﬂhm uww_.mwwmmn-w”oﬂmwmqmmmmw owwm%wwm%
+  Notify residents and businesses in the project area of potential uliiily service disruplion two fo ”mewnw%_ m_w_mo.ﬁqmsmwuﬁwm”m%.nmc%%%%wnﬁ. and
four days in advance of construction. scceptable moans. )
o Prier 1o excavation, locate overhead and underground utility lines that may be encountered mm.wo_s Team 2. SFPUC BEM m} wawm&am :ommnmwoa Mmm mmﬁm@:aoa as required. | 2. Construction
during excavation work prior to cpening an excavation. “ ommunications BHIEN rOCOTSS of notincakans.
»  While any excavation is open, protect, support, ar remove underground wtilities as necessary 1o 3, SEPUG BEM | 3. Ensure contractor submits an Emergency 3. Proconstrction
safeguard employses. ) 3, CM Team ’ i Response Plan and verffy it complies with the ’
»  Develop an amsrgency response plan in the event of confficts with other utilities Emaw to requirements.
commencing construction activiies.
+  Promptly work with the utility owner o reconnect any discornected wlility fines if m:noamwmqmn_ 4 CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM MTMWMWWMMM%_MMMMNHM ”m“”;wmxw_w} Alert | 4, Preconstruction
and impacted. .
.n X o . § accordance with Cal OSHA regulations.
« Coordinate final construction plans and specifications with affected ulilities.
8. SFPUC BEM | 5. Obtain report documenting notification of
iocai fire department from confractor if damage | 5. Construction
§ CM Team to a gas utility results in a leak or suspected
ieak, or whenever damage to any utility resuits
in & threat to public safety.
6. Monitor to ensure that contractor implements i
6. SFPUC BEM .
5. CM Team measures in contract focuments, report . Construction

1. Praconstruction

2. Praconstruction
and Censtruction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monltoring and Reporfing Program

Implementation and Reporting

Exclusionary construction fencing and éxplanatory signage shall be placed around the perimaier of
sensitive vegelation communities that could be impacted by construction activities throughout the
period during whish such impacts could occur. Signage shall explain the nature of the sensitive
resouree and that no mpact {o the communily is aliowed. The fencing shell include a buffer zone of
at least 20 feat between the resource and construction activities. Alf exclusionary quoﬁn shaif be
maintained in geed condition throughout the construction period.

The SFPUC shal! avoid and minimize Impacts on native mature treas {defined as trees that are &
inches diameter at breast height {dbh}, or 10 inches dbh aggresate for mulfidrunk frees) by
Implemanting the following measures:

e Aqualified arhorist (defined as an Intarnational Society of Arboriculture fISA) a@&mmw arborist or
a consulting arborist who is a member of the American Soclaty of Consulling Arborisis fASCA])
or a qualified blologist shall identify the location of fencing to be installed around trees fo he
retained.

ZONEs; ensures pressnce of a blolo mnm_
Ea:_Eﬂ wharelwhen required; install
specialtyfexclusion fencing, ._wavwmw:m:ﬁ
buffers; installs ree protection, efc.) in contract
documents. Report noncompliance and ensure
comrective action.

_Bzumn". Impact Summary Mitigation Measure — L ) X implementation
ke Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval
: Party
» The 555@ shall alse include edueation regarding ”rm importance of praventing the.spread of
invasive nen-native species, .
« i new consiruction persennel are added to the project, the coniraclor shall ensure that new
-personnel recaive training befora thay start working. The subsequent training of personnet can
include a videotape of the inittal training and/or the use of written materiais rather Em: in-person
training by a binlogist.
Mitigation Measure BIO-1b: tnstall Wildlife Exclusion Fansing along the Perlmeter of the 1. SFPUC EMB 4. 8FPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design
Construction Work Area and Implement General Measures to Aveld impacts fo Wuvwomwwm fe profection measures (e.g..
Spetial-Status Species and Sensltive Natural Communities mmmwnwwm MNM_MHHMMJW cﬂ%mwwnsu 1§ mn%_ﬂmgmswm
Ta prevant spedialsiatus species from moving through the project ares, the SFPUC or mw of protective mats ummmmu __Bmmzwmmmnw ww_mamz )
conirastors shall insiall temporary exclusion fancing around the project boundaries (Including requirements related to tree protection, Design
acoess roads, slaging areas, efs.} within 1 wesk prior fo the start of construcion activitiss. The project to mirdmize free removal
SFPUC shal ensure that the temporary fencing is continuously maintained until aff construction
activities are compieted and that construction equipment is confined to the designated work areas, . . . .
g any off-site miligation areas and access theredn, The fence shall be made of suilable 2 SFPUC QS 2. SFPUGBEM | 2. Uowcﬂmi E.mmmwmw_ou of fencing around 2. Precanstruction
materiat that does not aliow any of the animals listed above to pass through or over, and the bottore | Te2m (Certified frees 1o be retained,
shatt be.buried to a desth of 2t least 6 inches such that these species cannot crawi under the fence, m&oq_m» or
in addition, the fence shall include sne-way funnels fo aliow spatial-status wildlife species to escaps | Plologist)
H they become trapped within the site. The exclusion fencing shal not cross Alameda Creek, but i i
shali be instatled areund the perimeter of the construclion work areas on both sides of Alameda 3. SFPUC BEM m Obdain mmn review rasums or othar 3. Preconstruction
Gresk to confine Galifornia red-legged frogs to the creek channel and discourage them from moving Mwmn_z_ .M.m%_d nmwﬁ%oMMW:%: ﬂ_woﬁwmmﬁm%%_owwwwn« and Construction
into the viork area from the creek. ; ologis approval if required. Montior wildiife exclusion
A USFWS.approved Biological monior shall be on-site during Installation of the fencing 1o survey for wmmnm _:.mwm__mmcos and dacument ackivity in
and relogate any animals ic the outside the work area boundarles. Federally listed spacies shail mansoring logs.
enly be ralocated if authorized by the USFWS. State-listed species shal only be relosated If .
authorized by CDFG. The axclusion Fﬁgzm shalt be removed only after construction of the preject 4. SFPUC BEM | 4, Monitor 1 ensure that contractor implements | 4. Construction
is entirely complsted. 4. CM Team applicable measures {e.g., delineates work
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Impact
Mo,

Impact Summary

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Frogram

Implomaentation and Reporting

Mitigation Measure
Respansible
Party

Raviswing &
Approvai
Party

Meonitoring and Reporting Actions

implemeantation
Schedule

= Prior to tha start of construstion, the SFPUC or its coniractors shat install a 4-foot tall fence at
the limits of construction, outside the dripline of all trees that are to be retained that are within
50 feet of any grading, road improverments, underground utilities, or om,m_.\aoe.m_onama aclivity
(identified in the field via flagging by the quaffiad arborist or biologist). Alse prior fo construction,
the SFPUC shall verify that the tamporary consftruction fancing is installed and approved by 2
qualifiad arborist or biologist, Any encroachment within these areas must first be approved by a
qualitied arborist or blologist and the SFPUC.

= Fornative frees on slopes, a sift fence shall be instafled at the upsiope base of the protective
fencing to prevent soil from drifting down over the root zone (defined as the extsnt of the tree
dripling} if work shall be performed upslope of any such trees.

« The contractor shall be requlred fo perform any necassary pruning using the “Pruning
Guidelines” adopted by the California Depariment of Forestry and Fire Protaction and consistent
with the Alameda County Tree Ordinance.

in addition, the SFPUC shall ensure that the following genarai measuras are implemented by the

coniractor to prevent and minimize impacts fo spacial-status species and sensitive natural
commul

«  Projectrelated vehiclas shall observe a 15-mph speed fimit on unpaved roads in the project
area,

+  The contractor shall provide clesed garbage contalners for the dispasal of all food-related trash
items (e.g., wrappers, cans, bottles, food scraps). All garbage shail be cellected daily from the
project site and placed in a closed container fom which garbage which shall be removed
weekly. Construction persennet shall not feed or otherwise atiract fish orwildlifa o the project
area.

» No pets shall be aliowed in the project azea,
+ No firearms shaff be allowed in the project area.

» Ifvahicle or equipment mainfenance is necessary, it shall be performed in tha designated
staging areas. :

= Allworkers and construction astiviies shall occur away from sensitive natural communities.

» if trenches greater than 2 feef are leff open ovemight, the trench shall either be covered at the
end of the work day {e.g., with plywood or other hard materizl) or one or more ascape ramps
{constructad of earth 8 or woodsn planks) shail be proviged. Before such holes are fillad, they
shali be thoroughly inspacted for trapped animals.

+  Project personnel shall be requirad o iImmediately-raport any harm, injury, or mortality of 2
special-status species during construction, including entrapmant, io the construction foreman or
biological monitor. The construction foreman ar monitor shall immediately nofify the SFPUC.
The SFPUC shall provide varbal notifisation to the USFWS, Endangered Species Office In
Bacramento, Callfomia, and/or to the local CDFG warden or biologist (as applicable) within 4
working day of the incident. The SFPUC shall foliow up with written notification to USFWS
andfor COFG (as applicable} within § working days of the incident. All chservatiens of speclal-
status species shali be recorded on CNDDB field sheets and sent fo CDFG by the SFPUC or
representative biclogical monitor.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Np,

Impact:

Impact Summary

Mitigation Maasure

Monitoring ahd Repaoriting Program

Implementatior and Reporting

Responsibie
Party

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

implamentation
Schedule

+ The spread of invasive non-native plant species and plant pathogens shall be avoidsd or
minimized by implementing the following measures:

»  Construction equipment shall arrive at the project clean and free of soil, seed, and plant
parts to reduce the likelihood of introducing new weed species.

= Any imporied fill material, soll amendments, grave! ete., required for construcion and/or
restoration aotivities that would be placed within the upper 12 inches of the ground surface
shall be free of vegetation and plant materal.

o Cerlified, weod-free, imporied erosion-control materials (or rice straw in c..Emmn areas) shall
be used exclusively, ¥ possible.

« Toreduce the movement of invasive weeds info uninfested areas, the contractor shall
stockpile topsolf removed during excavation of trenches or test pits, which shall be
subsequently replaced during re-esiablishment of disturbad project areas.

s Trees within the project site areas shall be assessed for symploms of sudden oak death
and the potenial presence of Phytophthora ramorum. i diseased frees are ideniified within
the work area, site controls shall be utlized fo minimize the spread of mfected plant and sol
material fo other project focations by segregating any removal material from othar plant and
soil material and by providing for vehicte/equipmeni wash down before moving equipment
1o othar work locations. The Alameda County registerad professional forester shall bs

. consulted prior 10 disposal of any diseased irees. Solf removad from the immediate vicinity
of &n infected tree shall not be used for site restoration and may reguire n__wuomm_ ata
lang

Implementation of these measures during construcion and sie resioration shall be verified by a
biological or environments! monior,

Mitigation Measure BIO-ic: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys and Monitor Construction
Activities for Californla Tiger Salamander, California Red-Legged Frog, Western Pond Turfle,
and Alameda Whipsnake

Pre-Construction Surveys

Prior to iniial ground-disturbance activities, 2 USFWS-approved biologist shall survey the
construction area and the immediate vicinity for the presence of Califomia tiger mm_mamaam_.m
California red-lsggad frogs, and Alameda whipsnakes, as follows:

o Caifornia tiger safamandar, Not mors than 2 weeks prior to the onset of werk activities
(including equipment mobfization) and immediately prior to commencing work, the USFWS.
approved blologist shall survey upland habitat in the projsect area suiteble for Callfornia tiger
salemanders and suitabls refuge/burrow sifes. As faasible, refuge/burrow areas idaniffed within
the project boundary shall be temporarily fenced and avoided. At locations where potential
refuge/burrows are identified and cannot be avolded, the burrows shall be excavated by hand
pricr to construction. if a burrow Is ocoupled, the individual animat shall be moved to a natural
burrow or ariificial burrow construcies of PVC pipe within 0,25 mile of the project area.
Excavation and relocation shall anly be conducted by USFWS-approved biclogists and anly in
accordance with authorization by USFWS in a blologieal opinion. Praconstruction surveys shall
also ke conducted prior to the placement of and spoils in the North or South Quarry Pits, and
any individuals found shall be relocated to sultable adjacant aquatic habitat,

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team
(Biclogist)

3, CM Team
{Binlogist)

4. CM Team

1. SFPUC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

3. 5FPUG BEM

4. BFPUC BEM

1. Ensure that confract dosuments include
requirement for Contractor to provide advance
notification of construction activities to SFPUC
allow SFPUC to perform precenstruction
SUIVeYs.

2. Obtain and review resume or other
documentation of consutting biologist's
qualificafions, including obtaining agency
approval if required.,

3. Conduet precanstruction biological surveys
and construction biclegical mo ring and
related activities. Document activities in
maonitoring logs.

4. Monitor to ensure that contractor implements
applicable measurss In contract documsnts.
Report noncompliance and ensure corrective
action,

1. Design

2. Praconstruction

3. Preconstruction
and Construction

4. Construction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact
No.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitaring and Reporting Program

Implarmentation and Reporting

mmc_mimnmm
Respansible Approval

Party - Party

Monitering and Reporting Actions

Impiemontation
Scheduie

+ Califoria red-legosd frog. Not mere than 2 weeks prior o the onset of work activities {including
equipmant mobilization) and immediately prier o commencing werk the USFWS-approved
biclogist shall survey suitable aquatic habilst (Alameda Creek) and upland habitat in the project
area for California red-legged frog. Surveys of Alameda Creek shall Include the creek channs!
and associated riparian habitat within the project area and 1000 feet downstream of the project
area. The bioclcgist shall survey upland habitat for potential burrows/zestivation sites, The same
methodology for the precanstruction surveys of upland habitat for burrows, fancing burows, and
for excavating and relosating individual animals, if found, shall be implemenied es described
above for Califomia tiger salamander. Preconstruction surveys shaff also be conducted prior fo
the placement of and spoils in the North or South Quarry Pils, and any individuals found shall ba
relocated to suitable adjscent aguatic habitat,

= Wastern Pond Turtle. Not more than 2 weeks prior to the snset of work activities {indiuding
equipment mobiiization) and immediately prior. to commencing work, a qualified bioioglst shall
survey suitable aquatic habitat {Alameda Creek) and upland habitat in the project aras for
westem pond turtie, Surveys of Alamaeda Creek shail include the ¢reek channel and assoclated
riparian habiiat 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 downsiraam on the
project area in Alameda Creek, as authorized by CDFG in a Memorandum of Understanding.
The biologist shall survay upland habitat for the presarice of nests containing pond turtie
hatehlings and eggs. Alf nests containing hatchiings or eggs identified within the project
boundacy shall be temporatily fenced and avoided.

» Alameda whipsnake. Not more than 2 weeks prior to the onsat of work activities (including
equipment mobffization) and immediately prior to commencing work, a USFWS-approved
biologist shall conduct a reconnaissance survey of upland habitat In the project area suitable for
Alamada whipsnake, if an Alameda whipsnake is found, the approvad biclogist shall ralocate
the spacies to ot of the construction area.

Excavalion, relocation, or collapse of burrows of federally listed spacies shall only be conducled as
authorized by the USFWS, for state-lisied species as authorized by CDFS, or by bath mmwan&m for
species that are protscted at beth the faderal and state level.

Construction Monitoring - .
At the beginning of each workday during initial ground disturbance (inciuding grading, excavation,
and vegelation-removal activities} and during the rainy season, a USFWS-approved biologist shall
conduct ensite moenitering for the presence of California tiger salamanders, Caffornia rad-legged
frogs, and Alameda whipsnakes In the area where ground disturbance would occur, as follows:

s Survey Alameda Greek and the quamy-pit ponds prior to any ground disturbing or +
vegelstion-removal aclivitias 2t or near these areas. )

+ Inspect the witdlife exclusion fence to ensure that it does not have any tears or holes, fhat the
bage of the fence Is still buried, and that no individuals have heen trapped on or sutside of the
fence.

+  Closaly monitor any Caiifornia iger salamanders, Calfornia red-legged Trogs, and Alameda
whinshakes ¥ found along, on, or ouiside the fence untll they move away from the construction
arga, if they do not move out of the construction area, a USFWS-approved Howum.m" shall move
them as specified below.

»  Check all apen irsnches or holes and under parked vehlcles for the presence of nmm.mo_.am tiger
salamanders, California red-legged frogs, and Alameda whipsnakes.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact

WMenitoring and Reporting Program

Impiementation and Reporting

RWQCB, COFG, and USFWS, The SFPUG shall ensure that a USFWS- ang COFG-approved
biclogist reviews restoration effors in grassland areas and oversees restoration efforts in ali of the
other vegetation communities. Described below are the minimum resforafion and compensation
measures that shall be included in the Plan. )

y Impact Summary Mitigation Measure — " implamentation
. Responsible WMSmS.Sm_W Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
pprova
, . E Party ~ Party

if any of these species is found by the biologisal monior or construction parsonne! within e work
araa, construction activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the individual untd the USFWS
andfor CDFG is contacted and the animal has been removed, as affowed by the USFWS's
Riclogical Opinion for the project, from the construction area by a USFWS-approved biologist and is
released near a sultable burrow or other suitable habitat at least 1,000 feet away from the
construction area, or undil the animal moves on its own away from the construction area.
The biological monltor shalt not stay onsite for the entire day, but shall remaln on-call in case any of
these animals are discovared and need to be moved. The SFPUC shall designate the SFPUC
Resident Engineer as the point of contact in the event that a Califomia tiger salamanders, California

.| red-legged frogs, or Alamada whipsnakes is discovered onsite when the blolagical monitor is aot
present. .
The rainy season shall ba determined by rainfall each year. Ralny season monitering shall bagin
immediately after the first rainfalt in the falt and continue uniil 3 weeks after the last rain in the
spring. If i rains again after this ime, then daily monitoring shall recommence unilt 3. weeks past
thess ralns.
During the non-rainy season, and once all inflia} ground-disturbing activities are completed, the
blological monitor shall perform spot checlts of the project area at least once a week for the duration
of construction to ensure that the parimeter fance is in good order, irenches are being covared if taft
open overnight (or escape ramps are being provided), project personnel are conducting checks
beneath parked vehicles prior to thelr movement, that no individual animals are tocated outside or
Inside the construction fencing, and that all othar required bislogical prefestion measuras are being
camplied with,
Mitigation Measure BIO-1d: Prepare and implemont a Vegetation Restoration and 1. SFPRUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure fhat on-sife restoration requirements, | 1. Design
Compensation Plan : ‘inchuding sudden oak death condrols (if -
The SFPUC shall prepare a Vegetation Restoration and Compensation Plan (Plan) and shall ensure necessaty), and s mﬂ.mm%wsmwo_
that the Plan is successfully implemantsad by the contractor. The Plan shall include, at a minimum, TeasLires are Inciude i ing contrad

b Bl y I . e documents (2.0, seed mix and invasive wead
detailed specifications for invasive weed confral, restoring il temporarily disturbed areas, control).
compensating for the temporal impacls of temporary disturbance to water and wettands.-and
compensafing for the loss of all permanently disturbed areas in the project arsa. The plan shall also . "
indicate the best time of year for seeding to oceur. Plantings undertaken betwsen Aprl 15 and 2, SFPUC BEM | 2. SFPUC BEM Wom:ﬂ\mm%ww#ﬂwww_ww”wm wmomwhmqummw Mﬂw 2. Preconstruction
Oclober 15 shail include regular watering te ensure adequats growth, Mwﬂmﬂ_ﬂﬁwmca mitigation requiremants, inckde documentation
To facilitate preparation of the Plan, prior to construction, the SFPUG shall ensure that additional raconstruction of quaiffications of hofanist {e.q., resume), and
“ iy oy ot p > perform detailed vegetation surveys. Submit to
pre-construction surveys of the areas are conducted by 2 gualified botanist {i.e., 2 botanist with vagetati - . H
Y UL SUTAE ; 2 ISt 1. agetation) applicable agencies and incorporate
experignce In identifying plant species, piant communilies, and wetiands In this area) fo collect recommendations.
detaied baseline vegetation composition data including species ccourrance, vegalation -
characterizaion {tree diameter size, elc.), and percent cover. . 3. Desion offsite habitat o i -
. | \ . o . 3. BFPUC BEN | 3. Design off-sile habltat compensation in . Design

The Plan shall be included in the SFPUC's permit-application packages submitted to the USACE, 3. SFPUC BEM accordance with mitigation requirements

through a coordinated program with other
mitigatlon efforts, such as through & future
Habitat Reserve Program (HRPY. Submit to
applicable agencies and Incarporate
recommendations.
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MITIGATION MONITGRING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporting Program
Implementation and Reporting
Impact * impiementation
Impact Su Mitigation Measure - P
Neo. mpact Summary g : Reviawing & Meonltering and Reporting Actions Schedule
Responsible
. Party Approval
Party
Invasive Weed Controi Measures -
) 4. (M Team 4. SEPUC BEM | 4. Ensure that environmental training includes 4. Preconstruction
Invasive weeds such as yellow star-thistle, purple star-thistle, lfalian thistle, bull thistle, barb goat information on invasive wead control ¢’
grass, and medusa head grass readily colonize scifs that have been disturbed by grading or other measures.
mechanical disturbance. To avoid or minimize the introduction or spread of Invasive weeds Into
uninfested areas, the SFPUC shall incorporate the following measures into the 83&2293 plans 5. if trees are found to have symptoms of 8, Consiruction
and specifications for work: §. CM Team 5. SFPUC BEM sudden oak death, document that an Alameda
County mmmawmwmn_%w&mwmmosm_ Mcmm consuited
rior to disposal of any diseassd irees.

+  Construction equipment shall arive at the project dean and fee of sol, seed, and ﬁmm:, parts in P P . Y

reduce the likelthood of intraducing new weed species. ‘ 6. CM Team 6. SFPUC BEM | 6. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 6. Construction
s Any imported fil material, soil smendrents, gravel elc., required for construction andfor {Biclagleal o Implements measures in contract documents

. - . e s N for en-sie revegetalion, report noncompliance,

restoration activities that would be ptaced within the upper 12 inches of the ground surface shall | Environmental and ensure corractive action.

be frae of vegetation and plant matedal, - Inspector) -
s Caortified, weed-res, importad erosion-control materials {or rice straw in upland m_.mmmu shai be

used exclusively. L 7. SFPUC BEM 7. SFPUC BEM | 7. Implement off sife habita compensation. 7. Construction and

. Manitoring {Post

« The enwironmental awarenass training program for construction parsonne! shali includs an | OMMW%HMMQM_%.@

arientation regarding the importance of preventing the spread of invasive weeds. . )

. d t 5 itorn I

+ To reduce the movement of invasive weeds into uninfested areas, the contractor shall stockpile | 8. SFPUC w_%._n?w%ﬁ wﬂ ommwmw%%o«Mmmﬂ&%ﬁhﬂﬂm&%ﬁﬂﬂmﬂﬂﬁ 9 1s. Monitaring (Fost

topsoil removed during excavation of trenches or test pits, which shall be mccmmnmm:@ replaced NRLMD te the agancies as required. Censtruction}

during re~establishment of disturbed projact areas, 9 Pert d onad o
+  Implementation; of these measures during construstion and site restoration shall be <m_+mwn va 5. SEPUC owom.mmonwﬂwwnwﬁ»w%««mwﬁmmﬂm_wﬁ wﬁmmo%h%mmm 9, Monitoring {Post

biclogical or environmenta! monitor. 8. SFPUC NRLMD documentation to the regulatory agancies as | Construction)

NRLMD required.

Minimum Restoration Measures

Restoration areas ara those areas that &re disturbed an-sits but wouid be rastored fo “:mww baseiine
conditions as defined by the success criteria described beiow. In order to restore these areas, the
SFPUC shall implement the following:

« Siockpile the topsof separately from subsoll, replace soil fayers inthe same order they ware
removed, and restora the natural grade and contours of the area.

« For grassiand vegetation areas, reseed the affected areas with 3 noninvasive :mme.w grass and
forb seed mix.

+ For the perennial wetiand removed during construction, replant the affected area with plants of
similar size and in similar density as were removed.

« For native trees (defined as tress that are & inches diameter at breast height or 10 inches for
multi-tree trunks), replanst affected areas with tha same species with either three replacement
trees of 15-galion size for any native mature free within the County right-of-way of Calaveras
Road; or on an inch by Inch basis for any natfive malture free ocutside the County nm:ﬁ.ovsﬁ.. or
&s otherwise agreed to with the USFWS and CDFG,

Minirium Compensation Measures

Compensation areas are those areas where vegetation piantings shall occur in off-site areas not
disturbed by project construction to compensate for temporal and permanent vegetation losses
oresite. In order to compensate for any such {emporal and permanently disturbed areas, »:m SFPUC
shall implement the following:
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impact
No.

impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Responslble Reviewlng &
Approvai
Party Pa

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

implementation
Scheduie

+  For aif habitat types, replant other naarhy existing disturbed areas on SFPUC property with
simitar species from locally collected propagules and implement legal instruments {such as
conssrvation essements or similar development constraint and habitat management funding
guaraniess) to manags the areas for habitat resources in perpefully fi.e, notto be used for
other development projects) at 2 minimum ratio of 1 acre {or portion) rastored to 1 agre {or
portion) lost or greater acreage basis (as determined in consultation with applicable pemmiting
agencies),

«  For grasslends, seed the compensation area with a noninvasive native grass and forb seed mix,

¢ For the parennial wetland along the aceess road, reestablish a perennial wetland or replant
riparian vegetation along Alameda Creek either in or near the project area on a minfmum 1:1 or
greater acreage basis (as determined in consultation with applicable permitting agencies) and
implement legal instrurments (such as conservation sasements ar sirafar developmeant
censtraint and habitat management funding guarantees) to manage the areas for habitat
resources in perpetully (i.e., not to be used for other developmant projects).

s As an allemative to the above compansation methods, or ih combination with, the SFPUC may
also conltribute to a mitigation bank approved by the USFWS andlor CDFS for the affecisd
vegetation types.

inimum Success Criterla .
The success criteria for restoring temporarily disfurbed areas shalt be as follows: :

«  All areas of grasstand, woodland, riparian, or wetlands not permanently disturbed shall be
rastored to their baseling condilion, Percent cover and vegetation composition {other than non-
native annuat grassland) shall meet or exceed bassline cover and compasition condition.

+  Temporarly impacted and rastored upland aress shall be monitored at least once a year for at
least 3 years or greater, as determined in consultation with appiicable permitiing agencies
andior as needed to verify whether the vegetation is fully established and seif-sustaining.
Monttoring of herbaceous and shrub spacies in wetlands shall be for 2i least 5 «mma or greater.
Monitoring of riparian trees shall be for al lsast 10 years or greater.

= iffull maturity of sfow-growing vegetation will take longer than 3 years {for upland <mmm§_03 E
years (wetland shrubsiharbaceous plants), or 10 years (fiparian rees), such species.shall be
fully established and seif-sustaining in crder i meast the criteriz and the monitoring peried shail
be sxtended accordingly to verify whether the vegetation is fully established and seli-sustalning.

= Upland restoration areas shall be monitored for invasive plants annually Tn the first 3-years
following replanting. F invasive plants are found during the 3-year monioring period, thay shall
be removed as necsssary to support mesting the cover and vegstation composiion success
criferia. Wetland areas and riparian trees shall be moeniterad for the first 5 and 10 years,
resgactively, for invasive species. The relative cover ¢f invasive piant species shafl not exceed §
percent In any year. Invasive plant species shall be defined as any highly invasive non-native
spedies {Tier 1} or moderately invasive non-native spacies (Tier 2) listed in the Waler Board's
Fact 8heef for Welland Projects.

= The eariiest that succass crteria can first be met for uptand vegetation is 3 years after
rastoration, for wettand vegetation i5 5 years, and for riparian trees is 10 vears. Mainlenance
and monitoring shal continue uniil the succass eriteria are met.

h
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact
No.

impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Pragram

Implamentation and Reporting

Rasponsible

Party

Roviewing &
Approvai
Party

Monttoring and Reporting Actfons

implementation
Schedule

«  Altemnatively, if success ¢riteria cannot be met within 3 years for upland vegatation (or 5 or 10
years for wetland m:.n riparian frees), the SFPUC may explore altemative mitigation options,
such as off-site compensation or mitigation credits, with the appilcable rascurce agencles.

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

+ All planfings shall repiace permanent losses on at jeast a 111 basls on an acreage basis (or
greater ratio as determined in consuitation with applicable permitiing agencies). Percent cover
and vegetatlon composltion for permanent new plantings shall be similar fo a nearhy refarence
site condition defined as 2 variation of no more than 30 percent from the raferenca site cover
and composiiion condition. For wetland compensation areas, evidence of planned hydro-psriod
{e-g. inundation duration) and positive field indicators of wetland hydrology {such as wetiand
vegelation, watiand solis andfor observed inzndation) shall be astabiished.

» Compensation planting areas shall be monitored at lpast once a year for at least 5 years except
that oak woedland compensation planting areas shali be monitorad for at least 7 years.

«  If full maturity of slow-growing vegetation will take longer than 5 years {or oak trees will take
ionger than 7 years), such species shall be fully established and self-sustaining in crder to mest
the success citetia. -

» Compensation planéng areas shail be monitored for Invasive plants annually in the first 5 years
following replanting (or 7 years for areas of oak woodland). I invasive plants are found during
the S-year monitoring pesiod (or 7 year pariod), they shall b2 removed as :mmmmmm_.«. to support
mesting the cover and vegelation composilion success criteria.

» Success criteria for invasive spacies shall be that the mamo_sm cover of invasive mumgmm be lass
than 5 percent in any given year.

+  Success criteria shall be assessed within 5 ysars after restoration (or 7 years for oak
woodland). Maintenanca ang monitoring shall continue untif the success criteria are met.

+  Alternstively, ¥ success criterla cannot be met within 5 years (or 7 years for oak Eog_m:& the
SFPUC may explore alternative mitigation options, such as off-site compensation or _.:m_mmw_om
credits, with the apphicable resource agencies.

Mitigation Measure BlO-1e: Compensate for Permanent Loss of Upland Habltat for Callfornia
Tiger Salamander, Galifornia Red-Legged Frog, and Alameda Whipsnake

The SFPUC shall compensate for any permanent foss of upland habitat for Catfornia tiger
salarmander, California red-legged frog, and Alameda whipsnake by either preserving suitable habitat
within an off-site USFWS and COFG-approved conservation area or through craation, enhancermant
or restoration of suitable habitat within the SFPUC Alameda Watershae! near te project arsa, If of
site preservation is used as mitigation, permanend effects shall be compensated at a ralio.of 1:1 or
greater, as determined in consultation with USFWS and CDFG.

i creation, enhancernent, or restoration of upland habitat is used as mitigation, the mm._,..cn shall
identify suitable miigation sites irmmediately adjacent fo existing habitat for these spacles In the project
area and create, enhance or restora at least 1 acre of habitat for avery acre permanently ¢ Qﬂ:ﬂma
(1:1 ratio or greater, as determined in consultation with CDFG and USFWS),

1. SFPUGC BEM

2. SFPUC BEM

1. SFPUC BEM

2, BFPUC BEM

1. Lesign off-site habitat compensation in
accerdance with mifigation requirements

‘through a coordinated program with other

mitigation efforts, such as through a future
Habitat Reserva «umom..m_d (HRFP). Submit to
applicable agencias and incomorate
recommendations.

2. Implament off-site habitat compensation.

1. Design

2. Ocnm_._.:o__.os
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PRCGRAM

mpact

Moniforing and Reporting Program

implementation and Reporting

occupied burrows by project activities or no:m:cnno: whhin 250 fest of an onncuwma burrow Is

impact Summa: Mitigation Measura - implemeantation
No. P Y b Responsible mwmwésm_m. Mantltoring and Reporting Actions Sehedule
Pars e
Compensations areas shall be parmanently restricted from development through E:&ﬂm condiions | 3, sFPUC A SFPLC 3, Parform and decument long-term monitoring | 3. Manitoring {Post
incorporated into a legal instrument such as a conservation easement. NRLMD NRIMD of off-site habitat compensation area(a) . Construction)
Provide documentation fo the reguiatory
Where habitat impacts for any of these species overlap, mitigation shall be combined, .m.:& is, =._m agencies as required.
loss of each habitat type shall be mitigated once.
For each compensation site, proposed methods for compensation and proposed monitering plan
and success criteria shall be included in the Restoration and Compensation Plan that shall be
deveioped by the SFPUC and approved by USFWS and CDFG prior to construction.
BIO-2 “Temporary and Implement Mitigation Measures BIC-1a, BIO-1b, BIO-t¢, BIO-1d, BIO-18, HYD-1a and HYD-1b - - - .
Permanent Loas of
Sultable Habitad for i
or Moriality of
California Red-
Legged Frog : -
BIO-5 Potential Degradation | Implement Mitigation Measures BIO-1a, BIO-1b, BIO-1e, BIC-1d, BIO-1e, HYD-1a and HYD-1b - . - N
of Suitable Habitat :
and Potential injury
or Mortality of Foothill
Yellow-Legged Frog
and Western Pend ‘
Turlle
BiO-4 Temporary and Impterment Mitigation Measures BIQ-1a, BiO-1b, BIO~1¢, BIO-1d and BiO-ie : . - B N
Permanent Loss of .
Suitable Habitat for
and Potential Iinjury
or Mortality of
Alameda Whipsnake
BiO-5 Temporary and itigati R ! iR : 1. 8FPUC EMB %, SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that contract documents include 1. Design
Permanant Loss of implement Mitigation Measures BIO-1a and BIO-d and the Tollowing: rocyirament for Contractor 1o provide advance
Sultable Mahitat for : nolification to SFRPUC of construction activities
and Potential Infury Mitigation Measure BIO-S: Conduct Praconstruction Surveys for Active Burrowing Owl MMMMOVM.m_uﬁcO o perform praconstruction
or Mortality of ‘ ‘Burrows and implement COFG Guidelines for Burrowing Owl Mitigation, if Necessary
%@ﬂmg Burrowing Preconstruction surveys shall be condusted to locate active bumowing owl hurrows in thé: project 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Oblain and review resume or other 2. Praconstruction
area and In & 250-foot-wide buffer zone around the project area. The SFPUC shall retain a quaiiiisd | (Biologist) docurmentation of consulting biclogist's
5 . . C N . L qualifications.
piologist %o conguct preconstruction survays for active burrows according to SDFG guidelines
{1995) two weeks prior to construction and immediately before construction. If no burrowing owls .
are detacted during these suiveys, no further miigation is required. ; 3. CM Team 3. SEPUC REM 1 3. Muo:acﬁnm Em_.onommwﬂ".c%oq__ biclogical m:_.mmw_m 3. Preconstruction
i i . : P " . (Biclagist) and construction biological monitoring an and Construction
It burrowing owls e7e detected In the 'survey area, the following measures shali be _Bu_mmﬁmamm. related activiies (2.0 fiagging areas to be i
o From February 1 through August 31 fthe nesfing season for burrowing swis), ocoupiad bissrows wﬂ%”mndﬂma :mmuw_“:m mmamw_..._._,..m resource habitat;
shall not be disturhed mﬁow@ with a 250-Toot bulfar Zone or simfiar area mmwmww_mwma in wmm%”ﬁ \meqwqmmﬂmmwmﬁnmwﬂm@mwcmﬁ zones;
coordination with CDEG. agancy consuilation; ete.}. Document
monitoring activities In logs. Consult with
CDFG as required.
«  From September 1 through January 31, which is the non-nesfing Season, when destruction of | 4 CM Team 4, SFPUC BEM | 4. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 4. Construction

implemants measures in contract dosuments

Sunct Vailsy Water Trestment Piant MMRP, Altachment B
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporting Program

2 Implemantation and Raporting Implementation
impact Summary Mitigation Measure : Responsible Reviewing & Menitering and Reporiing Actions Schedute,

Apnproval
Pary T

impact
No.

unavaidable, a qualified biologist shall work with the SFPLIC to enhance {a.g., enlarge or clear mp_mﬁ%ﬂmﬁﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%wﬂwﬁwwﬂma

of debris) other existing, unsuitable surrows in the immediate project viginity or to creats new noncompliance and ensurg corraclive action,
burrows (install artificial burrows) at a ratio of 21 on suilable lands, or as otherwise agresd to by
the CDFG. Newly created burrows shall follow guidelines astablished by CDFG. Enhancement
or creation of rew burrows shall happen prior to passive relocation of owls, Passive relocation
of owls shall be conducted caly during the non-breeding seasen and prior to construction within
250 feet of an accupied burow. Passive relocation techniques {a.g., installing one-way doors at
burrew entrances) shall be used by a COFG-approved biclogist instead of apping. At least 1
week should be allowed fo accomplish passive relocation and to allow owls 1o acclimate to
allernate burrows, The biclogist shall identify when passive refocation and acclimation has besn
completed and construction may proceed in the former occupied burrow area,

«  If ccoupled burrows ars found and the owis need fo be relocated, the SFPUC shall offset the
loss of foraging and buow habitat in the project area by either acquiring mitigation credits or
permanently protecting a minimum of 6.5 acras {per 1995 CDFG guidanes) of foraging habitat
per occupied burrow Idenfified in the project area, The protected fands shali be located adjacent
to the cccupied burrowing owl habital. The location of the protected fands shall be determined in
coordination with CDFG. The SFPUC shai also prepare a reonitering plan and provide long-
term managemant and monftoring of the protected lands. The monitoring plan shall specify
success criteria, identify remedial measures, and require 2n annual report to be submitted to
CODFG for a minimum of 5 years.

BIO-6 Loss of Sultable Nest i implement Mitigation Measure BiO-1a and the following: 1.SFPUC EMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensura that requirements relatad to tree 1. Dasign
Trees and Potential | Mitigation Measure B10-6: Remove Trees and Shrubs during the Non-breeding Soason . removal is Iricluded in cantract docurnenis.
Disturbance, Injury or | {Atgust 16-February 14) for Birds or Conduct Nesting Bird Surveys, and mﬁwu_mm: 2 CM Team )
waonm__:\ of Nesting No-Disturbance Buffers, as Appropriate . (Biclagist) 2. 8FPUC BEM Mmm%_._mrmﬁw uﬁﬁ%ﬂx%%:ﬁ%mﬂn_wmnf m&mMmmw_ wwwﬂm%“m,m“mwmn
pacial-Status and The SFPUC shall canduct censtrustion and free and shrub removal during the non- mem&nm season : h muu it with : frad.
other Migratory Birds (generafy August 16 through February 14) where feasibla to avoid impacis to migratory birds gs. Consuil with agancies as require
including raptors,

If construction activities must occur during the w_.mmm_:m season (February 15-August 18}, the 3, CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM 1 3. Menitor to ensure that the contractor 3, Construction
SFPUC shall: implemants measures in contract decuments

; i.e., iming restrictions and compliance with
+ Retain a qualifsd wildlife bictogist who s experienced i identifying bird nests and breeding M:__. mm_mummrmn avoidancs or vcﬂmﬂ zones),

behaviors {0 conduet nesting-bird surveys in and within 500 feet of the project site. These report noncompiiance and ensure coractive
survgys shall be conducted within 1 week prior to inftiation of canstrustion activities Grcluding action,

preconstruction activities such as fence installation} 2t any ime bebwsan February 15 and
August 15. If no active nests or roosts are detectsd mc::m surveys, then no maam__osm_
mitigation is required.

«  If migratory bird or raptor nests are found in the construction area er in the adjacert surveyed
area, a ho-disiurbance buffer shall be established around the nesting location to avoid
disturbance or destruetion of the nest sie until afier the breeding season or after a
biclogist determines that the young have fledged (usually late-June fough mid-July}.

Sunot Valley Water Treatraent Plant MMRP, Attachmant B PAGE120F 28 Dacembar 2309
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reporiing Program

implamentation and Reporting

impact . hiat Impiementation
No. Impact Summary Mitigation Measuire Responsible Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Scheduie
Party Approval
Party
‘The extent of these buffers shall be detamined by a wild#fe bioleqgist in consufiation with the
applicable resource agencias (i.e., USFWS andlor COF(3) and sha depend on the lavel of
neise or construetion disturbance, fine of sight betwesn the nast and the disiurbance aclivity,
ambient levels of nolse and other disturbances, and other topographical or arficial barriers.
Thase factors shall be analyzed and used by 2 qualified wildiife bielogist to asslst the USFWS
andfor CDFG in making an appropriate decision on buffer distances, Trees and shrubs that
contain nests may be removed after a qualified wildiife biclogist detarmines that the young have
fledged.
80T Patential implement Miligation Measure BiO-1a and the following: 1. SFPUC EMB | 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that confract documents include 1. Design
Disturbance, injury or regquirament for Contracior to provide
Mortality of and Loss | Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Cenditet Preconstruction Surveys for Sensitive Bats and %Mwwmwmﬂ,%m%mﬂ%%:ﬂu@%mw%%cﬂﬂ%:ﬂ te
of Potential Roosting | implement Avoidance and Minimization Measures i Found : surveys, as umnmwmmé. P
Habitat for Pallid Bat | within 1 week prior to rea removal, a qualified bislogist shafl survay any traes that m:m_wﬁwm q%ﬂno«.ma
during praject construction for roogting bats, Bats may be present any time of the year. The biofogist " . i
shall thoreughly search traes that provide approptiate reosting habitat for bats (frees with follage, 2. Gl Team 2, SFPUC BEM mwmcamﬁﬂWMMMM#_MN%&J,_%%%%%_M%MM“ 2. Preconstruction
cavilies, or that are hollow) for bals or evidence of bats. If no roosting bats or evidence of bats are (Biologist) sualifications.
found, removal of rees may procesd. if bats are found or evidence of usa by bats is present, rees
shall he mapped and marked with flagging. The SFPUG shall ensure that the fress are not removed e b .
until COFG has been consulted for guidance on measurss to avoid and minimize disturbanca of the 3. .O?M .._.mma 3. SFPUC BEM w;%ﬂﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂmﬂﬂw%w_%ﬁq Wﬁ%@ﬂwﬁﬁmﬁ wrmwnmwmoswwﬂﬂ%ww:
bals. Measures may include deferring free removal, monitering trees and excluding bals from & tree {Biologist) related activities {e.g., flagging areas o be
until it is removed, and implementation of a temporary construction buffer to avoid disturbance of pratected; establishing buffer Zones; agency
young before they are able to fly {for palfid bals, this period is between Aptil and August), - consuitation; etc,). Document monitoring
. activities in logs. Consult with CDFG as
required.
4, CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM | 4 Monlter ta ensure that the contractar 4. Construclion
irapleinents measures In contract documents
{i.e., compliance with any established
avoidance or buffer zones), report
noncomplance and ensure cofractive aclion,
BIG-10 Poteniial Impiement Miigation Measure BIO-1a and the Tollowing: 1. SEPUC EMB | 1. SEPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that confract documents include 4. Design
Disturbance, Injury, . - ) raquirement for Confractor to provida advance
or Mortality of San Mitigation Measurs BIO-10: Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys for Dusky-footad Woodrat muowmmww_wﬂ_wocmaﬂﬁ cw %h:n.m:wwmwmmwcmnmww.:
Franeisco Dusky- and Implersent Avoitdance and Minimization Msasures if Feund survays p P
Footad Woodrat Not more than 2 weeks prior to disturbance or vegetation removal in suitable habitat for : '
dusky-footed woodrat {riparian willow forest/scrub) a qualified biclogist shall conduet & pre- 2. Obtaln and review resume or other
consiruction survey for stick nests of woodrats. The survey shall be conducted in the riparian willow | 5. oM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | documantation of consulting biologist's 2. Preconstruction
forest/scrub habitat along Alamada Creek. Locations of nests within the survay area shall be {Biologist) quaifications.
fagged and mapped, Woodrat nests within the construction areas shall be fenced and avoided. it | 3. Conduct preconstraetion biological surveys
is determined that avoidance Is not pessible, the SFPUC shall consult with CDFG to determing i 3, SFEUC BEM and construction bintogical monifering and :
trapping woodrats (using live-traps) and disassembling nests is warranted. 3. CM Team . A related aciiviss (e.g., lagging areas o be 3. Preconstruction
{Biolegist) protecisd; relocating as approved, establishing | and Construstion
buffer zones; agency consultation; etc.}.
Rocument monitoring activities in iogs. Consuit
with CDFG as required.
4. ?Moszoﬂ Wwo ansure that the mozw_.mnwoﬂ ;
impiements measures in contract documents "
4. CM Team 4. SFPUC BEM m.%.. compliance with any established 4. Construction
avoidance or buffer zonaes), report
nencempliance and ensure corrsclive action.
Suno! Vaitay Water T Plant MMRP, B PAGE 19 QF 28
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
' Monitoring and Reporting Program
fmpact Implementation and Reporting .Bummaaﬂw*_o:
Ne, fmpact Summary Mitigation Measure Responsible Raviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Sechedule
Patt Approval
Y Party
810-11 Dewatering during Implement Mitigation Measures BiQ-ta, HYD-1a and HYD-1b - - - -
project construction
could result in
impacts cn resident
trout/gther native fish
BIO-12 Temporary o Implernent Mitigation Measures BIO-1a, BIC-1b, BIC-1d, and HYD-1a - - - -
permanent impacts
on sensitive riparian
and pak woodland
natural communities
BIO-13 Tamporary and Impiement Mitigation Measures 8IC-1a, BIO-th, BIO-1d, and HYD-1a and the following: 1.5ERUC EMB 1. SFPYUC BEM | 1. Design project to minimize disturbance to 1. Design
permanent impacts waters of the United States and state.
on weftands or Mitigation Measura BIO-13: Minimize Disturbance of Waters of the United States u:n Waters
waters of the U.S. or | of the State, inciuding Wetlands 2. Ensure that mitigation related to construction | o pasien
of the state The SFPUIC and its contractors shall minimize impacts on Waters of the United States and Waters 2. SFRUCEMB | 2. SFRUC BEM acviies near or in waters and wefand are - oSy
of the State, inciuding wetlands, by implementing the following measures: included In contract documents.
*  Avoid constraction activities in saturated or ponded wetlands and streams {ypleally during the ¥ : d oth "
spring and winisr) to the maximum extent feasible. Where wefiands or other water féatures 3. CM Team 3.SFPUCBEM ; 3. Em:@ uo:aam:Ww of wellands and other 3. Preconstruction
o . & A waters prior to instaiation of fencing.
must be disturbed, ihe minimum area of disturbanca necessary for constrizction shall be
identified and {the area oulside of that nmommmma.. shall be avoided. 4 CM Team 4 SFPUG BEM | % Monitar to ensure that the contractor 4. Construction
+ Insiafl a siil fence adjacent to aii wellands and drainagas {0 ba aveided within 50 feat of any : implements measures in contract decumants, )
propesed construction activity and install signs that read, *Envirenmentally Sensitive Area — «ww.on nancempliance and ensure corsclive
#esp Oul” No sguipmant mobillization, grading, cleating, or storags of egulpment or acian.
machinery, or similar acivity, shall ccour untl! a representative of the SFPUC has inspected and
approved the fencing installed around these features. This restriction applies to both on-site
consituction and any off-site miligation area, if any, The SFPUC shall ensure that the temporary
fencing is continuously maintained unil all construction activitias are completed. No construction
activities, including movement of equipment, storage of materials or temporary mpo%u:_mm of
spoll, shall be allowed within the fenced areas protesting watiands.
+ Tominimize the degradation of wetland soils and vegetation where avoldance Is _sﬁmmm_zm.
protective practices such as use of geotextile cushions and other materials (e.g., imber pads,
prefabricated equipment pads, geotextile fabric} or vehicles with bafloon tires shalf be employed
in saturated-conditions (e.g., when there Is noticeable rulting due to satursted conditions and
mixing of topsoil and subsoil).
«  Siabliize exposed slopes and straambanks immediately upon completion of construction
activities.
«  Dusng consiruction, continuously remove trees, shrubs, debrs, or soils ihat are inadvertently
daposited balow the ordinary high-water mari of Alameda Creak, or any perennial wetland in
the project area, In & manner that minirizes disturbanes of the drainage bed and bank {e.g., -
manuaily). Such materials shall be setback at least 10 fget from any weilands and dfainages
within the project site that are not otherwise directly disturbed by construction,
Sunot Vallsy Water Ty Flant MMRP, At B PAGE 20 0F 28 Decernber 2003
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAIR

Impact
No.

HYRROLOG

P R f._.f.i. >

Impact Summary

ANDWATERD

e AT e LR

Projest construction
could degrade water
guality of Alameda
Crask and wetlands
as a result of erosion
and sedimeniation or
a hazardous
materials rgleasa

A

Mitigation Measure

E_Mzmwmo: Measure HYD« dm. oo:mﬁwcnmoa S_wﬁmw Dmm:w% m»ﬂ Ew:mmmami Practices
Conaslstent with the requiremants of the State Water Resources Control Board Genaral Permit for
Storm Waler Discharges Associated with Censtrustion Astivity, the proposed project will be
undertaken in accordance with a projact-specific Storm Water Poilution Prevantion Plan (SWPPP).

The San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Condrel Board {(RWQCB), the primary agency
respanstbie for protecting water quality within the project arag, is rasponsible for raviewing and
enguring compliance with the SWPPP. This review is based on the general permit Issued by the
State Water Resources Control Board. The recommended Best Management Praclicas (BMPs),
subject o the review and approval of the RWQCB, include the following measurss, Mowevar, the
measuras themselves may be altered, supplemented or delefed diring the RWQUCE's review
procass, since the RWQCE has final autharity over the terms of the SWPPP.

Schaduling
»  Schedule construction to minimize ground disturbance duting ﬁm rainy season,

e Ssquence construction mﬂ es o minimize the amount of mu._m that soils remain disturbed.

o Stabilize all disiurbed solls as soon as possible .ﬂo,_os.sm the complation of graund dsturbing
wark In any area of the project sita.

s Provide plans to stabilize seil with vegetation or physical means in the event rainfall is'expected,
+ Install erosion and sediment centrol BMPs prior to the start of any ground disturbing mHom tiss.
Erosion and Sedimentation

»  Preserve existing vegetation at areas where no-construction activity is planned or where
censtruction aclivily will occur at a later date. -

+ Stabilize and revegstate disturbed areas as soon as possibie after construction with planting
seeding, and/or muich {e.g., straw or hay, erosion conirel Blankels, hydromulch, or olhar similar
material) except in actively cultivated areas.

e« Install silt Fences, coir rofis and other suitable measures around the perimater of the firolect site
and slaging areas and around riparian buffers, storm drains, temporary stockpiles, spol areas,
siream channels, swales, down-siope of all exposed soll areas and ether Incalions determined
necassary to prevent offsite sedimantation.

+  Instail ternporaty slope breakers during the rainy season en slopes greater than 5 percent
whare the base of the slope is [ess than 50 fest from a water body, wetland, or road crossing at
spacing Intervals required by the RWQCHE.

= Use fiiter fabric or other appropriate measures to prevent sedimaent from entering storm drain
infats.

»  Delain and treat stormwater and water produced by construction site dewatering using
sadimentation basins, sediment fraps, baker tanks or othar measures to ensure that discharges
to receiving waters meet applicable water quality ohjectives.

Monitering and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Rasponsible
Party

T :W.ﬁa .@awm. A

e e

1. SFPUC BEM

2. CM Team

3. CM Team

Reviewing &
Approval
vmwQ

N ﬁ R
SIS amw
1. SFPUC B:M

2. SFPUIC BEM

3. SFPUC BEM

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

gﬁ%@w& i

1. Ensure that the ooswmo» aooEsm:ﬂw regutre
that tha contractor design, install, and maintain
starmwater controls.

2.Ensure SWPPP is submifted to RWQCB for
eeview and implement recommendations.,

3. Menitor to ensure that the contractor
impleamsnts measures in confract documents,
inciuding applicable erosion control measures,
SWPPP, water guality criteria and goals,
Report noncompliance and ensure comeclive
action.

Implementation
Schedule

1. Design

2. Preconstruction

3. Construction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

impact

No. Impast Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporing Frogram

Impiemantation and Reporting

Respensible

Party

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Implementation
Scheduie

m_.on:némno_‘._cmimsiwm

Prepare a dewatering plan pror to excavation specifying methods of water Szmnmo: fransport,
treatment and discharge of afl water produced by construction site dewatering.

Impound water producead by dewatering in sediment retentfon basins or other :n_&m@.*mo_:mmm ]
settia ihe solids and provide treatment as necessary prior fo-discharge io receiving waters to
meet San Francisco Bay Basin Plan water quality abjectives.

Control discharges of water produced by dewataring to prevent erosion.

Locate sedimentation basins and other retention and treatment facilities away from watsrways
to prevernt silt-bearing water from reaching streams.

Tracking Gontrols

Grade znd stabillze construction site enfrances and exits to prevent runcfl from e site, and to
prevant erosion,

._‘mxmnaﬁmoﬂ?mammmﬁmw8uqm<m:ﬁ5@_0mmoq3man.m,m_Eo}_m_ﬂmmmoammwsgsQommm:m
the site access bridge. . ’

install 2 tire washing faciity at the site access to allow for tire washing when axiting the site.
Remove any soil or sediment tracked off paved roads during construction by sirset swesping.

Non-Stormwater Contro!

-

Place drip pans under consiruction vehiclas and all parked equipment.
Check construction squipment for leaks regularly.
Wash construgtion equipment in a designated enclosed area regulardy.

Contain vehicle and aguipment wash water for percelation or evaporative drying away from
storm drain inlets and fo prevent run-off indo Alameada Creek.

Refuel vehictes and eguipment away from Alameda Creek and other waters to nEEmE Tun-on,
sunoff, and to contain spi

Contaln fusling areas to prevant run-on, runoff, and o contain spiis.

Cover all storm drain inlats when paving or applying seals or similar materials o u&é»» e
offsite discharge of these materlals,

Waste Management and Hazardous Materials Pollution Control

Remove irash and construction debrds from the project area daily.
Lacate sanitary faciiities 2 minimum of 300-feet from Alameda Creek.
Maintain sanitary facities regularly.

Store all hazardous materials in an area protected from rainfall and storm water run-gn and
prevent the offsits discharge of leaks or spills.

Minimize the potental for contamination of Alameda Creek and other waters by Bm_aﬁ,:_:u spill
contzinment and cigan up eqwdpment onsite, and by properly labeling and disposing &f
hazardous wastes,

Sunol Valley Water Treatment Plant MMRF, Attachment 8
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Impact
No.

Impact Summary

Mitigation Measure

Monitoring and Reporting Program

Implementation and Reporting

Respensible

Party

Reviewing &
Approval
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Actions

Impiemantation
Scheduie

« Locate waste collestion areas close fo sonstruction entrances and away from roadways, stormn
drains, Alameda Creek and other waters.

«  inspact dumpstars and other waste and debris contalners regularly for leaks and remove and
properly dispose of any hazardous materials and Jiquid tes placad in these containers. Train
construclion personne! in praper material delivery, handling, storage, cleanup, and disposal
procadures,

EMP Inspection, Maintenance, and Repalr

« Inspsct all BMPs on & regular basis {6 confirm proper Instalation and function.

+ Inspect alf storm water BMPs daily during storms.

+ inspect sediment basins, mwni._ma traps, and other detention and wwmujma»mwn__mmmm. regulariy
throughout the construction period. :

+ Provide sufficient devices and materials {e.g. silt fence, coir rofls, arosion blankets, &n.u
throughout project censtruction to enable immaediate repalr or replacement of failed BMPs.

o inspect all seeded areas regularly for failures, and remediate or repalr immediately.

Monltering and Reporting )

s Provide the required documentation for SWPPP Inspections, malntenance and repalr
© regurements.

s Maintain written recards of inspections, spills, BMPs related maintenance aciivities, comrective
actions, and visual observations of offsite discharge of sediment or other no__:nm:ﬁm. as requirad
by the RWGQCB.

+  Monitor water qually to assess the effecliveness of contrel measures.

t Post-Construction BMPs

< Revegetate all temporarily disturbad areas ag required after construction activiias are
completed.

« Remove any rermal
compietion.

g construction debris and trash from the project site and area nuou praject

+ Phase the removal of temporary BMiPs as necessary (o ensure stabllization of the site.

«  Maintain post-construction site conditions to aveld any unintended drainage channels, erosion
or areas of sedimentation,

»  Correct post-construction site conditions as necassary 1o ¢comply with the SWPPP m:m any
other perfinent RWQCB _.mgammamua.

Mitigation Measure HYD-1b: Management of Dewatering Effluent Discharges
To.address patential Impacts o receiving water quality during the construction period related to
dewatering effiuent discharges, the discharger shall: 1) prepare ang implement a site-specific
dawatering plan; and 2} fully comply with NPDES requirements. The type of NFDES permit (e.g..
Waste Discharge Requirements, 407 Water Quality Ceriification, or General Permit) will be
determnined by the RWQCB.

1. SFPUC EMB

2. CM Team

1. SFPUC BEM

2. SFPIC BEM

1. Ensure that the contract documents raquire
that the contractor design, install, and maintain
dewatering controls, including submiting a
Dewatering Plan.

2. Ensure that the contractor prepares and
submits a Dewatering Plan and verify it
complies with the requirements. Submit
SWFPP to RWQGS for revisw and implement
rgcommendations.

1. Design

2. Preconstruction
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
' Monitering and Reporting Program

. implementatlon and Reporiing implementation
impact Summary Mitigation Measure : ‘Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Responsible A

pprovai
Party Party
Dewatering Plan~The dewatering plan shall specify how the water will be collected, contained, 3. OM Team 3. SFPUGC BEM
traated, monitored, and discharged to the vicinity storm drainage system. The plan, at 8 minimum, implements measures in contract documents

shall . report nongompliance, and ensure corrective

»  |dentify methods for coflecting and handling water onsite for treatment prior to discharge, action.
inghuding locations and capacity of selling basins, freatment ponds, andgfor hoiding tanks.

+ identify methods for frealing water ansite prior fo dischargs, such as filtratien, coagulation,
sedimentation seitlemaent areas, ofl skimmers, pH adjustmend, and other best management
praciices,

» Establish proceduras and methods for maintaining and monitoring dewatering aperations to
ensure that no breach in the process occurs that could result in exceedance of applicabie water
quality objectives.

Impact
No,

3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor 3. Construction

+ identify discharge locations and include details regarging how the discharge will be conducted
16 minimize grosion and scour,
NPDES Parmit -~ The discharger shall raguest a determination from the RWQCB as to the type of
permit under which the project dawatering effluent discharges will be requiated. Based on that
determination, the discharger shafl prepare and submit a¥ required and relevant project Information
so that the RWQCE can [ssue appropriate guidelines and requirements (e.g., numerical effuent
limitations, monitoring and reporiing requirernants). At & minimum, the project dissharges to surface
waters shall not excesd water quality objective for receiving waters included in the current San .
Francisco Bay Region, Water Quafity Control Plan {Basin Plan), inciuding {but not limited fo):

«  pH shall not be depressed beiow 6.5 nor ralsed above 8.5,

«  Turbidity shali not be greater than 10 percent In areas where naturast urbidily Is grester than 50
NTU. ’

= Temperature shall not be increased by more than 5°F (2.8°C} above natural receiving water
temperatura.

« Waters shall be free of coloration that causes nuisance or adversely affects beneficial uaes.

= Waters shall not contain fioating material, including sofids, liquids, foams, and seum, in
concendrations that cause nuisance or adversaly affect beneficial uses.

«  Waters shall not contain oils, greases, waxes, or sther matarials in concentrations that resufi In
a visible fim or coating on the surface of the water or on objects in the water, hat cause
nuisance, or hat otherwise adversely affect beneficial uses,

+  Allwaters shall be maintained free of foxic substancas in concentrations that ars fathal 1o or that
produce other detriments| responses in aquatic orgarisms,

The discharger shall comply with all monitoring and reporting requirements established by the
RWQCE. Any exceadsncas of established namalive or numeric waler quality objectives shall be
reported to the RWQCB and corractive action taken. Comactive action may include an increase in
resigenca ime In treatment features (e.q., longer hoiding ime in seflling basins) andfor incorporation
of additional Teatment measures (e.g., addition of sand filtration prior to discharge).

HYD-2 Project construction | Mitigation Measure HYD-2: Malntenance of Alameda Creek Flows during Construction 1. SFPUC EMB | 1, SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that measures required for 1. Design
could deplete Pewatering : dewatsring are incorporated in contract

groundwater The SFPUC shall complete the propesed tunnsiing during the dry season when Alameda Creek is documents.
resources and expected to be dry to minimize effects on flow in Alameda Creek due to anticipated dewataring of . .
Alameda Creek flows | the launching and receiving pits, if feasible. 2.CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Ensure applicable measures are included in | 2. Construction
if dewatering of groundwater must accur while surface water is visicle in Alameda Creek (within 150 SWRPR,
feet north and south of the pipeline crossing), then the dewatering effiuent shall be discharged
directly o Alamada Craek or to an upland area immediately adjacent to the creslk upsiream of the
dewatering activily to replace the surface flows.

Sunot Vailay Water ¥ st Plant MRRP, Attach t8 PAGE 24 OF 28 Dacembar 2009
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Monitoring and Reperting Program

imptementation and Reporting

HAZ-1

REERyIT SN

Construction of the
proposed project
could create potential
hazards through
transportation, use,
and disposal of
hazardous maierials

THAZARDOUSVATER]

flow through planter boxss, infiltraion basins, cistarns, and other such methods.
= Removing oxisting impervious arez and restoring i to & parvious condition,

+ Instatiing an energy dissipation struclure and oilisand separator aiong with olhar low impact
deslgn measures o minimize runoff.

The SFPUCG shall qualitatively demonstrate the selected design measures would result in post-project
tunoff equal i or less than pre-project rates, such as through sizing low impact development methods
according fo the Contra Costa County Stormwater €.3 Guidebook and the use of the Bay Area
Hydrograph Model, or other modeling equivalent to the modeling required by the Alamada County
NPDES and C.3 requirements and the Alameda County Clean Water Program for projeets that
exceed 1.acre of impandous surface, The SFPUC shall submit the proposed measures o the
RWQCH ._wo_. review and approval.

e

Mitigation Measure HAZ-1a: m.u_m 5<mmn_mmzo_., Prior to Construction

Prior fo project construction, the SFPUC shall perform a soll investigation to determine the présence of
chemical residuss within shaflow soils. Samples shall ba collscted from surface soils (from ground
surface to 1.5 feet below the surface) in each of the proposed work areas and spolfs sites that wili be
disturbed during prolect construction, These samples shail be analyzed for folal copper, arsenic, lead,
marcury ang erganochlosing pesticides. The resulls of the soil investigation shall be used (o ensure
spoils reuse and dispasal meet ihe reuse critenz established by the SWRCE, determine Fspecific
soils management and disposal procedures for contaminated materials are required, and determine i
construction warkar health and safety procedures for working with contaminated materials are
raguired.

1. wﬁocn wmz

2. CM Team

and RWQCE
2. SFPUC BEM

Impact ; - implementation
No. Impact Summary Mitigation Measure Responsible Reviewing & Monitaring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Party Approval
g Party
The groundwater shall be discharged in a manner that does nol cause erosion or scour and is 3. OM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Monitor to ensure that the contracter 4. Construction
evenly distributed among the active creek channels, Te prevent discharge of sediment- leden water implements measures In contract documents,
dirsatly into the creek, the SFPUC shall implemant a method to remove sediment from the report noncompliance, and ensure corrective
graundwater prior to discharging it to Alameda Creek, such as the use of a sedimentatlon basin, action.
Baker Tank, filter bags, or discharging to a vegelated upland area where sediments can seitle out )
befare the water enters Alameda Creek. These measures shall be Induded in the project SWPPP. :
All discharges shall also be required {o comply with reguired permits from the RWQCB. if direct
discharge of groundwater to the creek is not permitted by the RWQCB, aliemative methods for
raplenishing the fiows in the creek would be acceptable, as permitted and approved by the
RWQCH,
HYD-3 Praject construclion Implemant Mitigation Measure HYD-ta - - - -
activities coutd
tamporarily alter site
drainage patiems
HYD-7 Project operation Mitigatlon Measure HYD-Y: incorporate Alameda County Clean Water Program Dasign 1, 8FPUC EMB 1. BFPUC BEM | 1, Incorporate BMPs into project dasign per 4. Design
could result in Measures to Accormmmodate Additional Runoff fram New impervicus Surfaces mitigation measure. The SFPUC shali submit
increased siormwatsr | To ensure that the 4.6 acres of new imparvious surfaces do not adversely impact the banks and the proposed measures fo the RWQCB for
runoff due to new channel of Alameda Craelt or its water quality, the SFPUC shall incorposate design measurss such revisw and approval.
impervious surfaces | that, consistent with the Alameda County Omm\m: Water Program, post-project runeff does not
excaed the pre-project rates and durations and treatment is provided to remave vo__:ﬁ:ﬁ prior to )
discharge to Alameda Cresk. 2. SFPUCEMB | 2. SFPUC BEM | 2. Ensure requirements for BMPs ara ingluded | 2 D8Sign
The SFPUG shall achieve this by implementing ons or mora of the below design Emﬁroum or cthar in confract documents.
proven method: t
o Using Low Impact Develepment (LID) measures such as biorelention faciifies, parvibus asphalt, | 3, CM Team 3. 8FPUC BEM { 3 Monitor to ensure contracior property installs 3. Gonsiruction

8MPs, report noncompliance, and ensure
corrective action.

1. Tm:d:d u_.mnopwndozo: mme_Sm

2. Ensure resufils of soll sampling are provided
{o contractor for incorporation in the
Construction Risk Management Pian.

1. Umm.m:

2. Praconstruction
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N -
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Monitoring and Reporfing Program
3 implementation and Reperting
Impact Implementation
Ho, Impact Summary Mitigatlon Moasurs . Reviewing & Monitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
: Rasponsible Approval
: Party Party
Mitigation Measure HAZ-1b: Preparation of 2 Construction Risk Management Plan 1, SFPUC EMB 1. SFPUC BEM | 1. Ensure that requirement for contractor to 1. Design
) it a site health and saf
The SFPUC shall prepare and implement a Gonstrustion Risk Managemant Plan (CRMP) that mmhmmwmﬂm mhwmwwmw_ PR mmﬂ% of
addresses hazardous materials and other worker health and safety lesues that may arise during h mwm rdous ﬂ_.mﬁml als and fire prevention are
cansinuction, The SFPUG shall ensure the CRMP includes the following detalls at a minimum: inciuded In contract dacuments.
« Results from shallow surface sampling conducted per Mitigation Measure HAZ-1a, to detsrmine
any necessary contaminated soils and groundwater management procedures. 2. CM Team 2. SFPUC BEM | 2, Ensure that contractor prepares and submits | 2. Preconsiruction
« A site-spacific Health and Safety Plan (MASP) prepared by a qualified health and safety wm mmmww% verify that it complies with
prafessional in accordance with applicable laws, rules, and regulations. The HASP shall Include q :
all required moeasures {o protect construction workers and the general gublic by including i ) )
engineering controls, manitoring, and sacurify measures o prevent unauthorized entry o the 3. CM Team 3. SFPUC BEM | 3. Manitor {o ansure that the confrastor 3. Construction

construction area and to reduce hazards outside the construction area. if prescribed exposure
levels were exceeded, personal protective squipment shall be required for workers in
accordance with state and federal requlations. Submisslon of the CRMP to the 3FPUC, or any
raview of the confractor's CRMP or HASP by the SFPUC, shal not be construed as approval of
the adequacy of the contractor's health and safety professional, the cantracier’s HASP, or any
safety measyre taken in or near the construction site. The contractor shall be solaly-and fully
rasponsible for compliance with all laws, rules and regulafions applicable to health and safety of

_persens during the performance of the construction work.

Soil managament, reusa, and disposal procedures for excavated matearials that are determined
1o be contaminated. : .
Treatment, handling, and disposal procedures for encountered groundgwater determined to be
contaminated.

Construction-worker health and safety procedures to address the possibility of encountering
unkniowr: contarmination or subsurface hazards, such as praviously unreported tanks or walls.
Flre-pravention measures insluding smoking In disturbed areas only and disposing of clgaretie
butts in waste bins, parking in non-wvegetated areas, poriable fire extinguishers shall be kept
within ten fael of flammable or combustible liquid storage sites, welding and cutting operations,
and campliance with the requiremaents of tha California PRC, beginning with Sectiori 4427,

Emergency-response procedures, including keeping spifi cleanup materials such as absorbent
pads onsite and procedures for the containment and cleanup of accidenta! releases of
hazardoys materials used or stored guring construction activities,

Procadures for notification of SFPUC emergency coordinators and neighboring facilities In the
ovent that construction activities require a temporary closure of Calaveras Road, which could
intarfare with emergency response or evacuation plans, .

In the event of a reporiabie spill or other smergency incident, the contractor shall notify the
SFPUC and applicable agencies in accordance with guidance from the' Calfomia Office of
Emergency Services {OES}, as well as the Alameda Counly Water District (ACWD).

implements maasures in the CRMP and
contract decuments, report nonsompliance,
and ensure corrective action.

HAZ-2 Construclion of the
proposed project could
create the potential for
upset and accident

conditions involving the

Implement Miigation Measures HAZ-1a and HAZ.1b
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MITIGATION MONTORING AND. REFORTING PROCGRAN

Monitoring and Reporting Program

proposed project could
creata the potential to
encounter hazardous
materals in soil and
groundwater

w_xw&.‘ b P ey

f?)-ﬂ.:.ﬁ.li.
Operation of the
proposed praject
could result in
cohversion of
famiands to non-
agricultural uses

REES

g_:mmao: _smmm:nm AG-1: Ooaum:mmﬂ_oﬁ for momw of Unlgue Farmland
The SFPUC shal! compensate for-the nomf.mwm_o: of Unique Farmland to nen-agricuftural use for
spoily disposal, as indicated below:

s As compensation for the permanent loss of 21 acres of Unique Farmiang at the Nursery Sites 1
and 2 spails placement areas, the SFPUC shail dedicate an irrsvocabie agricultiural
consarvation easemant permanently sefting aside 21 acres of Unique Farmland in or near the
Sune! Valley for axelusive agriculturat use.

+ As an aftamative 10 the dedicatlon required above, the SFPUC shall contribute funds {o a local
agriculiural fand conservancy to establish a conservation easement to pretect an equivalent

a_w.mmﬁ_an gwmw:«m oa_s.ﬁ no_.av_mmn m:ao <m_‘mm< ﬂ,mm. ic Ooﬁw‘om _u_m:

1. mﬂuco Real
Estate

o ..
p\«&ﬂ

1 " . Implementation and Reporting
mpac impact Symmary igation Measure " ) . ] Impiementation
No, Reviewing & Menitoring and Reporting Actions Schedule
Respensible Approval
Party Party
feipase of hazardous
materials in the
environment
HAZ-3 Construction of the _Bn_mam_# Mitigation Measures HAZ-1a and HAZ-1b f

oncBmB mncﬁm_msp mmrmmam on m_uvco
or contribution to land conservancy.

1. Construction

Cumulativs fraffic 1, SFPUC m_sw M. mmvﬂo BEM [ 1. Ensure Em” muvwnmzm measures ﬂxmw are 1. Design
Increases on The SFPUC or its construction condractor(s) shall develop a Sunc! Valley Traffic Centrol Plan that entified in the coordinated plan are also
Cataveras Road coordinates the projact-specific traffic contrel plans developed as part of Miligation Measure included in confract documents.
TRANS-1 and identifies additional measures to minimize the impacts of consinsction raffic on
Calaveras Road and 1-880, As applicable, these measures shall be developed consistent with the
standards of Alameda Counly and Calirans and coutd include: "
2. CM Team 2. SERJC 8EM | 2, Coordinate Individual project traffic controt 2. Preconsiruction
«  Additionat traffic conirol devices, such as iraffic signals at key intersestions uwo,..ﬁ_:m access fo | [Traffic and CM Team _m_:m and deveiop a coordinated plan that and Construction
local rordways and land uses. Traffic signas could faciitate aceess onta Calaveras Road at Construction nc! :ummumawmmcﬂm that address traffic resulting
intersections anc alsa allow for gaps in truck trafiic flow to faciitate aceess fram driveways Coordinator) from-multipfe profects in the Sunal Valley.
aleng Calaveras Road.
3. Construction
»  Additiona! traffic control personnal at key locations to facilitate vehicular traffic flow during peak | 3. CM Team 3, SFPUC BEM | 3. Monitor to ensure that the contractor
periods of fruck activity, implements maasuras in the contract
doguments, report noncompliance, and ensure
= Adjustments in truck arrival and depariure schedules for the various fa s {8.9., staggering corrective action.
departures).
o Publicinformation regarding vm:oam whsn construetion traffic ic on Calaveras Road would be
greatast.
Working with Caltrans to datermine if warning signs, suech as a "Siow Trugks” sign (Catifornia Code
W51}, would be appropriate to inform drivers that slow-moving frucks may interfere with 5m fiow of
raffic on 1-888.
BAAAOMEr = Bay Atea Alr Qualily Managernent District dBA = A-weighted decibet . NACH = Nafive Amefican Heritage Commission
BEM = (SFPUC) Bursay of Envionmenta! Management EMB = [SFPUC) Enginsering Managemsnt Buzeau TRLMD = {SFPUC) Natural Resources and Lands Managament Divisian
CEQA = Califoria Envdrenmantal Quality Act ERC = |SF Fianning Department) Environmental Reviaw Officar RWRCH = Regional Water Quality Control Board
CRFG = Galifornta Deparmant of Fish and Game MEA = San Francises Planning Depariment, Majer Envi tal Anabysis Division SFRUC = Ban Francisen Public Utiities Commission
CMTeam = (SFPUC) Construction Management Bureau and Construction Managament MLD = Most Likely Descondant . USFWS = U,8. Fish and Widlife Service
Consultant i
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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, 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 Superyisors™), 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. 854-98 adopting
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" environmental findings and a statement of overriding considerations. Hereinafter,

10.

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, 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 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”).

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
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' 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 fo 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 environmestal =
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; (c) 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 pursvant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation
Agreement with FOCIL-MB, subject to the following condition:
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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:

/ ("k v_w,...-n__,_,.,,....m—-—-—

L :..::--:‘-f;‘:r;‘.’:”‘»j‘*‘ﬁ'
w2 80 et ~
ATt

[./{V‘ James B. Moralés

Agency-Géneral Counsel
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMIENT

DATE: December 29, 2009

TO: 2009.1152ER: Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond
(ESER) File

FROM: Devyani Jain, on behalf of Bill Wycko, ERO

RE: CEQA Clearance for the Incorporation of Critical Firefighting
Facilities and Infrastructure 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, acguisition, '
improvement, retrofitting and completion of critical firefighting facilities and infrastructure for
earthquake 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-resuit 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.

Memo

541

1650 Migsion St
Suite 400°

8an Franclsce,
(A 94103-2479

Reception:

A15.580.6378

Fax:
415,558.6409
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415.558.6317
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PLANNING COMMISSION | Case No.: 2008.1216B

MOTION NO. 17332 Address: 1600 Owens Street

Project Subject to: C 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

[ Park Fund {Sec 139)

X Public Art -{Sec-148)

1 Public Open Space {Sec 138)

[1 Jobs Housing Linkage Program (Sec 313)

0 ;{ras‘"t‘ﬁii'j;f\:‘ﬁgfge‘”pmem Fes Hearing Date:  November 2, 2006

[0 Other:

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION
MOTION NO. 17332

ADCPTING FINDINGS PURSUANT TO PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION 14702
RELATING TO DESIGN APPROVAL FOR A TEN-STORY, 160-FOOT TALL OFFIiCE 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 PROGRAM PURSUANT TO
RESOLUTION 14702 AND TO SECTIONS 321 AND 322 OF THE PLANNING CODE, 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 5, IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH
REDEVELOPMENT AREA, A COMMERCIAL-INDUSTRIAL-RETAIL ZONING DISTRICT, AND
AN HZ-7 HEIGHT DISTRICT. . o

Preémb]e

On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 14702, the Planning Commission (hereinafter
"Gommission") determined that the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan (‘MBS Plan”) provides
for a type, intensity, and Jocation 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 to the MBS plan. - _

Further, the Commission considered under Resolution 14702 the guidelines set forth in Section
321(b)(3)(A}-(G) and determined thatthe 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 terms of
the MBS Plan and PlanDocuments, 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 Comnission 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 guidefines in the D for D will ensure the design quality of any

Page 1
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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 et seq,, to confirm that said
development is consistent with the findings set forth in Resoiution 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 28, 2006, Ms. Terezia Nemeth of Alexandria Real Estate,
(hereinafter “Project Sponsor”) filed Application No. 2008.1216B with the City and County of
San Francisco Planning Department (‘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. Project Site/Present Use; The site is located in the Mission Bay South Project Area, in'a
Commercial-Industrial-Retail Zoning District, and an HZ-7 Height District. Parcel 010 in
Assessor's Block 87089, 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, fo the south by
Mission Bay Parcel 4, and to the east by Mission Bay Parce! 6. 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 new, approximately
160,600 gross-square-foot laboratoryfoffice building that is six stories and approximately 88 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 for up to
228,000 square feet of office, with approximately 5,086 square feef of ground floor retail, and up
to 420 off-street parking spaces located on Parcel 6. ' -

- The project is proposed fo be flexible and meet the needs for modern tenants, and can be
occupied by office or bio-science users.

4. On November 2, 2006, the Commission, at a regularly scheduled mesting, conducted a duly
noticed public hearing on Application No. 2006.12186B, at which time the Commission reviewed
and discussed the findings prepared for its review by the staff of the Planning Department.

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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allocation pursuant to Section 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 City and County of San Francisco (the “Agency’) is
implementing the MBS Plan pursuant fo 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-fead
agencies for conducting environmental review for'the Plan, and other permits, approvals and
related and collateral actions (the "Project”), prepared and cerfified a Final Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report (the “FSEIR"). The Agency certified the FSEIR for the Project on
September 17, 1998 by Resolution No. 182-98. Also on September 17, 1998 by Resolution
No.183-08, 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

" negafive 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 sfatement of overriding
considerations).

pursuant to the California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21090 and Section 15180 of
the State GEQA 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
21166 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 inforrnation has become available that would cause
new significant environmental impacts. Also, no mitigation measures or alternatives previously
found fo be infeasible have been found to bé feasible, and no different mitigation measures or
alternatives that would substantially reduce one or more significant 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 to and in furtherance of the Plan
pursuant to 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 respectto 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 analyzed in the FSEIR has become available which would indicate (a)
the Implementing Action will have significant effects not discussed inthe FSEIR; (b) significant
environmental effects will be substantially more severe, (c) mitigation measures or alternatives
found not feasible which would reduce one or more significant effects have hecome 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 RedeVerpment
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
feat, and upon approval of the adjacent, companion project at 1500 Owens Street for 158,500
square feet, 2,148,967 square feet would be avallable for allocation fo pending and future office
projects this year.

" Further, the sponsors of these two projects have obtained ownership of Lot 10 in Block 8708,
Mission Bay, and are proposing a new structure for that site. There is a previously approved
allocation, 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 fo 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) Design for Development Documentis a companion document to
the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. It contains Design Standards and Design
‘Guidelines, which apply to all development 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, utifities, 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 Attachment 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 of the
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: oo

‘« Base Height 90 feet (Coverage < 85% of the fotal area of HZ-7)
o Tower Height: 160 feet (Coverage < 15% of the total area of HZ-7)
e Max. Number of towers: 4 for the entire HZ-7 area
+ Location 60% of the frontage of buildings within 100" of

freeway on Blocks 40-43 shall not exceed the height
of the fresway. '

s Mechanical Equipment  Exémpt from the Height limitation. The exemption is
fimited to the fop 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 fo 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 localed on the roof and screened
from view, the maximum height of the proposed screen would be 25°

C. Buk
Bulk controls in HZ-7 apply above 90 feet as follows!
» Maximum Plan Length: * 200 feet '
¢ Maximum Floor Plate: 20,000 square feet

The plans for 1600 Owens indicate 199" as the maximum plan length and 19,9471 square
feet as the average floor plate.
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D. Coverage and Streetwall
in Commerdial Industrial Districts, the D for D Document seis forth the following

_requirements:
s Coverage: " Not applicable -
o Streetwall:
Minimum Lenath: Minimum 70%1 of block frontage length along
ptimary streets required {Owens Street is
_ considered a primary street),
Minimum Height 15 feet
Maximum Height Height not to exceed 90 fest

Corner Zone Conditions: Not applicable (1600 Owens is not at the
intersection of two primary streets.) ‘

Required Sfepbacks 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= 824.00)
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 streels. -

The proposed 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 bulldings. :

No variance s 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 street-to-streel, with no exceptions for pedestrian
walkways.
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A wind analysis has been prepared: If 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 will be
improved by a dense planfing of canopy trees.

. View Corridors

View corridors follow street alignments and are based on the following principles: fo
.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
cotridor. X

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 comidor extending along Gene Friend Way within the UCSF
Mission Bay Campus. As such, Special attention has been paid to provide visual inferest

through building mass, articulation, colors and defalls and the designation of the grotind
floor for aclive uses.

. Parking

The number of off-street parking spaces required and/or allowed for uses within MBS,
- as indicated in the MBS D for B, are! : : . . ,

s Office; - Maximum and miﬁimum, 1.8 space for each 1,000 .
square feet of gross floor area.

.o Retail: Maximum, ons space for every 500 square feet of
gross floor area for 20,000 square feet.

e Life Science: Maximum and minimum two spaces for every 1,000
square feet 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.

« Bicycle Parking: One secure bicycle parking space must be provided
: for every 20 vehicular parking spaces or fraction
thereof.

Based on ithe 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 patking spaces and
Office/Biotechnology (227,568 square feet) 455 parking spaces, for a fotal 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). -

Loading

The number of loading spaces required and/for aliowed for uses within MBS, provided
per gross square feet, as indicated in the MBS D for D are the following:
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« Retail: One space for reta;l uses between 10, {}01 and 60,000
: square feet. :
s  Commercial: One space for commercial uses between 100,001
and 200,000 square feet.
» Dimensions: At feast 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.

Mission Bay South Design for Development Design Guidelines
The Applicable Design Guidelines are: Commercial Industrial and Retall Guidelines.

1. Block Development

A. View Corridors

“View corridors are defined by the Mission Bay street grid. No building or portion thereof
shall block a view corridor established by that grid of streets and dedicated right-of-
ways”.

The proposed development of 1600 Owens does nof block any view comdors 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 fo provide vistal
interest through building mass, articulation, colors and delails and the designation of the
ground floor for active uses.

B. Open Spaces

*Encourage the development of public!y—accessibie open spacés at ground level. Where
feasible, design these open spaces in relation to local-serving retail such as cafes and
to the public open space network”.

. The proposed development of 1600 Owans contemplates the development of pnvate
open spaces to be made availabie fo 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 vegetation,
designed o 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 interconnect the proposed buildings and supporting structures; the proposed
pedestrian watkways include one between Parcels 4 and 5. Plans for development of
1600 Owens include the construction of the walkway for which paving and planting
materiafs have been selected to make the pedestrian experience gentle and infimafe;
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there is a secondary building entrance located along said walkway, which interconnects
"to another pedestrian walkway befwesn Parcels 5 and 8.

2. Street Frontage
A. Streefwall

"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 Bwtdmgs 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”.

“Vatiations from the streetwall are allowed to create open space, pedestrian circulation
space, mid-block lanes and landscaping areas”. .

The design of the ground floor streefwall of 1600 Owens is recessed to form a
continuous &' deep arcade, parallel to 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 fulure park in Lot A would
be dedicated fo retail uses, which would be highlighted through the use of continuous
floor to ceifing glazing and the location of enfrances fo the commercial locales. These
moves would reinforce the urban qualily sought by the guidelfines.

B. Streetwall Height

“Within high density commercial areas of San Francisco such as downtown and South
of Market, a typical ratio of strest width o 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 bwldmg height, at ifs base would be,
approximalely, 82’ (including the parapel). The proposed building mass consists of two
volumes: a five-story rectangular base, and a five-story curving glazed tower which is
sethack from the northwest and southeast elevations, These selbacks reinforce the
perception, from street level, of the base as a dominant mass); therefore the propased
ratio of street width fo streetwall height is approximately 1: 1.25.

C. - Pedestrian Scale 2

*Office and other commercial buildings are encouraged to be active and to incorporate
visually interesting 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 extendihg approximately 100", with a likely overflow

Pedestrian scale Is considered In the design guidelines for Commercial Industrial/Retall diskicts 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 Bullding Height and Form.
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area, along the southeast elevation (facing the future park), and approximately 30’ along
the pedestrian walkway that separates 1500 from 1600 Owens. At ground level the
fagade would be recessed approximately 5’ to form a continuous arcade. Plans for the
building indicate the main building entrance to be at the end of the arcade facing the
future park and a secondary building entrance along the pedestiian walkway. Both
entrances would be highlighted with canopies. Under the arcade and along other
‘exposed portions of the facades (except. at the service yard and the poitions of the
ground floor adjoining the freeway]) the ground floor would be wrapped with a completely
glazed skin.

. Curb Culs

“In order to preserve the continuity and quality of the pedestnan environment, curb cuts
for parking and service uses are sfrongly discouraged along Third Street”.

The proposed building does not face Third Street yet ifs des;gn would minimize the
-arnount of curb culs along Owens (which has a street frontage is approximately 1254’).
The Major Phase for Blocks 41-43 confemplates two curb on Owens for vehicular
access and egress fo 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 Zonhe

“Mission Bay buildings near to the 280 Freeway (height zone HZ-7) should take into

- account thelr 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 pIacement, massing, facade materials and height are all important in
this conSIdefataOn

“"Open Space/Panorama- In the northern portlon 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 freeway barriers adjacent to the Block with the excepfion of a maximum 80’
~ base building and /or tower located toward the southeast corner of the Block which is
outside the special height area”.

The, northwest, southwest and southeast efevations of the proposed building face
Freeway 280, while the southwest and southeast elevations would be visible from
Polrero Hill. These proximity and vicinity determine the building placement, massing and
fagade materials to respond to the need of establishing the design character of the area.

The structure is composed of twa primary elements: a five-story curving fower wrapped
-in clear glass/silver aluminum curtain wall, balanced on a five-sfory 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 o the height requirement of the D for D. The building is orfented
perpendicular to Owens and the upper pottion 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 contribute to a dramatlc and attractive 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 sioped glazing and horizonlaf
metal shades, which refates the bullding base to the fower 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 tower.

3. Building Height and Form
A. Height Locations

“The predominant commercial height zone in Mission Bay allows buildings fo 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”. ‘

Development of 1600 Owens would combine a building base not exceed a height of 90’
which s the predominant height in height zone HZ-7. The design standards for that zone
allow the constructions of 4 buitdings that would reach a height of 1607 the upper
portion of 1600 Owens is the onfy tower so far to he proposed in HZ-7. The proposed
tower would contribute to frame and enhance views fo downfown San Francisco when
approaching the CHy along Freeway 280.

B. "Skyline Character . ‘ ‘

“Skyline character is a significant component of the overall urban composition that is -
San Francisco and the guidelines encourage development which will complement the
existing city pattern and result in new, atiractive view element as seen from vantage
points”. ,
The building massing of 1600 Owens would be consistent with the exisiing city pattern
of low buildings along the freeways and gradual tapering of heights as the building sites
get further away from it. Furthermore, the proposed freatment of the tower facades,

“which turn around fo face the freeway, forming a confinuous and elegant curve, the
screening of rooftop equipment, and the completion of the roof of the building base with

" g "green roof’ would contribute with atfractive view elements through massing, colors

and textures as seen from nearby Potrero Hill and Freeway 280.

~ G. Building Base

“For pedesirians, 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 sfructural 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 walkway, would be defined by variety and visual
inferest achieved through a 5' deep arcade which reveals sfructural elements and a
completely glazed skin along all building sides, except at the setvice yard and the
southwest elevation, at ground level. The design of the ground floor contemplafes
building enfrances highlighted with sculptural canopies, landscaping and paving, which
' is proposed to unify the exterior and the inferior of the building through the use of pavers
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in a pattern that will be repeated in the buitding lobby and in the approaches to the two
building entrances. Other visual features that would contribute defining the building base
and which would contribute to the establishment of a comfortable scale and environment
is the five-story bay featuring sloped glazing and horizontal metal shades al the
southaast comer of the building. ’

D. Roofscape

.“Recognizing that Mission Bay building roofs may be visible 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
Jab exhausts fans would be located on the roof and organized and screened from view.
_The mechanical equipment enclosure is proposed to complement the overall exterior
expression of the building through the use of a 20’ high, profiled metal enclosure,
painted green to match the panels of the building base.

4. Architectural Defails
A. Visual Interest

- "*To mitigate the scale of development and create pedestrian friendly environment, -
building massing should be modulated and arficulated to create interest and visual
varisty”. : ' '

“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 selected
locations 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 slight portion of the semi-cylinder
projects over the latter. This semi-cylinder is wrapped in clear glass/silver aluminum
-curtain wall.

Both volumes would be integrated through the interception of planes characteristic of
each one of them, (for instance, the northwest efevation is proposed to carry the green
metal panels 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
below the parapet line. Similarly, the southeast corner a five-story bay featuring sloped
glazing and horizontal metal shades, refates the building base {o the tower elermnent in
terms of texture and form) or through the sculptural, architecturally detailed egress stairs
that shice the faut glazed surface of the semi-cylinder and the top floor of the building
base. Other elements that contribute fo provide unity to the overall design are: louvered
panels covering the air handfing units of each floor and terracotta-colored stunscreens.

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 volums, {o create a bay window type
of feafure.

B. Color and Materials

““Extreme contrast in materials, colors, sha-pes and othér charactetistics 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 colors of the reffections 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, conlrasting colors are applied to distinct
elements characteristic of both the base and the fower: sunshades and canopies, which
are proposed as terracolta colored. Recesses, projections and folding of planes would
‘ create shadow lines that would enrich the chromatic contribufion 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 Congept: 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 to the scale and nature of the artwork being considered and
(3) will complement and enhance the architecture or the space where itis focated.

. 10. The Commission, after carefully balancing the competing public and private interests, hereby
finds that authorization of the requested Conditiohal Uses would promote the health, safety and
welfare of the City.
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DECISION

That based upen the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Department 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
authorization 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 fifteen-day
period 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 3038, or
by telephone at (415) 575-6880.

| hereby certify that the Planning Commission adopted the foregding Motion on November 2, 2008.
Linda Avery ’

' Commission Secrefary
AYES: Cqmmissioners Alexander, Antonini, Lee, Moore, Olague and Sugaya

 NAYES: None
ABSENT; None

ADOPTED:  November 2, 2006
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EXHIBIT A ‘

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

. Wherever “Project Sp;onsor” 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.

_ 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 and in
the text of Planning Commission Motion No. ___ . Said building shall be In substantial
conformity with the plans and documents dated October 17, 2006, and iabeled Exhibit B. Final
plans shall be reviewed and approved by the Staff of the Department prior to the issuance of the
site or building permit. : _

. A site parmit or building permit for the Proposed Building authorized herein shall be obtained

within sighteen months of the date of this action, and construction, once commenced, shall be

thenceforth pursued difigentiy 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 such a permits(s). Pursuant fo Planning

Code Section 321(d)(2), construction of an office development shall commence within 18

months of the date the project is first approved. Fallure to begin work within that period, or
thereaiter to carry the development difigently to completion, shall be grounds to revoke approval

. of the office development. - :

. Thé 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.

. 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 hasis.
This requirement shall lapse when the Zoning Administrator determines that all the conditions of
approval have been safisfied or that the report is no longer required for other reasons.

. Development of the Site may precede the installation of off-site infrastructure in the area. The
Infrastructure for the proposed building as destribed in Application 2006.12168 shall bs
reviewed by the Redevelopment Agency.

. Five secure bicycle storage spaces shall be provided at this site, and 16 secure bibyole spaces
to serve this building shall be provided in the adjacent parking structure.

. The project Sponsor shall continue to work with Department and Agency staff in refining certain
aspects of the architectural design, finishes and detailing. '

. Prior to the issuance of any new or amended building permit for the construction The Appiicént
shall cause this "Exhibit A" to be recorded against the title of the Subject Property as a Notice of
Special Restrictions under the City Planning Code.

Page 1
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SAN FRANCISCO

Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures

Date: January 8, 2010

Case No. 2009.0568E

Project Title. City and County of San Francisco Au><1]1ary Water Supply System

Seismic Upgrade

Charles Higueras, San Francisco Department of Public Works

Twin Peaks Reservoir: 2719C/011, and associated maintenance tunnels

Project Sponsor;
~ Block/Lot:
within an easement on 2721/011
Ashbury Tank site: 2655/026
Jones Street Tank site: 0220/004 and 013
Pump Station No. 1: 3788/006
Pump Station No. 2: 0409/002

City and County:  San Francisco

MITIGATION MEASURE(S):

Mitigation Measiure M-CP-1{(a), (b), (), (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 Standards

for the Treatment of Historic Praperties with Gidelines for Preserving, Rebabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing
Historic Buildings! (see Standards for Rehabilitation 1-10, below) is considered sufficient to mitigate to
a level of less than significant the impact on historical resources (including historic districts and
individually eligible resources).

The Secretary of the Interior is responsible for establishing standards for all programs under the
departmental authority and for advising federal agencies on the preservation of histotic propetties
listed on or eligible for listing on the NRHP. In partial fulfillment of this responsibility, the Secretary
of the Interior’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.” '

'National Park Service, Kay £, Weeks and Anne B. Grimmer, The Secretary of the Inferior Standard’s for the Treatment of Historée
Properties; with Guidelines for Rebabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstraciing Fistoric Buildings (US Department of the interior:
Washington, D.C.: 1995)

www.stplanning.org
558

1650 Mission 2t.
Sitite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax;
415: 558 6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377



Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures Case No. 2009.0568E
January 8, 2010 | ' Auxtllary Water Supply System Seismic Upgrade

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 interior of the
buildings. They also encompass related landscape features and the buﬂdmg s site and environment, as
well as attached, adjacent, or related new construction.

The SFFD would tmplement 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 histotic character of 2 property shall be tetained 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. Whete the seventy
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in
design, coloy, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of
missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, and pictorial evidence.

M-CP-1 (i}—New additions, exterior 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 architectural 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 it such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
environment will not be impacted.

As stated in the definition, the treatment “rehabilitation” assumes that at least some repait or
alteration of the historic resource will be needed to provide for an efficlent contemporary use;
however, these repairs and alterations must not damage or destroy the materials and features—
including their finishes—that are important in defining the building’s historic character.

Mitigation Measare M-CP-2, Document Historical Resources

The SFFD would retain a consultant to document histotic resources before any construction work
associated with demolition or removal of the Ashbury 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: .

SAN FRANCISCG 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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I

e A full set of measured drawings that depict existing or historic conditions of the Ashbury Street
tank and Pump Station No. 2; K

¢ Digital photographs (do not have to be large-format négatives) of the intetior and the exteriot of
Pumgp Station No. 2 and the valve house at the Ashbury Tank and extetior of the Ashbury Tank.
Photographs at the Ashbury 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) I

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)

" During the project, the SFFD would protect interior historic character-defining features, such as
otiginal pumps, valve gate controls, and other otiginal machinery and associated piping. The plan for
interior construction would be approved by the San Francisco Planning Department or the Historic
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 sigﬁs on the exterior of the Pump Station No. 2
building, as well as at Pump Station No. 1 and the Ashbury 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 fot 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:

s The SFFD would remove two of the original pumps and their associated piping and valves and
display them outside the Purmnp Station No. 2, in the grassy area on the east side of the building.

SAN FRANCISE0 ‘ . 3
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This display would be included as part of the interpretive educational display as déscribed 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. !

"o In consultation 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 detetioration 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 Depattment Preservation staff about
avoiding damage to interior and exterior historic character-defining features near the
construction zone during development and implementation of construction plans and
development of procedures; ‘ |

* Establish protection procedutes for intedor historic character-defining features, such as
protecting interior features against damage during project work by covering them with heavy
canvas or plastic sheets; and '

* Provide a project orientation for all construction workers to increase theit understanding of and
sensitivity to the challenges of the special environment whete they will be working.

* In the event that a historic character-defining feature is accidentally damaged during project
activities, the construction team would temporartily stabilize the feature to prevent further
damage. Once the feature is stabilized the San Francisco Planning Depattment 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 Seoetary of the Interivrs
Standards.

Mitigation Measure M-CP-8 (Seismic Reinforcement)

A structoral 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 historic 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 Intetior’s Professional
Qualification Standards would prepare a specification plan to ensute the following: only those
portions of the existing dividing wall that cannot be repaited are replaced; the new dividing wall be
stylistically constructed in the same manner as the existing historic wall, except for the coping which

SAN FRANCISCO 4.
PLANNING DEPARTMENT .

562

AN



Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures ' Case No. 2009.0568E
January 8, 2010 ' Auxiliary Water Supply System Seismic Upgrade

would increase in width from 14-inches to 26-inches, and the damaged portions of the concrete
curb to be repaired in-kind and match the historic conditions.

The Histotical 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 the fence that could be repaired would be stabilized and reinstalled in their historic
locations. All parts 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 ‘fbliowing 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 prehistoric and urban historical archeology. The atcheological consultant shall
undertake an archeological monitoring program. All plans and reports prepared by the consultant as
specified herein shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and comment, and shall
be considered deaft reports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO. Archeological
monitoring 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 suspension of
construction can be extended beyond four weeks only if such a suspension js 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).

Archeological monitoring program (AMPF). The archeological monitoring program shall minimally
include the following provisions:

e The archeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult on the scope of
the AMP reasonably pror to any project:related soils disturbing activities commencing. The
ERO in consultatdon with the project archeologist shall determine what project dctivities 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; '

e 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 pzétocoi in the event of apparent discovery of an
archeological resource;

s 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

SAN FRANCISCO . 5
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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 watranted for analysis; '

* If an intact archeological deposit is encountered, all soils disturbing activities in the vicinity of the
deposit shall cease. The archeological monitor shall be empowered 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 drving activity may affect an archeological resource,
the pile driving activity shall be terminated until an appropriate 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 significant
archeological resousce; or

B) An archeological data recovery program shall be implemented, unless the ERQO 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 requized by the ERO, the archeological data recovery
program shall be conducted in accord with an archeclogical data recovery plan {ADRP). The
project archeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult on the scope of
the ADRP. The archeological consultant shall prepare 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 resoutce is expected to contain.
That is, the ADRP 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 histotical 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 séope 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 cataloguing systém and artifact analysis

procedures.

o Discard and Deaccession, Poligy. Description of and rationale for field and post-field discard and

deaccession policies,

o Interpretive Program. Consideration of an on-site/offsite public intetpretive program duting the
coutse of the archeological data recovery program.

o Security Mearnrés. Recommended security measures to protect the archeological resource from
vandalistn, looting, and non-intentionally damaging activities.

e Final Report. Description of proposed report format and distribution of results.

o Curarion. Desctiption of the procedures and recommendations for the curation of any recovered
data having potential tesearch value, identification of approptiate curation facilities, and a
summary of the accession policies of the curation facilities.

Human Remains, Assodated or Unassociated Funerary Objects. 'The treatment of human remains and of
associated or unassociated funerary objects discovered during any soils disturbing activity activity
shall comply 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 American remains, notification of the California State Native American
Heritage Commission NAHC) who shall appoint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) (Pub. Res. Code
Sec. 5097.98}. 'The archeological consultant, project sponsor, and MLD shall make all reasonable
efforts to develop an agreement for the treatment of, with appropriate dignity, human remains and
associated or unassociated funerary objects (CEQA Guidelines. Sec. 15064.5(d)). 'The agreement
should take into consideration the approptiate excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, curation,
possession, and final disposition of the human remains and associated or unassociated funeraty
obijects.

Final Archeologival Resources Report. The archeological consultant shail submit a Dsaft Final
Archeological 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 reg%:)r{.

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 a copy
of the transmittal of the FARR to the NWIC. The Major Environmental Analysis division of the
Planning Department shall receive three copies 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 Historic Places/California Register of Historical Resources. In instances of high public
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Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures Case No.-2009.0568E
January 8, 2010 o Auxiliary Water Supply System Seismic Upgrade

mterest ot wnterpretive 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
Identified)

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 potental 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 until 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 Unassociated Funerary
Objects)

The treatment of human temains 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 cotoner, and, in the event of the coroner’s decision that the
remains are Native American, notification of the California State NAHC, who shall appoint a Most
Likely Descendant (Pub. Res. Code Sec. 5097.98). The atchaeological consultant, the SFFDD, and the
Most Likely Descendant shall make all reasonable efforts to develop an agteement for the
appropriate dignified treatment of human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects
(CEQA. Guidelines, Sec. 15064.5{d]). The agreement should consider the appropsdate excavation,
removal, recordation, analysis, curation, possession, and final dispositioﬁ of the human remains and
associated or unassociated funerary objects.

Mitigation Measure M-BI-1 (Protection Measures for Nesting Birds)
The following protection measures would be applied before construction to protect nesting bitds :

¢ If construction is scheduled to begin between Match and July, a preconstruction survey for
nesting birds would be conducted by a qualified biologist at the trees on or near the five AWSS
sites to determine whether any birds ate nesting in trees or shrubs at or near the project sites. If
any nests are 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 wotket awareness progtam 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 impacis on nesting birds:

¢ The SFFD would remove the tree before the nesting season to discourage its use for nesting.
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Agreement to implement Mitigation Measures Case No. 2009.0568E
January 8,2010 Auxiliary Water Supply System Seismic Upgrade

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, monitoring 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, approptiate personal protective equipment, and
emergency response procedures.

Mitigation Measure M-HZ-2 (Materials Disposal Plan)

The SFFD would require the contractor to ptepare a materials 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 ot 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-containing materials, lead-containing materials, or hazardous sites of building
materials are identified, abatement practices, as required by California Air Resources Board and
California Health and Safety Code, Section 19827.5, and Title 8 of the California’Code of Regulatlons
Sections 341.6 through 341 14“*fand 1529., such as containment and/ of,
implemented before and durmg demohuon ot renovation. B

moval would be

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 mote than three months before construction,
and a review of apptopriate 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 neéded, site investigations  or
remedial activities would be performed in accordance with applicable laws. The enwronmentai
professional would ptepate 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 plan 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 ot interfere with remediation, the SFFD would
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Agreement to Implement Mitigation Measures Case No. 2009.0568E
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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 or
interference with the remediation; alternatively, modifications would be made to the remediation
activities dudng 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 Notice)

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.

1 agree to implement the above mitigation measure(s) as a condition of project approval.

8o

Project S5pg Date
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‘RESOLUTION NO.  199-2000
: Adoped October 10, 2000 :
&DOPTING 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 T9
AN OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH CATELLUS
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, A DELWARE CORPORATION, MISSION
BAY SOUTH RE DEVELOPMEI\T 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 fot tlie Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area (“Plan”).
On the same date, the Agency adopted related documents, including Resolution No.
193-98 authorizing exccution of an Owner Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and
related documents between Catetlus Development Corporation (“Catellus™) and the

Aguicv The Plan and its implementing documents, as dcﬁncd in the Plan, constitute the
“Plan, Documems

2. The Agcncy and the lenmg Department, together acting 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 2
_ Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR"). O 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 overnding conmderalton_s) 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 adopted ‘Motion No. 98-132 affirming certification of the FSEIR by the
" Planning Commission and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting .
envirommental findings (znd a statement of overriding considerations).

_ 3. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Design Review and
Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G 16 the South OPA (“DRDAP™), provide
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 Documenis.; The DRDAP sets forth the review and approvai process for Major
Phases. ‘

4, Pursuant to the Plan and Plan Documents, including the DRDAP, Catellus
submilled a Major Phiase application for the development of Blocks 41, 42, 43,.and 4§,
which was deemned coniplete on July 3, 2000, and which, as revised to incorporate minor
changes, is dateg October 10, 2000 (“Major Phase Submission’. '




&

5. The FSEIR isa program EIR undcr CEQA Gmdclmcs Sccuon 15168 and
a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Scction 15180. Approval of the
‘Major Phase Submission is an undenaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Pian in .
coniormanc; with Scction 15180 (“Implcm:,mmﬂ Actlon")

6. In accordancc with the Plan and Plan Decuments, Agency slaﬂ' has
reviewed the Block 4. 42, 43, and 45 Major Phase Submission and found it acccptablc

 FINDINGS

The Agency finds and determines that the zmplememmg Action is within the
scope of the Project analyzed in the FSEIR and no new cnv:ronmentai documentahon is
required for the fo!io“ ing reasons:

1. . The -hnpli:mcnling 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 ef; fects or a substantial increase in
the severity of previously-tdentified significant effects. .

2. . Neo subsmmial changes have occuried with respect to 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. Nonew information of substantial importance to the Project analyzed in°

the FSEIR has become available which would indicate (a) the Implementing Action will
have significant cffects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) significant environmental effects
jwill be sut stantially more severe; (¢) mitigation measures or alternatives found noi
feasibe which would reduce one or more significant effects have become feasible; or (d)

- mitigation measures or altematives which are co:. -iderably different from those in the

FSEIR will substamlally reduce one or more swmﬂcarl effccts on the environment.

RESOLUTION

e

ACCORDINGLY IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the
City and Coumy of San Franczsco thal lhc Blocks 41, 42, 43, and 45 Major Phase
Submission is hcrcby apptoved. - : .

APPROVED ASTO FORM:

Cey Whl,

Bertha A. Ontiveros
Agency General Counsel




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
thé 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
authorizing execution of an Owner Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and
related docaments between Catellus Development Corporation, a Delaware
corporation (“Catellus™), and the Agency. The Planand its implementing
documents, as defined in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.” '

2. The Plan and the Plan Documents, mcludmg the Des:tgn Re\uew and Document
Approval Piocedure, designated as Attachmient 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 Pocuments. 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 October 10, 2000, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 199-2000,

——whichfound-that the-potential-environmentatimpacts of the-Major-Phase————
Application for Blocks 41 - 43 and 45 were within the scope of impacts discussed In
the Final Subsequent Environmental Iimpact Report (including addenda thereto,
callechvely 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
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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.

5. As permitted under the South OPA, FOCIL-MB, sold all of Blocks 41, 42 and 43,
except for Parcel 4 (“Blocks 41 - 43”) to another developer, Alexandria 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 Developer 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 included in this Amended Major Phase.

7.. The Agency Commission previously adopied on October 4, 2005 by Resolution No.
154-2005, findings pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”™)
and the CEQA Guidelines, which findings are hereby incorporated herein by this

" reference as if fully set forth.

8. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 anda
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, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 timited liability company.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

e

James'B. Morales
Agéncy General 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
(“Boaxd 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. 854-98 adopting
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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 Comumission 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, 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 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 Documehts, 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 resclution 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 Jmplementing 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
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* 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
Impiementln g 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 ocourred 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; (¢) mifigation 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:
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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:

J ames B. Morale/s
Agéncy-Géneral Counsel
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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: ‘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 Flan 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. 2010.0801R: Forensic Science Center

o 0 0O C

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-
level 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. Thark you.

Singerely,

thn RaHaim
Director of Planning

www . sfplanning. org
_ G.01g
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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
Adarmn Varat, Planning Department

Attachments
1. Case No.2009.1152R: Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response Bond
2. Case No. 2009.0568R: Auxiliary Water Supply System {AWSS) seismic upgrades
3. Case No. 2009.1136R: Public Safety Building
4. Case No. 2010.0001R: Forensic Science Center

SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEPANTTMENT
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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 (“AWSS5") Seismic Upgrade

Dear My, 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 propesed Auxiliary Water Supply System ("AWSS5")
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 operational 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
Teservoir;

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 repaix 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. PumpStation No. 2. Rebuild the pump station into a modern, 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
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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
§§ 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 ). 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

ce A. Power, PD

IACitywide \Genwerd Plan\ General Plin Referrals \REFERRALN Andres\2009.0568R AWSS Seisaric & System Upgrades.doc

SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

580




Attachment 4
General Plan Case Report

Case No. 2009.0568R
Auxiliary Water Supply System {7 *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 fo 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 cvent 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 improvements will help maintain adequate water supply in the cuent of an emergency.

SAN FRANCISCO
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. Policy 55

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.
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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 Priozity 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.

I\Citywide\General Plan\General Plan Referrals \REFERRALN Andres L2009.0568R 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 bailot.

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:

1.

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 multiple-alarm fires.
It provides an additional layer of fire protectmn 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 320 200 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 . sfplanning.org
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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 Ej@}nnmg Department
has found these projects to be in conformity with the General Plan. This referral ad?iﬁgges the
" rernaining funding of the ESER Bond (Critical Facilities and Infrastructure). Future 1dent]hed
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 require 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 sporisoring 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.0O. 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, praviding 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 FRANLISCO
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency Repair Bond

The proposed ESER Bond is, on balance, in conformity with the General Pian. 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

ot 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 '
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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 futuré opportunities for
resident employment in and ownership of such businesses.

That Existing Housing And Neighborhood Character Be Conserved And Protected In
Order To Preserve The Cultural And Economic Diversity Of Our Neighborhoods

This -ﬁrojéct does not dffcct existing 'hbusing or neighborhood character
That The City's Suppiy Of Affordable Housing Be Preserved And Enhanced

This project does not affect the city’s supply of aﬁordable housing.

That Comunuter Traffic Not impede Muni Transit Service Or Overburden Our Streets Or
Neighborhood Parking

This project would have a minimal 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
resull 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 FRANGISCO
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Mr. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R
Earthquake Safety and Emergency 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 Our Parks And Open Space And Their Access To Sunlight And Vistas Be Protected
From Development ' :

This project does not affect parks and open space.
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Mr. Charles Higueras '
Case No. 2009.1152R ‘
Earthqnaké 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 Safely 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

T

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.

Discugsion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upgrades and new infrastructire
for public safety and emergency services, which would enable greater coordination of the City's emergency
SOTVICes,

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,

POLICY 2.7
Abate structural and non-structural hazards in City-owned structures.

POLICY 2.10
Identify and replace vuinerable and critical lifelines in high-risk areas.

SAN FRANGISTO
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Mir. 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 maing 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 re-ducing 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 opportunities 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
waler infrastructure. : '

OBJECTIVE 3

ENSURE THE PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY FROM DISASTERS THROUGH
EFFECTIVE EMERGENCY RESPONSE. PROVIDE PUBLIC EDUCATION AND TRAINING
ABOUT EARTHOUAKES 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 fire fighting capability with adequate
personnel and training. Assure the provision of adequate water for fighting fires.

Discussion: The proposed bond mensure would pruv!dcl 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.

Environmental Protection Element

OBJECTIVE5
ASSURE A PERMANENT AND ADEQUATE SUPPLY OF FRESH WATER TO MEET THE
PRESENT AND FUTURE NEEDS OF SAN FRANCISCO, :

POLICY 5.5
Inmprove and extend the Auxiliary Water Supplyy system 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. Recornmendations 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 ineet potential fire disasters.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seisniic upgmdes‘ to the City's Auxiliary
Water Supply System (AWSS).

Community Facilities Element

OBJECTIVE 1 R
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.

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 public nses whenever multi-use facilities support planning
goals, fulfill neighborhood needs; and meet police service needs.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure twould 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 bond
will require project-level General Plan referrals and Environmental Review.
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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.. .

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, including but not limited to the water system for
firefighting, neighborhood fire and police stations, police command center, Crime Lab,
and Medica! Examiner and to pay related costs necessary or convenient forthe
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 s dedicated to
the suppression of multiple-alarm fires. 1t 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 {o preserve capacity and to assure a reliable 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: Rebuiid the pump station into a modern, state-cof-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

1612010
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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 bondis 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 iriciude, 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 shali be allocated to
acquire the property and the development rights to construct a new seisrhically 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

Faorensic Sclences Center ‘ 238,600,000
Public Safety Building” 236,100,0('.;0
Critical Facilities and Infrastructure .130,300,000
AWSS fotai | 36,400,000
ESER Capital Improvements Total ' 641,100,000
Bond Oversight ‘ 52,070
Bond Financing Costs 10,317,930
BOND TOTAL

* includes Mission Bay Fire Station 652,070,000

162010
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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. 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 t6 consolidate the Forensic Science Division’s operations — now hotised 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 T through
& - approximately 150,000 s.f. - of the 10-story building under a purchase agreement.

www.sfplanning.org

GRUOCUMENTS Cen Plan ieferrals banbiuske Bondi2001 0001R Foransic Baence Center +EW FF

adits doc 1

595

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400 .

San Franciseo,
€A 84103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.55_8.8409

Planning
Information;
415.558.6377




Case No. 2008.1214R
1600, Owens Street {AB 8709 Lot 020)

Proposed Lease to purchase of Propefty 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 i$ located in Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area. Prior to this action, the City and
County of San Francisco took several actions related to the Redeveiopment 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 Cctober 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. 163-2605
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 2 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 schernatic 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.
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Case No. 2008.1214R

1606 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 call Adam
Varat of my staff at 558-6405. Thank you. '

Singerely,

n Rahaim
Director of Planning

folort 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 1011
3. Mission Bay consistency findings

!:\Cr'tgm'r'd{'\Cvm'mI Plan\General Plan Rr'ﬁ'rmI::\2(?(?3\2(?()&,?2141'{ 1600 Orens Streel Purchase dec

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANMING DEPARTHENT 3

597



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 Forerisic 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
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® .

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 achicve 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
Departmeni’s Forensic Science Division must vacate the portion of its operation that is iow 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 into a single location.

The Project is _XX_  in conformity not in conformity with the General Plan
SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 4
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Case No. 2008.1214R

1600 Owens Street {AB 8709 Lot 020) .
Proposed Leasc to purchase of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
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 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 comumercial office development, and that fulure
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.

SN FRANCISCE
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Case No. 2008.1214R

1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020)
Proposed Lease to purchasc of Property for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SF{’D Forensic Sc:ence

Division

The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

SAN FRANCISCO
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San Francisen GAVRY NEWSDM, Hayor

Redevelopment Agency flamen £, Romeru, Presdent
Rick Swig. Vice President
Londan Bzexd

oine South Van Ness Avenue Linga A cm{u

San Frangisco, CA 94103 frances Covinglon
Leroy King
Darshan Singh

415.749.2400 Feed Blackwel, Execulive Direclor -
December 22, 2009 ' S 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 of a
tenancy-in-comyon 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 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.

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.
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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
Bay 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 2 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 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 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 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

£03

1650 Wission St
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 341063-2479

Reception:

415.558.6378

‘ Fax:

415.558.6409

Pianning
Information:
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 Redeve!opment Plans in Planning Case No.
1996.771EMTZR by Planning Commission Res. 14696 on 9/17/1998.

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 Planriing Commission Res. 14699 and Res. 14702 on
9/17/1998. ' ‘

4. The Board of Supervisors approved and adopted the Redeveloﬁment Plan for the
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project on November 2, 1998 by Ordinance
No. 335-98.

5. 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.

6. 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

Id
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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);

o Board of Supervisors affirming the Plarining 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 Plarns. |

.. 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 FRANCISCO
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the FSEIR; (i) 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 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.

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 RefermIé \2009\2009.1136R 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: january 7,2010

‘Note: General Plan OBJECTIVES in Bold CAPS, General Plan Pohcms and text are in boid font;

text is in regular font; Staff Comiments in italic font

- COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT
OBJECTIVE 1
DISTRIBUTE, LOCATE, AND DESIGN POLICE FACILITIES IN A MANNER THAT WILL

ENHANCE THE EFFECTIVE, EFFIC]ENT AND RESPONSIVE PERFORMANCE OF POLICE

© FUNCTIONS.

POLICY 1.1
LOCATE POLICE FUNCTIONS THAT ARE BEST CONDUCTED ON A CENTRALIZE{)
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
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 SERV!CEV

EFFECTIVENESS WITH COMMUNITY DESIRES FOR NEIGHBORHOOD FPOLICE
FACILITIES.

" POLICY 1.6

SAN FRANCISCO
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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

TN General Grouping Of Related Nelghborhoods

# Neighborhood Edges And Barriers To Movenment

cewesre  Major Arterialy That Define Neighborboods

BT Recommended $ District Grouping Of Related Nelghborhoods

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

SAN FRANCISCO
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administration, departmental policy formulation, program plénning, 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 COMMUN!TY 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 MULTIPLE-USE
" FACILITIES SUPPORT PLANNING' GOALS FULFILL. NEIGHEORHOOD NEEDS, AND
MEET POLICE SERVICE NEEDS.

Comment: The Public Safety Building will be designed to incorporate the new SFPD Headquarters Facility
and new District Police Station, which will replace facilities currently located at the Hall of fustice. 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.

OBJECTIVESS

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.

SAM FRANGISCO
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Map 2

"

FIRE FACILITIES PLAN

@  Fire Faclfities

PLAMNMING DEPARTMENT
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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 AlLL
NEIGHBORHOODS.

Policy 11.2
Ensure housing is provided w:th 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 H;::idquarters 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 commercial and institutional uses, among other uses.
Plans for the new facility will be subject to reviewand approval by City Departments which will include the
Planming Department and the Redevelopment Agency. '

Note: This General Plan Referral fmdmg is limited to the location and land use for the
pmposed Public Safety Building: the pm]ects desxgn 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 FRANCISCD
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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) 4t 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:

4y That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced.

The Project would have no adverse effect on neighborhood serving retail uses or opportunities for
employment in or ownership of such businesses. 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 effect on existing housing 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 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 FRANCISCO
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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,
irigluding hiring an architect that meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification
Standards, and review and approval by San Francisco Planning Departient preservation staff for’
concurrence that the praject 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 revivre 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 visias.

SAN FRANCISCO
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I:\Citywide‘:Cenern} PInn'\Ge@ml Plan Refenﬂ{s\ZODS‘\ZOOB.] 136R Public Safety Building Third and Mission Rock
Street - Miss Bay 12_29 09.doc - i
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San Francisse GAVIN NEWSOM, Aeyor

Redavelopment Agency
' Rick Swig, Acting ! resident
London Broad
Fa
One South Van Ness Avenue i mn;eo'&’%ownglqn
San Francisco, CA 94103 Daranan Singh

Fred Blackwall, Exe sullve Director

415.749.2400

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 orf 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 Headgquarters of the San
Francisco Police Depariment 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 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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Mir. Charles Higueras
Case No. 2009.1152R - o -
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 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
Improve the coordination of disaster-related programs within City departments.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upyrades 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 structural and life safety standards,

POLICY 2.7
Abate structural and non-structural hazards in City-owned strictures.

POLICY 2.10
Identify and replace vulnerable and critical lifelines in high-risk areas.

SAN FRARCISCO
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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 opportunities 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 FARTHOUAKES 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 fire fighting capability with adequate
personnel and training. Assure the provision of adequate water for fighting fires.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would pmvr’dé 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 fo fight fires.

Environmental Protection Element

OBJECTIVES
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 Anxiliary Water Supply systewn of the Fire Departinent for more-effective

fire fighting.

The Fire Department maintains and operates the Auxiliary Water Supply System {AWS5), a2 water
storage and distribution network that supplements the hydrants connected {o 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

4

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 ineet potential fire disasters.

Discussion: The proposed bond measure would provide funding for seismic upgrades to the City's Auxu'mry
Water Supply System (A WSS).

Community Facilities Element

OBJECTIVET -
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.

POLICY 13
Enhance closer policelcommunity interaction through the decentralization of police services that

need not be centralized.

POLICY 1.7
Combine police facilities with other ;mbhc uses whenever multi-use jaczhtms suppaort planning
goals, fulfill neighborhood needs; and mcet 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 FRANGISCO
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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 Fraricisco that provide for public -
safety and emergency response.- . -

- _

"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, 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. : 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 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

1612010
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otherwise specifically enumerated (in the bond ordinance) including without limitation,
neighborhood fire stations, and such facilities as cisterns, pipes and tunneis 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 muiti-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 seisrhically 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* ' 236,100,060
Critical Facilities and Infrastructure 130,000,000
AWSS T;::tai | 36,400,000
ESER Capitat Improvements Total 641,100,000
Bond Oversight 652,070
Bond Financing Costs 10,317,930
BOND YOTAL '
* includes Mission Bay Fire Station 652,070,000
1/612010
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SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING

EPARTMENT

January 7, 2010

© Mr. Charles Hi'gueras
Departmént 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 2 A 53 of the San Francisco Administirative
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 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 156,000 s.f. - of the 10-story building under a purchase agreement.

www.siplanning.org
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Case No. 2008.1214R

.. 1600 Owens Street {AB 8709 Lot 020) e
Proposed Lease to purchase of Pmperty fm' Office of the Medical Exammer and the SFPD Forenssc C»f:ncnce

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

: s

2. The Planning Commission Ad_opted CEQA Findin'gé for the Mission Bay North and South
Redevelopment Plans in Planning Case No. 1996.771 EMTZR, 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 Supervrsors approved and adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the MlSSlon
Bay South Redevelopment Project on November 2, 1998 by Ordinance No.335-98.

The Redevelopment Agency Cormnmission 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 Departrrient 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 FRANCISCD
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2
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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 '

Planping 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 Plarning 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.
3. Mission Bay consistency findings

EACityzeide\ General Plan\Geweral Pl Referrals\ 2008120081214 R 1600 Owens Streel Purchase doe

SAN FRANGISCO
FLANKING DEPARTIENT 3

623



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 Forerisic Science -

Division

" Attachment 1
Casge Report

VCase 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 |

OBJECTIVEY .
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 into a single location.

The Projectis _XX_ in conformity not in conformity with the General Plan
SAN FRANCISCO '
PLANNING DEPANTMENT 4

?
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Case No, 2008.1214R

1600 Qwens Street {AB 8709 Lot 020)
Proposed Lease to purchase of Pro

perty for Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science

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 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.

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
neighborhoood 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 poticy.

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

§AM FRANCISCO
PLANMING DEPARTMENT 5
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Case No. 2008.1214R
1600 Owens Street (AB 8709 Lot 020}

Pmpased Lease to purchaqe of Property fnr Office of the Medical Examiner and the SFPD Forensic Science
Division

The Project is not in conflict with this policy.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT G
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San Francisco GAVIN NEWSDM. Mayor
Redgveéapmenl Agancy Ramon £. Ramess, Pregident
) Rick Swip. Vice Piesilent
Londoi Breed
One South Van Ness Avenue Lindz A Cheu

San Francisce, CA-84103 Pranwe_ Covingian

eroy King
" Dorshan Sings -
415.748.2408 Feed Blackysef, Executive Directot -
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 Ared (Parcel 4 of Blocks 41-43), and the purchase of a
tenancy-in-commion interest in the 1670 Owens parking garage (Parcel 3 of
Blocks 41-43), to allow for the relocation of the Office of Chief Medical
Fxaminer 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 sife. 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 Jocated 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 all 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 addinon 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 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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']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) 4th 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 Plann 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 4105 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 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 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 . sfplanning.org
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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 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 Planriing 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:

e Redevelopment Commission Resclution No. 182-98 on September 17, 1998;

e Planning Commission Resolution No. 14696 on September 17, 1998, certifying the
FSEIR (Planning Case No. 1996.771E);

o 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 MMRI") 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 .
jsstes and most recently issued Addendum No. 7 to address the location of the Public
Safety Building at Parcel 8; Addendum No. 7 coné¢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; (iif)
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.

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, DPW
Charles Higueras, DPW
5. Shotland, PD
Elaine Warren, City Attorney

E

IA\Cibywide\ General Plan\General Plan Referrafs\20091\2008.1136R Public Safety Building Third and Mission Rock
Strect - Miss Bay 12_29 _09.dec '
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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 Shotlaﬁd
DATE: January 7, 2010

Note: General Plan OBJECTIVES in Bold CAPS, General Plan Policies and text are m bold font
text is in regular font; Staff Comments in ifalic font '

COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT
OBJECTIVE 1

DISTRIBUTE, LOCATE, AND DESiGN POLICE FACILITIES IN A MANNER THAT WII..L
ENHANCE THE EFFECTIVE EFF!CIENT AND RESPONS!VE PERPORMANCE DF POLICE _
FUNCTIONS. )

o

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
administration, departmental policy formulation, program planning, manpower and resource
allocation, information management, citywide operations ad communications control and
dispaﬁ:h, 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 FRANCISCH
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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 lNVI’I‘ING APPEARANCE THAT IS
IN SCALE WITH NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT.

1 gdzg

General Grouping OF Related Nelghtorhoods

Neightorhood Edges And Barriera To Movement

Major Arterials That Define Neighborhoods

Recommended % District Grouplng Of Related Nelghborhoods

j

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

SAN FRANGCISCO &
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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
poiice 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 MULTIPLE-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 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 FRANCISCO
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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 112
Ensure housing is provided with adequate public improvements, services and amenities.

Comment: The Project calls for funding and future'consfructia}: of a Public Services Building, which will
- include space for the San Francisco Police Department Headgquarters 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 Larid Use Plan contained in the Mission Bay South Redevclopment 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 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 i, on balance, _ X__ in conformity not in conformity with the
General Plan.

SAN FRANEISGO
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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 062, 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: '

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

The Project would have no adverse effect on neighborhood serving retail uses or opportunities for
employment in or ownership of such businesses. The Project actions comsidered 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,

(@) 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 housing 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 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 commerciai 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 FRANCISCO
PLANMNG DEPARTMENT
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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 mecting 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
wold be required fo 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 rehabilifation.
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 cur parks ahd open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from
development:

The Project would ot adversely affect parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEFATTMENY
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EACitywide\ General Plari\ Gen_&nf Plan Refervals\2009\2008.1136R Public Safety Building Third and Mission Rock
Street - Miss Bay 12_29_09.doc - ‘
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San Francispo GAVIN NEWSOM, Auyor

Redavelopment Agency
Rick Swig, Acting 1 resldent
London Sesd
One South Van Ness Aventio Eﬁwmm
San Francisco, CA 94103 Darchon Singh
Fred Blackwal, Ext cufive Eirecior
415.749.2400 :
December 16, 2009 126-061.09-150

- Charles A. Higueras, ATA, 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 & 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 desciibed 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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ADDENDPUM TO SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Date of Publication of Addendum: January 7, 2010
Date of Certification of Kinal Subsequent EIR: September 17, 1998
Lead Agency: San Francisco Redevelopment Agenc'y

1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5" Floor, San Francisco, CA 84103

Agency Contact: . Stanley Muracka ’i‘elephone: (415) 7492577

Project Title: Redevelopment Agency Case No. ER 919-97 Addendum #7
Mission Bay Public Safety Building

Project Sponsor/Contact: Charles Hi gueras, San Ffancisco Department of Public Works

Telephone: (415) 557-4646

Project Address: Block 8 in the Mission Bay Soutﬁ 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 detérmination. is provided on the following pages.)

I do hereby certify that the above determination has been madé pursuant to state and local requirements.

Stanley Muraoka : Date of Determination
San Francisco Redevelopment Agency

Mission Bay SFEIR Addendum i ER-319-97 Addendum # 7
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