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SCH #:
Project Title:

SFPUC Southern Skyline Boulevard Ridge Trail Extension Project

Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Department
Contact Name:
Email:

Timothy Johnston

timothy.johnston@sfgov.org

Project Location: n/a

Phone Number:

(415) 575-9035

Unincorporated San Mateo County
City

County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC), proposes to improve and develop recreational trails and
associated facilities located within the Peninsula Watershed in central San Mateo County. Primary project components
proposed for areas north of S.R. 92 include a new 0.5-mile universal access loop trail (that would provide Americans with
Disabilities Act-compliant access and parking), and a 50-car parking lot and restroom near the watershed’s Cemetery
Gate, as well as the transfer of a public access easement (from the Bay Area Ridge Trail Council to the SFPUC) along
an existing segment of the Bay Area Ridge Trail through Skylawn Memorial Park. Project components proposed for
areas south of S.R. 92 include a new 6-mile southern skyline ridge trail along S.R. 35, a 20-car parking lot, and two
restrooms. Along the proposed southern skyline ridge trail, the SFPUC would install a prefabricated bridge to span a
gulch that intersects the trail alignment. The SFPUC is considering multiple public access program configurations with
differing levels of restrictiveness. These access programs would apply to existing and new trail areas north and south of
S.R. 92, and cover a range of potential access controls—from supervised to unsupervised.
Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
As described further in the enclosed summary, the Draft EIR determined that the project would result in significant and
unavoidable impacts, depending upon the chosen access program, in the areas of biological resources and
transportation and circulation, that would remain significant and unavoidable even with implementation of feasible
mitigation measures. The Draft EIR also determined that the project would result in significant impacts related to cultural
resources, noise and vibration, air quality, biological resources, hazards and hazardous materials, and tribal cultural
resources which could be mitigated to a less-than-signficant level with the implementation of mitigation. The Draft EIR
identifies feasible mitigation measures to address significant impacts for each of the environmental topics identified.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Issues raised by agencies and the public during the EIR's scoping period that relate to environmental issues are
addressed and analyzed throughout this EIR and generally concern the following:
• Support for increased watershed access for recreational purposes, while continuing to protect water quality and other
natural resources
• Effects of construction and operations on project area traffic and circulation
• Estimated number of trail users
• Effects of project implementation, including access program modifications, on scenic resources, noise, historical sites
and cultural resources, wildlife and habitat, spread of invasive species and sudden oak death, and fire hazards
• Effects of unsupervised access on ability of users to safely cross S.R. 92 and S.R. 35

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
State responsible or trustee agencies for the project include:
• California Department of Transportation, District 4
• California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
• California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 3
• California Air Resources Board
• Native American Heritage Commission
• Office of Historic Preservation
• Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 2
• Resources Agency

